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The SPEAKER (Hon. J. E. Delzoppo) took the chair
at 2.06 p.m. and read the prayer.

PHOTOGRAPHING OF PROCEEDINGS
The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the house that I
have given pennission for still photographs to be
taken during question time todav. No additional
lighting or flashlights will be us~d.
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They are not my words. Thev were uttered on
18 May 1993 by the Honourable David White in
another place. When in opposition the former
Premier Joan Kimer said:
The government is to be congratulated on following
through on what I think was a very good process in the
setting up of the Casino Control Authority and the
careful, confidential process of its decision-making. I
have no quaerel with that.

Who said that? Joan Kimer!
Mr Thomson interjected.
Mr KENNETT - He is the guy who won the
Supreme Court prize for law. Say it again!
Mr Thomson interjected.

Crown Casino: bid
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to his comment in today's
Melboume Age that Victorians can be satisfied with
the integrity and independence of the selection
process for the caSInO and I ask: how does the
Premier reconcile that with the statement made last
night by Mr Jim Gallagher, the vice-president of
public relations for m Sheraton, that the Crown
consortium was allowed to raise its bid in the last
few days and that Sheraton was not given that
opportunity?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - First of all, I welcome
the Leader of the Opposition back into the public
limelight. He has been hiding his bushel under a
light since last Friday! It is not surprising. He is a bit
like a startled rabbit. Up until last week the selection
of the preferred bidder for the casino had been
above politics and there had been a verv real sense
of bipartisanship in the recognition of the values of
this project to Victoria.
Mr Sandon - You're reading a prepared
statement!
Mr KENNETT - I had to give him the question!
He is so predictable! The integrity of the Victorian
Casino Control Authority and its members has been
sacrificed and publicly compromised by the
desperation of the Leader of the Opposition and
Mr David White in another place. I should like to
quote a few words that are not mine:
The Casino Control Authority is a sensible and
responsible body in which there is public confidence.

Mr KENNETT - He said we reported it
afterwards. So here we are. We are changing the
process and changing the argument every day
because this individual and Mr White in another
place are absolutely bereft of any policy or sense of
decency, as will be tested in another place at another
time.
Hav~ng now defamed two people in this community
outSide the house and having listed a whole range of
people who he thought had acted in a way that was
unbecoming, the Leader of the Opposition today has
come into the house with no new evidence but a
suggestion from, I think, a fonner vice-president of
public relations at lIT Sheraton.

\Vhat is he saying? He is saying that having
voluntarily entered into the process where they
wanted to be a tenderer, and automatically having
that number of applicants reduced to three and then
to two, they were in a situation like the other
tenderer, Crown Casino Ltd, which was able to
participate fully in concluding its bids, and let me
quote if I may - Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNETT - You are so desperate.
Mr Brumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! Question time cannot
be allowed to proceed with further questions across
the table. I ask the house to remain silent.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

Tuesday, 11 October 1994

ASSEMBLY

816

Mr KENNETT - Ever since ITI failed to win this
bid it has been expressing concern about processnot something it expressed the day before or even to
me when I met with its representatives the day after,
and not during the process. I shall quote a further
letter from Mr John Richards who happens to be the
Chairman of the Victorian Casino and Gaming
Authority:
I am able to confirm - -

Mr Thomson interjected.
Mr KENNETT - 'The temporary Premier'? I am
a 'temporary Premier'? I have been here long
enough. You will have jumped into another
parliament in another house because you can't stand
it here and you don't want to be left the loser! I have
faced three opposition leaders over this table over
two years and I suspect the fourth is sitting
somewhere behind you now! Mr Richards said:
I am able to confirm that each of the final two
applicants was given a fair and equal opportunity to
vary its submission during the consultative evaluation
process. Indeed, both applicants were encouraged to do
so and both applicants did.

ITI simply missed out because, at the end of the
process, they were not as good as the other preferred
bidder.

has been above reproach. It has been supported by
the former government and by members of the
opposition since the election.
The people of Victoria will come to recognise that
while this group of individuals, together with the
Sunday Age, continue to be against everything this
state is on about, without one scintilla of evidence it
is not the credibility of the Victorian Casino Control
AuthOrity, the preferred applicants nor the
credibility of the government that is being called
into question - it is your credibility and particularly
that of the Leader of the OppOSition and the
Honourable David White in another place.

Infonnation technology outsourcing
contract
Mr PHILLIPS (Eltham) - Will the Minister for
Finance inform the house of the process followed in
the selection of the successful tenderer for the
information technology outsourcing contract for the
Public Transport Corporation and Vicroads?
Mr I. W. SMITH (Minister for Finance) - I thank
the honourable member for his question which
follows concern at the weekend when a leading
article on the front page of the Age quoted Mr David
Edwards, the Chief Executive Officer of the
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry as having some doubt expressed to him
about a particular government contract.

Mr Mildenhall interjected.
Mr KENNETT - I wonder if you would say that
outside on the steps? Come on! This man here who
actually misleads the AA T to try to get
informa tion - The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the Premier to
ignore interjections and return to his answer to the
question.
Mr KENNETT - The people on the other side
have absolutely no information whatsoever. They
are continuing to attempt to slander, and we are
seeing that the public of Victoria is sick and tired of
an opposition that has nothing but personal abuse
and personalities rather than being able to offer
policies.
The Leader of the Opposition's leadership of the
ALP and that of David White is being condemned
roundly by this community simply because you
have shown yourself to be unable to offer anything
of substance to the people of Victoria. This process

The government contacted Mr Edwards to find out
which contract he was alluding to and was advised
by him that it was the contract for the outsourcing of
the information technology services for Vicroads
and the Public Transport Corporation. Mr Edwards
was then invited to go through the processes on
Monday-Mr Sandon interjected.
Mr Leighton - I bet he was!

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Carrum and a few other members on
my left are causing me some concern at the moment.
I ask them to remain silent.
Mr I. W. SMITH - Let US explore how
Mr Edwards came to make a comment: in tactics
that are more characteristic of sleazy tabloids Shane
Green of the Age rang him up and invited him to
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express concern about cronyism generally and to
state whether or not he had reports from any
businesses of any particular difficulties with any
contracts. There was only one contract with which
he was able to regale Mr Green and that formed the
basis of Mr Green's article.
However, having gone through the processes which
have been excruciatingly proper and time
consuming - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The house is wasting its
own question time. I ask the house to come to order
and ask the honourable member for Keilor to cease
interjecting.

817

write to the Leader of the Opposition and me in
these terms:
I was pleased to meet this morning with senior officers
from your department following the article in the Age
on October 7, which implied I had concerns over the
process used in the information technology outsourcing
contract for the Public Transport Corporation and
VicRoads.
The officers and consultants who had responsibility for
the tender process gave me a clear account of the
process used, and left me in no doubt about its probity
and integrity.
The process and controls were carefully - -

Mr Leighton interjected.
Mr I. W. SMITH - As a result, the following
facts need to be known. In order that the process of
contracting this outsourcing of IT - which is the
largest outsourcing of an IT contract by anyone in
the history of Australia - be done properly, it was
decided by the government that the matter should
be handled by the Department of Finance.
The then secretary of the department, Doug Thomas,
who has since retired but continues to be in charge
of this project, together with Bruce Williamsontwo people entrusted by the former government to
undertake very senior and serious responsibilities
and similarly entrusted by this government - set
about a process whereby seven groups of
sophisticated information technology companies
submitted their proposals to the tender board.
After a detailed and exhaustive process two final
bidders were then put through a process of
competitive bidding.
Mr Baker - But was it excruciating?
Mr I. W. SMITH - We will deal with you in a
moment, Sunshine! You have just alerted me to a
few things I will deal with shortly.
What then occurred was that this detailed, correct
and proper process of probity did not allow the
competitive bidders to know in any way, shape or
form the details of what the other was bidding. The
process has not been concluded, and Mr Edwards
did not realise that. Yesterday, when he was taken
through the various processes, he saw fit not only to
release a press release retracting his statements and
the misunderstandings created in the Age, but also to

Mr I. W. SMITH - I can understand the
honourable member for Preston not being interested.
The SPEAKER - Order! The minister should
ignore interjections. I ask him to conclude his
answer.
Mr I. W. SMITH - He is not interested in the
facts; don't let the facts spoil a bit of mud being
thrown about everywhere. The people in this
community are owed an honest explanation for
what should not have appeared dishonestly in the
newspaper on Saturday.
Mr Baker - Now you are excruciating.
The SPEAKER - Order! I could well echo the
words of the honourable member for Sunshine applied to him! I ask the Minister for Finance to
conclude his answer.
Mr I. W. SMITH - Mr Edwards continued in his
letter to me:
The purpose of my earlier reference to this contract was
not to question the probity of the tender process, but
rather to illustrate three points.
First, business, whether it wins or loses a contract,
cannot tolerate commercial in<onfidence documents
being made public.

And, indeed, they were not.
The threat by the opposition to have commercial
information made public could discourage business
from competing for government business.
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Second, business people will seek to make themselves
known to governments to establish the sort of trust that
is necessary in any business relationship. They do not
want public exposure of innocent business
relationships.
Third, the government through its tender process is
winning very competitively priced services from the
private sector to the benefit of taxpayers. The reality of
business with government is strong competition and
low margins.

Mr Edwards concludes by saying:
Thank you again for the opportunity to meet with your
officers and the chance to see at first-hand the probity
and thoroughness of the tender process.

There was no politician, no minister and no-one
standing over Mr Edwards to do this.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I must insist that the
minister conclude his answer.
Mr I. W. SMITH - For people like Shane Green
to be stalking leaders in our community and
misinterpreting the information they have been
given to make a name for themselves with
misleading headlines is nothing but pure scuttlebutt.
Their professionalism would be far better placed in
sleazy tabloids overseas.

Crown Casino: bid
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier again to his letter in today's Age in
relation to the casino licence. He states that:
Crown played a cooler hand than lIT. Crown did not
play its hand early.

How did the Crown consortium know its initial bid
was lower than Sheraton-Leighton's and that it
therefore needed to increase its bid?
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - What a sad, sad
reflection on an individual. For two weeks this man
has been walking around inside the house and
outside it defaming people and trying to create a
situation that clearly does not exist. He asks me now:
how do I know? Or how did Crown know? I have
no idea how Crown knew; I can only answer my
own question.

Tuesday, 11 October 1994

Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNETI - What is it? Oh, it's a letter.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has already asked his question and I ask
that he listen to the answer.
Mr KENNETT - If one looks at the process and
if one looks at the article - I assume some parts
were factual on Sunday, given that Mr White and
Mark Forbes worked so closely together to put it
together - one understands that the complaint
being issued, which has been around for the past
few weeks, is that Crown somehow or other bid
more in the dying days or weeks of the bid. Is that
not correct?
Mr Thomson - Yes.
Mr KENNETT - Yes! Thank you. No wonder
you won the Supreme Court prize for law; a very
bright man! But does that therefore not imply,
equally, that Crown did not put the final bid as its
first bid. Is that also correct?
Mr Thomson - Yes.
Mr KENNEIT - Good, that is very good as well!
We will get there, but it will take a bit of time. 1hat
means that somewhere between the first bid and the
last bid Crown, as did rn, had the opportunity to
vary the bid in whole or in part. That is also correct.
That happens to be correct on the basis that both the
parties were given the opportunity to do that.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNETT - The Leader of the Opposition
inanely knocks in and says no.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNEIT - Who to? To you?
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNEIT - Now we know the opposition
is carrying fle bag for the party that simply did not
win the tender. That is what it is, isn't it?

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The house will come to
order. The Leader of the Opposition has asked his
question. Interjections and dialogue between the
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Premier and the Leader of the Opposition are
disorderly.
Mr KENNETI -It is quite clear now that this is
a campaign where the two losers in this state, the
ALP and the Sunday Age, and, of course, m, have
now come together to try to create doubt about
whether this contract was awarded properly. Both
parties at all times knew they had the opportunity to
vary their bids. That has been on the record for a
long period and is clearly known.
The very fact that the Crown consortium lifted its
bid at some stage - 1 do not know whether it was
days or weeks before, and the other mob mayor
mav not have lifted its bid - allowed Crown to be
the' preferred tenderer on a financial basis, and that
is something that ultimately had an influence in the
process that, in part, helped Crown win the bid,
unlike what happened in New South Wales. Here in
Victoria I think most people thought the m
consortium with its access to larger pools of money
was always favoured. In fact, 1 think another Age
journalist Sue Neales wrote a story before it was
handed down indicating that Crown's bid was
$80 million less than m's, or that was what was
suggested.

Mr THOMSON (Pascoe Vale) -On a point of
order, Mr Speaker, I put it to you that the Premier is
debating the question which was: how did the
Crown consortium know that its initial bid was
lower than Sheraton-Leighton? I put it to you that
the Premier is debating that question in breach of
standing order 127.1 ask you to draw him back to
the question.
Mr KENNElT (Premier) - I think I have
answered the question quite clearly. 1 have no idea
whether they knew or not. All I know, based on
what has been said in the papers over the past few
days, is that they increased-The SPEAKER - Order! On the point of
order,-Mr KENNElT - I am sorry, Mr Speaker, I shall
come back to the question when you have ruled.
The SPEAKER - Order! I do not uphold the
point of order. 1 believe the Premier's answer is in
order. 1 ask the Premier to conclude his answer.
Mr KENNElT - Where was I?
An Honourable Member - Getting warmed up!

As it turned out, the Australian bid came in, finished
the race stronger and was awarded the contract. In
New South Wales everyone thought Packer would
win. In fact, the other consortium came in home
stronger, lifted its bid and won.
The process followed has been a very good process.
The members of the casino authority are people of
the highest integrity appointed by the previous
government and now, the Leader of the Opposition,
based on the comments of the vice-president of
public relations for m, says he has a claim. Well,
Mr Brumby, you have proved yet again that you are
simply not up to the job of being Leader of the
Opposition!
Honourable Members - Hear, hear!
Mr KENNETI - You are wallowing in a pool of
slime, you have defamed people inside this house
and you have defamed people outside this house!

Mr KENNETT - All I know is that at some stage
it appears Crown has increased its bid, and there is
nothing wrong with that. Both parties had the same
opportunity. I can only say that members of the
opposition, particularly the Leader of the Opposition
and the Honourable Mr White in another place, have
proved yet again to this community by so abusing
this place that they are totally unfit both to occupy
positions of leadership and to be members of
Parliament. But fortunately they have made some of
their comments outside the house and will be held
to account for those.

Labor government: business deals
Mr ROWE (Cranboume) - I ask the Minister for
Finance to inform the house of the cost burden
imposed on the government and the Victorian
taxpayer as a result of business deals undertaken by
the previous government and in particular the
Honourable David White?

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition will remain silent.

Mr I. W. SMITH (Minister for Finance) - When I
heard the Honourable David White in another place
questioning the processes set in train by his
government, and the result set in train by his
government on the casirio, I began to wonder
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whether it was the saucepan calling the kettle black.
The honourable member on the back bench, now the
little ray of sunshine over there, has just reminded
me of a few things which I happen to have at my
disposal to enlighten the house.
An article in the Herald Sun of 16 JW1e 1993 refers to

the deal done by the Honourable Mr White when he
was Minister for Minerals and Energy and
responsible for the deal, and the honourable
member - now the honourable member for
Sunshine - is reported as saying:
But this is a special case. It's a rotten deal that goes
against the spirit of any honourable partnership
arrangement.

And in his usual spirit of correctness and
magnanimity, he is reported later on in the article as
referring to the Treasurer:
On his side of politics, Mr Stockdale has shown
considerable courage in seeking a fairer deal. He is
entitled to my support. And yours.

This is the sort of credibility we require in Her
Majesty's oppOSition.
Mr McNamara - Come on down!
Mr I. W. SMITH - It is not the sort of sleaze we
have been seeing over the past few days, which does
not do the opposition any credit. However, what did
this deal by the former Minister for Minerals and
Energy, the Honourable David White, cost? Well, in
round figures only $200 million a year - that is all!
And it keeps going! It is contracted into the
never-never!
I shall look at other things he was involved in, such
as the Hudson Conway Gas and Fuel building. In
order that there should be seen to be absolute
probity, and instead of this government dealing with
people whom it could be accused of giving favours
to, what has occurred? This matter has been referred
to the Supreme Court, and the claim by
Hudson Conway for this nice little throw-away deal
by the ex-Minister for Minerals and Energy,
Mr White, is an $108 million figure - that is what
the claim is! It is nothing much, just another
$108 million of funny money. I do not know where
the money tree is, the branches have been ripped off
it by the Labor Party long ago!
I shall now turn to another deal which involved the
Grocon building. ~:r White was advised by no-one
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less than a Mc Bubbers of the Australian Mutual
Provident Society, a well-known manager of
property investments, 'Hey, wait a minute, the cycle
is wrong! Don't go into this Grocon building' but no,
on Mr White went to create an empire to featherbed
the SEC people who worked in it with far better
conditions and more space than the rest of the public
service, at a liability of $646 million for one cnmuny
building down at the corner of William and Flinders
streets!
Fortunately the government has been able to
negotiate a far more favourable arrangement to
reduce the exposure of the taxpayers and the SEC
payers to that little nicety.

Mr White remembers the tactics of 1979 to 1982,
when you could heave mud all over the place, and if
you heaved enough, some of it stuck, and all the
land deals stuff that he went through stuck. What
did the opposition do when it was in government? It
was, 'Oh, land! Fantastic stuff!' and it sold it all at a
profit. What a hell of a deal that was, yet the Liberal
government was critidsed from 1979 to 1982 for
land deals that were neither imprudent nor shonky
because the former government made a profit out of
them!
Mr Sandon interjected.
Mr I. W. SMITH - Did you crow 'What a good
buy it was'? No, you did not crow what a good buy
it was! So what Mr White is trying to d o - Mr Sandon interjected.
Mr I. W. SMITH - I am not sure whether you
look like the rotten hollow log or something that is
found underneath it when it has rolled over!

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order!
Mr Micallef - What is the difference between
you and a bucket of shit?
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member has used an unparliamentary expression. I
ask him to withdraw.
Mr MICALLEF (Springvale) - I withdraw
'bucket'.
The SPEAKER - Order! An unqualified
withdrawal please!
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Mr MICALLEF - And the rest of it too.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Chair does not
intend to allow the discussion or argument to go on
over the table between the honourable member for
Carrum and the minister. The minister has been
speaking for more than 5 minutes and I ask him to
finish his answer.

Mr I. W. SMITH (Minister for Finance) - What
Mr White is endeavouring to achieve is the same
political result that he achieved, or thought he did,
from 1979 to 1982 by throwing mud everywhere and
hoping some of it sticks.
The result of the allegations he was making from
1979 to 1982 brought the then government, after it
came to power in 1982, profits from the land deals.
He is endeavouring to employ the same sorts of
tactics, and I have just demonstrated what an
exorbitantly costly minister in three deals alone this
man was to the taxpayers. If one needs any further
references at all, one need only refer to the
comments made by the losing candidate for
Tullamarine, Mr Gavin, who said that a vote for
David White would be a disaster for the ALP in
Tullamarine and Victoria. Well, that is spelling it out
very clearly!
I have here' A message from rank and file party
members for parliamentary democracy' - in other
words Mr Gavin's supporters. It states:
David White would be the worst possible candidate to
contest a marginal seat. He would be a disaster for the
party in an election.

Mr DOLLIS -On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
there have been 4 questions in 32 minutes. Time
after time you have ruled that the minister conclude
his answer. He is defying you. If you are going to
exercise some authority in this house, pull him up.
The SPEAKER - Order! The time allotted for
questions is only a guide. The Chair does not have
the power to pull up a minister. The Chair has to
seek the minister's cooperation, which I do now. I
ask the Minister for Finance to conclude his answer.
Mr I. W. SMITH - In conclusion, and
condemned by the writings of his own followers, it
says in reference to Mr White:
His high-profile membership of the cabinet that dealt
with the State Bank, VEOC, Tricontinental and
Pyramid, and his own behaviour in the 1985 nurses

dispute would be a crippling burden for the party to
carry at the next election.

I need say no more, Mr Speaker.

Crown Casino: bid
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - Will
the Premier inform the house if the cabinet
subcommittee on the casino licence or any members
of the committee were briefed on the final two bids
during the period after the bids supposedly closed
on 16 August and before the decision on the
successful bidder was made?
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - The simple answer is
no. The cabinet subcommittee was establisned to
deal with those matters that were brought to the
attention of the Casino Control AuthOrity, issues
such as perimeters to deal with exclusivity, matters
of percentage share for government, et cetera, et
cetera - issues of that nature. None of the members
of the cabinet subcommittee at any stage spoke to
either of the parties during the process, nor did they
speak independently or collectively to the authority.
We actually came together, I think, on Sunday,
S September 1993 at the conclusion of a football
match in which Essendon beat Hawthorn. It was a
bad day.
At that stage we were informed who had won the
unanimous support from the casino authority. That
information was then relayed to the cabinet the next
day where the recommendation of the authority was
obviously backed. I think the release took place
some time around midday that day.
As I said, at all times the highest degree of probity
was adopted by members of the government, the
authority, and I also include the two final bidders
left in the race. They both expressed full confidence
in the process during the bidding phase. Both of
them had signed all the legal contracts between the
authority and the bidder on the assumption that
either one of them was going to be the preferred
tenderer, so they had gone through all the process at
great cost. They were happy with the process.
As I have said, this is an issue the opposition has
raised simply because it has no policy. It certainly
has no personality and ultimately no leadership or
vision whatsoever.
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Business confidence
Mr SPRY (Bellarine) - Will the Minister for
Industry and Employment inform the house of the
importance of business confidence in ensuring
economic recovery in Victoria, and in particular the
importance to business of the maintenance of the
highest level of commercial confidentiality in
dealings with government.
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - I thank the honourable member for
Bellarine for the question because it is yet another
indica tion in this house of members on the
government side with integrity and with a clear
commitment to the future development of this state.
In replying I take the opportunity of mentioning
some more good news for Victoria.
Mr Mildenhall interjected.
Mr GUDE - I can understand why the
honourable member for Footscray likes to parrot on;
he does not like to hear good news, but perhaps
other honourable members do.
Following the recent successes of the regional
headquarters of companies like Hella, Campbell's
and Oracle coming to Victoria I am in a position
today to advise the house that Chiquita Brand South
Pad fie, the region's leading fruit and vegetable
company, and indeed one of the largest in the world,
is bringing its headquarters to Melbourne. Chiquita
produces bananas, pineapples, mangoes, pawpaws,
kiwi fruit, avocados, berries and strawberries. It
owns one of the largest banana plantations in
northern Queensland and has a number of joint
ventures with the Australian fruit and vegetable
growers, wholesalers, brokers and transporters. It is
another shot in the arm for Victoria. The government
and I look forward to Mr Nigel Garrard, the newly
appointed managing director of this firm, and his
team coming from New Zealand to locate here in
Victoria.
One of the key reasons Chiquita is coming to
Victoria is as a consequence of the commitment of
the Kennett government to reinvigorate Victoria, to
reopen it for business. We have a clear strategy that
is being reflected in these sorts of investments. The
Premier announced two years ago the establishment
of Food Victoria and the work that he, the Minister
for Agriculture, and the honourable member for
Swan Hill and others have done in bringing together
and driving the energies of the food industry in this

Tuesday, 11 October 1994

state into the international marketplace, is reflected
in yet another key investment.
Another feature of this decision is that this company
is the first to use the Advantage Melbourne
benchrnarking study that even the Leader of the
Opposition said was a good study. It demonstrates
that if you do your homework in this state and get
on with reinvigorating business, business will take
advantage of the opportunities.
What we also have today is more good news: we
have jobs, jobs, and indeed more jobs. The fact is that
while the Leader of the OppOSition worries about his
today, there are people out there who are interested
in their tomorrow. Today's ANZ job statistics
demonstrate that we have had another increment of
2.5 per cent over the previous month. TIlat
represents some 44.5 per cent increase compared
with the same period last year. I know that is not the
sort of news these people opposite want to hear, but
it is good news for VictOria, it is good news for
Victorians and it is reflective of the policies, the
integrity and the decency of this government and
the way it has brought probity and propriety to
government that was totally absent when the Guilty
Party was in government.
The Minister for Finance made it very clear earlier
just where the business community in this state sees
the Leader of the Opposition and that rabble behind
him. I do not know which one of them might
succeed him, if indeed there is one.
On the question of probity and integrity, one of the
more infamous failures of the state opposition - I
think it was the honourable member for Footscray in
his quest for dirty linen - was a pathetic attempt to
obtain grand prix documents when they had taken
the matter - -

Opposition members interjecting.
Mr GUDE - Just wait for it! When they had
taken the matter as far as they could in the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal, just listen to
Judge Warren Fagan's comment-The SPEAKER - Order! The Chair has some
difficulty relating the answer given by the minister
to the question. Perhaps the minister might like to
give an explanation.

Mr GUDE - I will happily clear that up for you,
Mr Speaker. The grand prix is about people wanting
to do business in Victoria. It is about getting some

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Tuesday. I I October 1994

ASSEMBLY

life into this state. It is about giving people an
opportunity in tourism and about people staying in
hotels. It is about probity and integrity. Judge
Warren Fagan said-Mr Pandazopoulos - Here comes the judge!
Mr GUDE - If you give your mouth a rest and
your ears a chance, you might learn something.
Judge Warren Fagan said:
For the tribunal to override genuine business
confidences reposed in the government of the state by
business, commercial or financial undertakings in the
kind of circumstances involved in this case would be to
maim the business arm of the state.

That is what Judge Warren Fagan said: it would
maim the business arm of this state. That is what the
opposition is on about. That is what their whole
process is about. Mr Speaker, I just pose these few
questions.
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Mr THOMSON (Pascoe Vale) - On a point of
order, Mr Speaker - Mr Kennett - Don't you want the truth?
Mr THOMSON - Wait for it. The Premier is
reading from a document and I ask you, Mr Speaker,
to direct him to table it and make it available to the
house.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Premier is not
obliged to table the document, but he can make it
available to the house.
Mr KENNETI (Premier) -Question time is
almost over, I therefore seek permission to read the
letter into Hansard. Is leave granted?
Mr Thomson - Leave is granted.
Mr KENNETI - Thank you.
The letter states:

When will the Leader of the Opposition learn? Put
up or shut up, or better still, resign.

Crown Casino: bid
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to the fact that it was intended that
final bids for the casino licence would close on
16 August 1993. When were each of the final two
bidders advised that they could revise their bids
after that date?
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - What a puerile
question. How would I know? The one thing we
have been saying all the way through the process as has the Chairman of the Casino Control
AuthOrity -is that the government did not
participate in any of the processes; so I do not know
when they were asked.

The Hon Haddon Storey QC MLC
Minister for Gaming
Level 21, Rialto South Tower
525 Collins Street
Melbourne 3000
Dear Minister
I am concerned that recent events may impact on the
public confidence in the selection process followed by
the Victorian Casino Control AuthOrity and its
unanimous decision to select Crown Casino Limited as
the preferred applicant.
The VCCA, and this authority, have at all times
honoured the confidentiality of information received
from all applicants. I am therefore not prepared to
disclose details of the financial and other elements of
the applicants' proposals.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNETI - The Leader of the OppOSition
now asks me when did I know. I have said that I did
not know. Let me tell you what Mr Richards said.
He happens to be the Chairman of the Casino
Control AuthOrity, and he was appointed by youyou set up the process. You are aware that the
process - -

You are aware that the process was not a tender
process. It was a consultative selection process
involving an evaluation over an eight-month period of
submissions across a wide range of issues.
I am able to confirm that each of the final two
applicants was given a fair and equal opportunity to
vary its submission during the consultative evaluation
process. Indeed, both applicants were encouraged to do
so and both applicants did.
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I am also able to confirm that neither applicant was
given any indication of the financial or other elements
of other applicant's proposal nor were they given any
indication as to the relevant rankings of their respective
financial offers or design proposals. Both final
applicants were advised to use their own judgement to
determine what combination of financial offer, casino
and ancillary facilities and design factors would give
them the best chance of achieving selection as the
preferred applicant.
The three invited applicants lodged their proposals,
including a financial offer, on 30 April 1993.
On 15 June 1993, the two final applicants were invited
to proceed with the consultative evaluation process.
On 16 August 1993, both applicants lodged further
submissions.

I repeat:
On 16 August 1993, both applicants lodged further
submissions. Both applicants amended their April
financial offers.

I repeat:
Both applicants amended their April financial offers.
On 30 August 1993, both applicants made their final
submissions. Both applicants made minor revisions to
their 16 August financial offers.

I say again:
Both applicants made minor revisions to their
16 August financial offers.
The members of the authority, after carefully
considering the final submissions of both applicants on
all issues, unanimously decided to select Crown Casino
Ltd as the preferred applicant on 5 September 1993.
Melbourne Casino Ltd became the reserve applicant
and continued as such until 19 November 1993 when
the authority granted the Melbourne casino licence to
Crown Casino Ltd.

Tuesday, 11 October 1994

30 August 1993 - only days before the final
selection was announced.
It clearly indicates that the Leader of the Opposition
and Mr White in another place, being so desperate to
throw mud and call the process into question, have
become the underbidders workhorse in expressing
their frustration at not winning. We understand
their frustration at not winning. When you go
through that process you are in it to win it, but there
can be only one winner. In continuing with this
charade the Leader of the Opposition and Mr White
will be seen for what they are.

You are not prepared to accept the processes set up
by your government. You are not prepared to accept
the integrity of those who sat in judgment on
applicants and who arrived at a decision. The
bottom line is that once again the Leader of the
Opposition, who continually tries to defame people
and call into question their integrity, has failed to
establish just one of the issues about which he is
asking questions today.
Your whole approach on this issue has been second
rate and you would be better advised - although it
is not up to me to give advice because we want you
to stay in your pOSition, we really want you to stay
there - to prove to the people of Victoria that you
and your colleagues have the capacity to be in
opposition if you ever want to be an alternative
government, and at the moment you have shown
again that you are not up to the task.

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

Sodomy
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:

Yours sincerely
J. c. Richards
Chairman

This letter clearly indicates that both applicants had

the opportunity to vary their submissions and both
applicants were varying their submissions until

a serious health hazard, almost always involving
anal and rectal damage;
the means of transmission of disease in about 90
per cent of HN / AIDS cases in Australia;
associated with a number of other serious diseases,
including hepatitis A, Band C, gonorrhoea and

PAPERS
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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.

By Mr Tanner (44 signatures)
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Young Farmers' Finance Council- Report for the year
1993-94

The following proclamation fixing an operative date
was laid upon the Table by the Clerk pursuant to an
Order of the House dated 6 September 1994:
Occupational Health and Safetv Act 1985 - Item 53 in
Schedule Two on 1 October 1994 (Gazette No. 566, 29
September 1994)

Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I desire to move, by leave:

Laid on table by Clerk:
Adult, Community and Further Education BoardReport for the year 1993-94
Board of Studies - Report for the year 1993-94
Electric Light and Power Act 1958 - Report for the
year 1993 of the Chief Electrical Inspector upon
Applications and Proceedings under the Act
Emerald Tourist Railway Board - Report for the year
1993-94

Latrobe Region Water Authority - Report for the year
1993-94

'

Marine Board of Victoria - Report for the year 1993-94

That this house demands that the Leader of the
Opposition, having refused to substantiate his
allegations of cronyism when given the opportunity in
the house last week, should now - (a) name the two
business people he identified during an on-the-record
interview with Herald Sun reporter Damon Johnston,
detailing how these particular individuals benefited
from the alleged rorting of or departure from
government processes that would see them in gaol by
1996; or (b) if the honourable member is unable to meet
the requirements of the house, publicly apologise or
resign his position as Leader of the Opposition.

Leave refused.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Deputy Premier is
way out of order, as are some other government
members,

Plumbers, Gasfitters and Drainers Registration
Board - Report for the year 1993-94
Port of Melbourne Authority - Report for the vear
'

Port of Portland Authority - Report for the year
1993-94

Renewable Energy Authority Victoria - Report for the
year 1993-94
Rural Finance Corporation - Report for the year
1993-94

State Training Board - Report for the year 1993-94
Victorian Debt Retirement Fund - Report for the year
1993-94

Victorian Development Fund - Report for the year

LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION:
ALLEGATIONS

Laid on table.

1993-94
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Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I give notice that tomorrow I
will move:
That this house demands that the Leader of the
Opposition, having refused to substantiate his
allegations of crony ism when given the opportunity in
the house last week, should now - (a) name the two
business people he identified during an on-the-record
interview with Herald Sun reporter Damon Johnston,
detailing how these particular individuals benefited
from the alleged rorting of or departure from
government processes that would see them in gaol by
1996; or (b) if the honourable member is unable to meet
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the requirements of the house, publicly apologise or
resign his position as Leader of the Opposition.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - I move:
That pursuant to sessional order no. 6(3) (a) the following orders of the day, government
business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 1.00 p.m. on
Thursday, 13 October 1994:
Appropriation (1994-95, No. 1) Bill
Appropriation (Parliament 1994-95, No. 1) Bill; and
(b) the order of the day, government business, relating

to the Domestic (Feral and Nuisance) Animals Bill
be considered and completed by 4.00 p.m. on
Friday, 14 October 1994.

Mr THOMSON (Pascoe Vale) - The opposition
will not oppose the government business program
for this week. Last week, due to the debate on the
motion by leave, there was not adequate time for
debate on the Appropriation (1994-95, No. 1) Bill. On
the understanding that we will have until about
lunchtime on Thursday to debate both that bill and
the Appropriation (Parliament 1994-95, No. 1) Bill,
we believe that represents a reasonable opportunity
for debate on those bills. The same applies in the
case of the Domestic (Feral and Nuisance) Animals
Bill.
There are other items on the notice paper that the
opposition would like to debate at some time, but
we do not oppose the government business program
for this week.
Motion agreed to.

VALUATION OF LAND
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Mr I. W. SMITH (Minister for Finance) - I move:
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(a) abolish the Valuers Qualification Board and the
existing system of occupational registration
for valuers;
(b) clarify the operation of the act in relation to

valuations required by municipal councils for
rating purposes;
(c) implement a recommendation of the

Auditor-General to allow greater flexibility to
the Valuer-General in the area of fee charging;
(d) assist local government to implement
competitive tendering for valuation services
by abolishing the Municipal Valuation Fees
Committee; and
(e) create a land valuation division of the

Administrative Appeals Tribunal.
The most Significant element of the bill is the
deregulation of the land valuation profession. This is
another step in the government's moves to
implement mutual recognition, in accordance with
the commitment made by the Council of Australian
Governments (COAG).
In 1992, COAG commissioned a report from the
Vocational Education Employment and Training
Advisory Committee (VEETAC) on partially
registered occupations - that is, occupations which
do not require registration in all states and
territories. It was agreed that registration
requirements would be removed for all such
occupations unless regulation was found to be
essential on the grounds of public health or safety.
The VEET AC working party found that registration
of valuers was unnecessary on these grounds and
should be removed. This bill will implement that
recommendation and allow for a competitive market
in valuation services. This is in accordance with
today's general awareness that when it is necessary
to protect consumers from dubious business
practices that is best achieved by general laws on
trade practices, rather than by restricting entry to an
occupation.
The government believes that professional bodies
such as the Australian Institute of Valuers and Land
Economists will continue to set standards for valuers
and will provide security to consumers as occurs in
similar professions.

That this bill be now read a second time.

The main purpose of this Bill is to amend the
Valuation of Land Act 1960 to:

The bill provides that where land valuation is
performed for certain statutory purposes, such as
municipal rating valuations and valuations under
the Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986,
the minister may set minimum standards of
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experience and qualifications which are to be met. It
is intended that these standards will encompass
persons who are currently registered as valuers, as
well as those who in future gain the appropriate
educational qualifications or become eligible for
membership of the professional body.
A transitional provision is also included to provide
that, in the absence of any other agreement between
the parties, a reference to 'registered valuers' in
pre~xisting deeds or contracts should in future be
taken to refer to persons who meet the standards set
by the minister.
In addition to deregulating valuers, part 2 of the bill
provides for other amendments to the Valuation of
Land Act for the following purposes:

to implement recommendations of the 'Land Tax
Review - Victoria' relating to competitive
tendering for valuation services for local
government by abolishing the Municipal
Valuation Fees Committee;
to strengthen the role of the Valuer-General in
monitoring municipal rating valuations to ensure
standards are maintained across the state;
to amend the definition of 'estimated annual
value' to clarify its meaning by making it clear
that municipal rates are not a deduction;
to amend the definition of 'fann land' to reinforce
its meaning that only properties primarily used as
fann land are rated as such;
to allow the Valuer-General greater flexibility in
the way in which fees are charged; and
to remove an anomalous situation which has
resulted from the introduction of the Local
Government Act 1989 by providing that
unoccupied contiguous parcels of land which are
in the one ownership must be valued together.
These amendments improve and clarify the
operation of the act.
The purpose of part 3 of the bill is to crea te a land
valuation division of the Administrative Appeals
Tribtmal. The land valuation boards of review are
among Victoria's oldest tribunals. The first boards
sat in 1967 and have concurrent jurisdiction with the
Supreme Court to hear disputes in respect of the
valuation of land which may arise in the context of a
number of acts, including the Land Acquisition and
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Compensation Act 1986, the Local Government Act
1989 and the Stamps Act 1958. The creation of this
new division is consistent with this government's
policy to curb the proliferation of tribunals that
occurred under the fonner Labor government.
In addition to the creation of a new specialist
diviSion, the bill will make a number of changes that
will introduce greater flexibility to the hearing of
land valuation matters. At present some matters
must be heard by a panel of three members.
Clause 32 of the bill will give the president of the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal a discretion to
determine how many members will sit on a given
matter.

The Valuation of Land Act currently prohibits
Single-valuer members from making orders as to
costs. This prohibition is based on an outdated
assumption that only legally qualified members are
capable of dealing with such matters. The bill will
pennit Single-valuer members of the tribunal to
make such orders.
The bill will also remove the current requirements
for rating and taxing appeals to be heard in the
vicinity of the property in question. This
requirement imposes unnecessary expense and leads
to delay in hearings as attempts are made to
schedule more than one hearing in a locality at a
time. This does not mean that the land valuation
division will not sit in country locations. The bill
provides the members of the tribunal with a
discretion to determine the most appropriate
location to hear a matter.
The bulk of part 3 of the bill is taken up with
consequential and technical amendments to the
legislation which grants jurisdiction to the land
valuation boards of review, and I do not intend to
describe them in detail. Suffice it to say that where
an act currently grants jurisdiction to the land
valuation boards of review, these matters will now
be heard by the land valuation division of the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal.
The boards already share accommodation and
administrative arrangements with the
Administrative Appeals Tribtmal. The creation of a
new specialist division of the Administrative
Appeals Tribunal will generate savings of $135000
per annum while ensuring that specialist expertise is
retained in the hearing of valuation matters.
Part 4 of the bill contains miscellaneous
amendments which in the main are consequential
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amendments to other acts resulting from the
abolition of the system of registering valuers.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of MrTHOMSON
(Pascoe Vale).
Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 25 October.
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good.-quality education system. Last week during
my contribution to the debate I said that my
electorate had done very well from this budget so far
as education was concerned. The first stage of the
Rowville Secondary College in Knox, which will cost
about $3.9 million, is under way. The expected
expenditure for the 1994-95 year will be $1.5 million
with another $2.4 million to be spent in the 1995-%
financial year. The school will open for the 1996
school year.

APPROPRIATION (1994-95, No. 1) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 October; motion of
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer).
Mr WELLS (Wantima) - Last week my
contribution to the appropriation bill was
interrupted by sessional orders so I shall recap some
of the matters I have already raised because some of
those important points need to be repeated. When
we came to office in 1992 Victoria had a state debt of
about $70 billion and a current account deficit of
$3 billion, and that situation was spiralling out of
control. The previous Labor government did not
have enough managerial and financial skills to fix
the problem. It borrowed for operating costs such as
paying teachers' and nurses' wages. When you
borrow for those sorts of expenses, which are not
necessarily capital expenses, you have to continue to
borrow money to pay the interest bill.
When we left government in 1982, Victoria had an
AAA rating, of which we were very proud. In a
matter of just 10 years the previous Labor
government sent that rating into a nosedive and a
tail spin. It will take many years of good financial
management to restore Victoria to an AAA rating.
The year before last the Treasurer made it very clear
that the $100 state deficit levy would be in place
until we had reached a sustainable current account
surplus. It is there in Hansard in black and white. In
a local newspaper in the Knox area the Labor Party
demonstrated in an article that it has no
understanding of financial management or
budgetary processes and seems to think that the
budget is already in surplus. It will be in surplus at
the end of this financial year so long as the financial
strategy is followed. It is not in surplus at this time
but it is hoped. that that will happen at the end of
this financial year.
The education budget is on track and we are well on
the way to providing and maintaining a

The Wantima Secondary College, which I have
mentioned several times in this house, has about
1200 students and the equivalent of 67 portable
classrooms on site. How a Labor government could
pOSSibly let it get to that stage is beyond me. It is
disgraceful. In the 1994-95 financial year we will
spend $500 000 and in the next financial year we will
spend another $1.5 million so that this very large
school, which is a good. school under its new
prinCipal, will continue to provide quality education.
Last financial year the Wantima Primary School
received $120 000 and it will receive another
$120000 this financial year. Last year's sum was to
provide a library and it will be with great pleasure
that I will open the library this Thursday. That is an
indication that Victorian taxpayers' money has been
very well spent.
I should like to mention former Labor Treasurer
Rob Jolly and refer to a quote that appeared in a
section of the Herald Sun called 'Five years ago':
In one of the toughest state budgets in 20 years,
Treasurer Rob Jolly, axed nearly SOOO jobs and slugged
smokers.

Union leaders hit back, promising industrial chaos to
save jobs-

they must have been talking about his job The main target for Mr Jolly's axe was the transport
sector, but education cuts would hit spending on
emergency teachers, school cleaning and
administration.

Nobody really believed Labor had the political will
or the backbone to go through with it. Mr Jolly got
rolled at the cabinet table by Labor's union mate,
John Halfpenny. It is ironic that Mr Jolly was going
to hit back and cut education, emergency teachers,
school cleaning and administration. They are the
very same areas that this government has
highlighted and is doing something about We do
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not owe the teacher unions payback deals and that
big bag of cash for every campaign. The previous
goverrunent did not have the political will to make
the changes because it had to look after its mates in
the union movement.
The Minister for Health has done an extraordinary
job in reducing the waiting list. Prior to this
goverrunent's term in office it was around 30 000
people. Now under the case-mix funding formula it
has been reduced to 24 271 people. It is an
extraordinary turnaround and something of which
the Victorian people are very proud.
An article by the Institute of Public Affairs entitled
'Victoria - Achieving Best Practice' by Des
Moore - I must say I have a lot of time for Des
Moore, he talks a lot of sense - makes the point that
the federal Labor government has targeted that by
2001, that is seven years away, there will be
3.3 hospital beds per 1000 people. I will repeat those
figures: the federal Labor government has said that
the target is 3.3 beds per 1000 people. Victoria's 1994
ratio is 4.5 beds per 1000 people, so we are well
above what the federal goverrunent is aiming for by
2001; we are seven years ahead of its target.
This budget has helped address some of the
concerns regarding inadequate services for people
with psychiatric disorders in the Wantirna-Knox
area. To the north Maroondah hospital covered a
large section of the population and to the south
Dandenong hospital catered for a large number of
people but there was a grey area in the centre and
Knox was based on the fringe of that. The allocation
of 511.5 million this financial year and $17.1 million
next financial year will mean improved psychiatric
services for the electorates of Knox and Wantima.
It is also important to note that the budget speech
documents an extra 100 accommodation places
being made available for the intellectually disabled.
At a capital cost of $6 million and an operating cost
of $1 million a year that will benefit significantly the
people of Wantima. Many attendees at the Knox
Spastic Centre, which is within the electorate of
Wantima, contact me from time to time about
comnumity residential unit accommodation.
This allocation addresses another important
problem that has not received a great deal of media
attention. Many elderly parents in our community
have disabled children who might be as old as 40 or
50. Those parents are greatly concerned about what
will happen to their sons or daughters after they
pass away. Many of those people have contacted me
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and the 100 additional community residential units
will lift a huge burden from their shoulders. When
those parents pass away their sons or daughters will
be properly cared for.
The $1.9 million for cancer, the heart offensive and
breast cancer screening will improve the health of
people in our community, especially our women.
Under the Better Roads Victoria program the budget
also provides more good. news for the people of
Knox. The Minister for Roads and Ports in another
place actually came out to my electorate some time
ago to announce the duplication of Wellington Road,
something the previous Labor government did not
do a thing about. In 1988 the RACV nominated that
as the most congested road in Melbourne. So what
did the Labor government do? Because it was not in
a safe Labor seat they completely ignored it. Now
under this government we have an election promise
delivered: the road between Jacksons Road and Stud
Road will be duplicated.
The local members, the honourable member for
Knox, Hurtle Lupton, an honourable member
representing Boronia Province in another place,
Gerald Ashman, and an honourable member
representing Koonung Province in another place,
Mr Bruce Atkinson, did an excellent job, among
others, in ensuring that the road would be
duplicated. It will improve access to Waverley Park,
Rowville and Endeavour Hills. It might mean some
good news for all those poor, bleeding St Kilda
supporters!
Wellington Road carries 30 000 vehicles a day, has
five accidents a year resulting in casualties and
forms part of the B-double route. Work is expected
to commence in 1995 and be completed by 1996. It is
a pity that the previous Labor government did not
do anything about the duplication of Wellington
Road because it was too busy politicking valuable
road dollars and looking after roads in the western
and northern suburbs, where it was desperately
trying to retain seats.
Isn't it ironic that the red spot report issued by the
RACV listing all the roads that need work are all in
the eastern suburbs? Didn't the Labor Party realise
there was an eastern part of Melbourne? Was it too
busy looking after its mates in the west and north?
Just because we do not have a tram track out in my
electorate does not mean it should not be looked
after. The list of the top five red spot intersections
are as follows: Tindals Road and Reynolds Road,
Donvale; Stintons Road and Tindals Road, Donvale;
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Bay Road and Reserve Road, Cheltenham;
Fitzsimrnon's Road and Porter Street, Templestowe;
and Cotham Road and High Street, Kew. Those
intersections were all left high and dry by the
previous government because it did not care about
the eastern suburbs. The top five red spot road
sections are: Wellington Road from Jacksons Road to
Stud Road, we fixed that one; Canterbury Road from
Elgar Road to Boronia Road; Reynolds Road from
Church Road to Tindals Road; Ferntree Gully Road
from the South Eastern arterial to Stud Road,
another one in my electorate still left high and dry
by the previous government; and the small one of
Punt Road from Brunton A venue to High Street.
Of course, of the three red spot railway crossings
only one was in the western suburbs and the other
tw~ were out in the eastern suburbs. I do not know
how this lot live with themselves after forgetting the
people in the eastern suburbs. We will never ever
forget the Labor Party and how it treated US in the
east.
It may be of interest to Labor members that people
out in the east pay taxes as well and they expect
good value for their money rather than just having
to look after their mates over here. It is a disgrace.
Having looked after their union mates, it is a
wonder that they had any time to govern! That is
probably why they got tossed out in such a big way
in 1992.
The announcement of the Better Roads program is
good news, and that is where the 3-cent levy comes
in. We placed a levy of 3 cents a litre on fuel and that
money is going directly into tar. We all remember
where the 3-cent levy was going under this mob straight into paying for Pyramid. The former
Treasurer Rob Jolly said, 'Don't worry about it. Your
money is safe in Pyramid.' Then, rather than the 3
cents paid by Victorian motorists being spent on
roads, that money was used to pay for the
mismanagement of the Pyramid people. Rob Jolly
will go down in history for that.
This budget means more good news for Victoria,
and it is with amusement that the government notes
that those members left in the opposition have
indicated in their key principles published in June
1994 -it is good to realise that they have some
principles, but putting them into action will be
something else - that a future Labor government
would operate within a rigorous framework of
financial responsibility and accountability and
maintain a sustainable surplus on the current
account. They would not know what it means! They
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would maintain a sustainable surplus, but there is a
difference. Their figures do not and have not ever
added up, nor do their credibility and responsibility.
I ask the following questions: in its new-found
honesty in financial responsibility the opposition has
said it will spend more money on ambulances; have
a huge increase in the number of teachers, which
will cost about $40 million; remove the state deficit
levy, which amounts to about $170 million, and
spend a large amount of money on extra staff in the
health system. It is amazing that they can talk about
new-found honesty yet still make all those promises.
The question is: where will they get the money
from? You cannot make all those commitments if
you do not tell Victorians from where you will get
the money.
The most obvious thing the people of Victoria and
taxpayers will expect is that the opposition will
borrow the money and once again get into the spiral
which will again prove to all Victorians that it has
not learnt a thing from its 10 years of disgraceful
government.
It is with pleasure that I support the Treasurer for
introducing the third honest budget. It will go a long
way towards laying the foundation stones to build
another period of greatness for Victoria.
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) - I join the debate on
the Appropriation (1994-95, No. 1) Bill. An
important part of the budget process is the tendering
of government works and services in Victoria. There
is enormous potential for corruption and
maladministration. The government has a
responsibility to investigate allegations as they arise,
and to investigate them fully and openly.
I shall raise a matter that involves illegal activities,
maladministration and a cover-up in the
Department of Planning and Development. I will
name names and the failure by the Minister for
Housing to thoroughly, fully and openly investigate
the matters. The allegations I am raising consist,
firstly, of the Department of Planning and
Development warning one of its painting
contractors to cover up cash-in-hand payments;
secondly, a subsequent cover-up being committed
by the writing of false books and then the
production of those false books in the audit; thirdly,
threats of violence by the painting firm and the same
painting firm ripping off the government by failing
to meet the tender specifications; and, fourthly, a
failure by the Minister for Housing to allow a proper
investigation to proceed.
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The only interest of the minister in the other place
has been to deny the matters I raised. I can and will
substantiate these matters partly through the
production of a signed statutory declaration. I again
call for a full and open investiga tion of these
allegations.
On 23 March during the grievance debate I made a
series of allegations concerning maladministration
and illegal activities in the Department of Planning
and Development. I make it clear that I stand by
those allegations. Despite my call for a full and open
inquiry, the response of the Minister for Housing
was a limited internal audit. In the case of one of the
allegations a hurried investigation was undertaken
in less than a week. Sadly, the minister was more
concerned with shooting the messenger by not
investigating these matters properly. In keeping
with the Kennett government's practice on these
matters, the minister launched a personal attack on
me and banned me from visiting one of the area
offices of his department. The minister also allowed
a hunt for the whistleblower rather than
investigating the truth of the allegations; he was
more concerned with the whistleblower who
provided me with the information in the first place.

To demonstrate what I am saying, I refer the house
to page 431 of Hansard of 23 March where I said in
the grievance debate:
Another case that affects Geelong involves a local
union organiser who reported to an inspector of the
Department of Planning and Development, John
Murray, that Daryl Gibbs of D and M Painters was
paying his employees $8 an hour cash in hand, which
was under the award rate and was designed to avoid
tax. The only action taken by the departmental officer,
John Murray, was to warn Oaryl Gibbs of D and M
Painters that the union was on to him and that he
should cover up better. That is a serious allegation and
shows that something is rotten with the department's
Geelong office. The minister must launch a wide
investigation into all these allegations.

The Minister for Housing in the other place
responded on 30 March, a week later, following an
extremely brief internal examination. He announced
that there was no evidence and that his
departmental inspector, Mr Murray, had been
totally cleared. The minister then engaged in a
personal attack by deSCribing my attitude as rotten.
As recently as last week, 6 October, the Minister for
Housing stated in the other place that my allegations
against D and M Painters and the departmental
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inspector of works, Mr John Murray, were
unfounded. I shall now not only substantiate my
allegations but also demonstrate that the matter was
far worse than I originally alleged. I shall also
explain how the matter was covered up and
demonstrate that there was a hunt to find the
whistleblower.
At this stage I will summarise the infonnation I now
have. In carrying out government contracts, Daryl
Gibbs of D and M Painters paid cash in hand to his
employees. When there was a complaint to the
departmental inspector, John Murray, about this
practice, all John Murray did was warn Daryl Gibbs
to cover up better.
After I raised this allegation in the house on
23 March, John Murray, the departmental inspector,
alerted Daryl Gibbs to the investigation. By fobbing
off the auditors until the following week, Daryl
Gibbs was allowed the weekend to write up false
books which were then produced to the internal
auditor of the Department of Planning and
Development. The department's auditor must have
been blind to accept the books. The internal auditor
then engaged in a hunt for the whistleblower who
had leaked the infonnation to me. He told Daryl
Gibbs that if he found the source of the complaints
he would let him know who it was. That, I believe, is
highly improper.
Furthennore, the performance by Daryl Gibbs in the
government's tender for 27 department houses in
Norlane was clearly in breach of the tender
specifications and amounted to little more than
slapping on a coat of paint. John Murray turned a
blind eye to this breach of the tender specifications.
The government will pay the price when the paint
cracks on the houses.
I now wish to substantiate my allegations by reading
into Hansard a statutory declaration, duly signed and
witnessed by one of the people who received
cash-in-hand payments from Daryl Gibbs, despite
the assertion from the Minister for Housing that no
cash in hand was paid. I have a statutory declaration
dated 7 October 1994 signed by a Timothy Prigg, one
of the employees, who received cash-in-hand
payments. The statutory declaration reads as follows:
I, Timothy Prigg of 20 Eastern View Terrace,
Jan Juc in the state of Victoria, do solemnly and
sincerely declare:
1.

1 am a qualified painter and decorator holding
relevant certificate both in painting and decorating.

APPROPRIA TION (1994-95. No. 1) BILL
832

ASSEMBLY

2.

I responded to this advertisement. On responding to
the advertisement I became aware that Daryl
Gibbs had a contract with the Department of
Planning and Development to undertake painting
works at houses at Wendover Avenue, Norlane.

4.

I was interviewed by Daryl Gibbs who told me that
he was looking for a painter and decorator to
undertake work on behalf of the Department of
Planning and Development in the Norlane area.

He checked my qualifications and having satisfied
himself about those offered me a job on award terms
and conditions.
5.

There was some delay, approximately 4-5 weeks
before the job was due to commence. One or two
days before the commencement of the job, Daryl
Gibbs telephoned me and said that because he was
short of money he would only pay $250 per week
but that this would be 'cash in hand'. I indicated to
him that I was not very happy about this
arrangement and I said that the minimum I would
work for would be $300 per week. Following
further discussion with Daryl Gibbs, he agreed to
pay $60 per day and that whilst working I was
covered for Workcover, however, there was no
superannuation, no long service leave, no
redundancy, no travelling allowances and no other
award conditions. He indicated to me at this time
that this was only to be for a short term until he,
Gibbs, received the first cheque from the
Department of Planning and Development and
that once he received the first cheque he would
then pay Prigg full award terms and conditions.

6.

Although I was dealing with Daryl Gibbs I became
aware that he was entering this agreement on
behalf of D and M Painters which is a business
name of which he is the principal together with his
de facto, Maria Perez, formerly Vincec.

7.

The first cheque arrived from the Department of
Planning and Development and Gibbs only paid
me a sum equivalent to $300 per week and told me
that he could still not afford to pay award rates.
After another few weeks Gibbs told me that he
could not afford to pay award rates and that 'this
is the way it was going to be or there will be no
work at all'. At one stage Gibbs was $1500 behind
in his payments to me.

8.

$1050 per house, I believe that this is an extremely

Approximately 12 months ago, I saw an
advertisement in the Geelong Advertiser newspaper
which was seeking a qualified painter and
decorator with 'all tickets'.

3.

I became aware that Gibbs had agreed to undertake
work on behalf of the Department of Planning and
Development on the basis that he would be paid
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low rate payment per house as to paint a house
properly it should take approximately one week
per house. I believe that there were insufficient
materials provided and poor preparation work
was being done on these houses. For example, it is
usual when painting a house to use 2 to 3 litres of
primer per house. On the jobs done for Daryl
Gibbs, a total of 6 litres of primer was used for 27
houses.
9.

I am informed that there were detailed tender
specifications required and that in all cases these
specifications were not met by D and M Painters or
Gibbs.

10. The departmental inspector, Mr John Murray,

inspected the first two houses. It is my view that
when inspecting the property he did nothing more
than walk around to see if they had been painted
but did not actually check the quality of the work.
11. I am informed and verily believe that an organiser
with the Painters and Decorators Union, Richard
Fraser, made a complaint to the departmental
inspector, John Murray, about the cash-in-hand
payments made by D and M Painters to me.
Approximately three to four days later
John Murray came to the Norlane site and spoke to
Daryl Gibbs about the cash-in-hand payment and I
overheard part of the conversation. I heard
John Murray state to Daryl Gibbs that 'he had
better cover up better'.
12. This matter was then raised in the Victorian

Parliament by Michael Leighton.
13. On or about the 24 March or 25 March 1994.
Daryl Gibbs told me that he had been contacted by
John Murray and that there was to be an
investigation and that he had subsequently
received a telephone conversation irom an
'internal auditor' who wished to organise a time to
come and see him. This conversation took place on
Friday the 25th and Daryl Gibbs arranged for the
auditor to attend to inspect the accounts on
Monday 28 March 1994. I believe that Daryl and
Maria Perez prepared wage records and accounts
for the business between 24 March 1994 and
28 March 1994.
14. I was contacted by the internal auditor and he asked
me whether I was employed by Daryl Gibbs and
he spoke to me for approximately 5 minutes. In the
course of that conversation he asked me whether I
had any complaints with the wages I had been
paid by Daryl Gibbs to which I replied no. He
further asked me whether I was getting proper
award entitlements to which I answered yes. The
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reason why I answered these questions incorrectly
was that I had been intimidated and threatened by
Gibbs in that he told me that if I made any
complaint then I would get no further work. My
financial position was quite precarious in that I am
supporting two children and if I did not have this
work then it would place extreme financial burden
upon me.
And I make this solemn declaration conscientiously
believing the same to be true and by virtue of the
provisions of an act of the Parliament of Victoria
rendering persons making a false declaration
punishable for wilful and corrupt perjury.

!he statutory declaration is signed by Tim Prigg and
IS duly dated and witnessed.
I shall now elaborate on Mr Prigg's statutory
declaration and what I am alleging. Daryl Gibbs
operates D and M Painters with his de facto wife,
Maria Perez. They had a government contract to
repaint 27 houses for the Department of Planning
and Development. They paid their employees cash
in hand. Despite the minister's denial, there is
~bsolutely no doubt they paid their employees cash
ID hand as has been stated in the statutory
declaration by one of their employees,
Timothy Prigg. It does not stop there. Daryl Gibbs is
such a low individual that he paid his own son $10 a
day cash in hand, but it also does not stop there.
There were other employees to whom Daryl Gibbs
also paid cash in hand. When they complained to
Daryl Gibbs about the cash-in-hand payments, he
threatened to issue them with group certificates
retrospectively so that they would be in trouble with
the Commissioner of Taxation. Unfortunately what
those employee painters did not understand was
that group certificates are really a statement of the
PAYE tax instalments and that Gibbs would have
been putting himself in to the tax department.
When I raised the ma tter in March I alleged tha t
Daryl Gibbs was paying $8 an hour cash in hand.
Tim Prigg was receiving $60 per day, which works
out to $7.50 an hour, so the situation is worse than I
alleged when that rate is compared with the $23 or
$24 an hour he would have received under the full
award entitlement and associated payments.
It is not that Gibbs and his de facto wife Maria Perez
could not afford to pay for award situations. They
~ere doing very nicely out of the department. It is
Just .that they were blowing all their money at the
pokies. As has been made clear by Tim Prigg in his
statuto~ declaration, and by me, not only were they
breaching the tender specifica tions, they were
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simply slapping a coat of paint on those 27 houses. I
estimate that by doing that they were doing one
more house a week than they should have done, and
as a result they were taking off the top an extra $700
a week, after overheads, so there was absolutely no
excuse for paying cash in hand.
I am also informed that a paint technician could
readily inspect the quality of the work and detect
that it had been done in breach of the tender
specifications. The departmental inspector,
John Murray, turned a blind eye to this work. What
he did was walk through the first two houses, just to
see they were painted. He did not examine the
quality of work and he was not seen again.
As we have seen in Tim Prigg's statutory
declaration, John Murray quite improperly alerted
Daryl Gibbs to the fact that the union had
complained and warned him to cover up.
John Murray, in my view quite improperly, alerted
Daryl Gibbs to the fact that there would be an
investigation after I raised the matter in Parliament.
Given all this, one is entitled to ask: what was in it
for John Murray?
~ack ~ M~rch w~en I called for a full and open
Investigation, which we never got, it was clear that
having the department's internal auditors
investigate my original allegations would never be a
satisfactory way of investigating them.

The internal auditors conducted a cursory
investigation in less than one week so that the
Minister for Housing could go into the Parliament
and say there was no evidence and launch a
personal attack upon me. When the internal auditor
contacted Daryl Gibbs on the Thursday or Friday, he
was allowed to fob them off until the following
Monday or Tuesday. This is a very important point,
because putting them off gave Gibbs the weekend to
write up false books, which he proceeded to do.
Although Tim Prigg was forced to sign them, he told
me that the auditors must have been blind when
they were presented with the bodgie books. He
reckoned the ink was barely dry and that it was all
written with one pen. That was sufficient, however,
for the auditors to say there was no evidence.
At the time the internal auditors contacted Tim
Prigg on a mobile phone and had as-minute
conversation with him. That was the extent of their
investigation. They particularly asked whether he
knew the union organiser, Richard Fraser. The
intention behind that line of questioning was to try
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to establish a link from Tim Prigg through Richard
Fraser back to me. What they really wanted to do
was catch the whistleblower, not the crooks -at
least Daryl Gibbs told Tim Prigg that. Improperly,
the internal auditor told Daryl Gibbs that if they
found out who made the complaint they would let
him know. So they really were after the
whistleblower.
It is clear that the Minister for HOUSing has failed to
conduct a full investigation. He has allowed his
department to go after the whistleblower. I
congratulate Tim Prigg on his courage and honesty
in signing the statutory declaration. He was forced
into cash-in-hand payments because of his perilous
financial situation, particularly the maintenance
obligations to his children. At the time, under threats
of violence, Tim Prigg was forced to sign the false
books. The threats came from the co-operator of
D and M Painters, Maria Perez. She threatened that
if her two brothers - one of whom was in gaol found out the source of the complaint they would
come around and sort that person out. That is what
was held over Tim Prigg at the time he was forced to
sign the false books. I regard that threat as extremely
serious. I want to put it on the public record and
make it clear to Daryl Gibbs and Maria Perez that
that sort of offence attracts serious penalties that
involve the police. I will not hesitate to come back
into this place and expose them.

I do not believe it is any longer appropriate for the
Minister for Housing to go through the motions of
investigating this matter by way of an internal
examination. As I did in March, I again call on the
minister to allow a full and open public
investigation. Additionally, I call on the minister to
do five further things. Firstly, he must call in the
police to examine whether the false books still exist.
As I understand it, Oaryl Gibbs said at the time that
after the original investigation was over they would
chuck the false books out. The police must also
in:vestigate the threats of violence made by Maria
Perez.
Secondly, the minister must refer various aspects of
this matter to the Commissioner of Taxation,
particularly the cash-in-hand payments. Given that
Oaryl Gibbs was paying out money cash in hand, it
is going to be interesting to see how he has declared
those expenses to the commissioner. He had to get
rid of the money somehow. That is an offence and it
should be investigated by the Commissioner of
Taxation.
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Thirdly, the minister must immediately suspend his
public servant John Murray, the departmental
inspector of works. I have now substantiated the
allegations. Instead of the minister's insisting that
his public servant has been totally cleared, he must
immediately suspend John Murray pending an
investigation. I believe that at least some aspects of
John Murray's conduct are serious enough to
warrant his being charged.
Fourthly, the minister must ensure that Daryl Gibbs,
who is engaged in criminal activity, is referred to the
police and charged. The last thing that should
happen is for Daryl Gibbs to receive government
contracts. Daryl Gibbs should certainly not be
receiving the protection of the minister, as has
happened thus far.
Fifthly, the minister must more generally take action
to stamp out the rotten and insidious practice of
cash-in-hand payments in the building industry.
Mr Turner - What about the union?
Mr LEIGHTON - I will tell you what the union
did. It received a complaint about cash-in-hand
payments and, quite properly, reported it to the
department's inspector of works. The trouble was
that the inspector of works went to the contractor
and warned him to cover it up. That is where the
improper behaviour occurred. Various people who
felt strongly about the matter approached me as the
shadow minister. That is their right and it is my
right and responsibility as shadow minister for
housing and construction to come into this place
and, in accord with the traditions of the Westminster
system, expose these rotten and corrupt activities for
what they are. Although that is what I did, the
minister provided protection. He would not agree to
the full and open inquiry that I wanted. He
proceeded to clear his public servant. He proceeded
to clear the contractor who was engaging in criminal
activity and then to launch a personal attack on me. I
can live with that. When I said the affairs in the
department's Geelong office were rotten, I meant it. I
mean it now!
The personal abuse that came back from the minister
was that it was my attitude that was rotten. I believe
I have demonstrated sufficiently today that the
minister's attitude is rotten.
In March I raised a series of allega tions. I do not
have time now to speak about the others. I raised
another matter in Geelong, and the minister had a
copy of a report placed in the parliamentary library.
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On reading the report it seems to bear out a number

of things I mentioned such as property that went
missing, the particular contractor who went under,
false statutory declarations being signed, and so on.
I invite members to go to the library and read the
report.
Over the past few months the Minister for Housing
has not been concerned about properly investigating
the allegations. He has been more concerned about
personal abuse. As I said at the outset, I stand by my
allegations, not just in this matter, but in respect of
the other allegations I made. Over the past few
months I have been continuing to make inquiries
about those matters. I believe the information I have
received to date substantiates my original
allega tions.
I conclude by giving the minister a free kick. The
minister said he had investigated and cleared those
allegations and that it was all unfounded. Just as I
have come into the house today and given a detailed
response to the allegation I have been able to
substantiate, I will come back and substantiate my
other allegations if I have to, over the next two years
up to 1996. So the free kick I am giving the minister
is that he should go back out and properly
investigate the matters and make the running.
It is my responsibility as shadow minister for
housing and construction to come into this place and
expose rotten and corrupt activity. It is the minister's
responsibility to ensure that such matters are fully
investigated. He has the authority and the resources.
It is a sad day when the shadow minister has to do
the investigating because the minister will not.
It is not surprising when we see cronyism operating

and the standards of the Premier regarding
KNF AdvertiSing that there is a breakdown in the
conduct of the public service of the sort reflected in
the matter I raised today.
Again I call on the Minister for Housing in another
place to ensure there is a full and open investigation.
Mr COOPER (Momington) - The honourable
member for Preston is entitled, as he has said, to
raise matters of concern. He is within his rights to
ask for an investigation into allegations that he raises
in this place. lhat is his role and duty, and no
member of the government would want to dissuade
him from doing that. However, I raise some issues
regarding his contribution. The first is that in
detailing a range of criminal activities and threats
and having a full knowledge of these matters, I
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wondered why he has not called in the police. Why
is he waiting for others to do that? The honourable
member may care to reflect on that.
I took on board with some enthusiasm the
honourable member's outrage that the person about
whom he was making the principal allegation was
evading income tax because he was involved in
black-money transactions. I absolutely support his
outrage over that because people who do that are
bludging on the rest of the taxpaying community
and should be brought to book by the federal
government.
Of course, the honourable member did say that there
were double standards. I have to say to him
regarding his outrage over black-money schemes
and avoidance of income tax that there are double
standards on the Labor side of politics. The
honourable member would recall no doubt that the
Prime Minister allowed, encouraged and authorised
the exemption from the PAYE tax system of the 1000
workers belonging to the maritime union. The Prime
Minister took that action just to bring peace to the
waterfront. The renegade union had stopped
shipping around the country at a cost of
approximately $20 million a day and was refusing to
go back to work. It did not agree that the rotten ANt
shipping line, which has disintegrated into a
shambles, should be closed down. Its way of
defending ANL was to bring this country's maritime
industry to a standstill. Because of the Prime
Minister's decision the taxpaying community
throughout the country will have to make up the
shortfall.
I would have thought that when I raised the matter
last week the honourable member for Preston would
at least have said, 'Hear, hear', even if he said it very
quietly. I challenged every member of the
opposition who was present in the house to say
whether they supported the action of the Prime
Minister, but they remained silent. By their silence
they showed that they agreed with the decision.
In talking about hypocrisy and double standards
and in properly raising a complaint about a person
avoiding income tax through a black-money system,
the honourable member for Preston should have
expanded on his argument and his outrage and
described how the action of the Prime Minister and
the federal government in exempting the members
of the maritime union from PAYE tax is a disgrace
because it will add a heavy burden on every other
taxpayer in the country.
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I congratulate the government on the fantastic job it
has done throughout the past two years. As the
honourable member for Wantirna said in his
contribution, in 1992 the Kennett government was
placed in a situation that could be described only as
disgraceful, but it has turned it around rapidly.

employing public servants - people sitting at desks
doing nothing but eating up taxpayers' money. The
ethnic communities, the groups, organisations and
individuals who needed the money and could have
used it within their community organisations were
not getting it and were starved of funding.

All of us recall that if Labor fiscal policies had
continued beyond October 1992 the public sector
debt would have escalated to $51 billion by 2000.
That would have crimped our ability to maintain
basic services for the community. Yet member after
member on the Labor side bleats about wanting
more money spent on a range of services. They have
short memories and have forgotten that it was their
action in government that brought us to the stage
where Victorians faced a potential public sector debt
of $51 billion!

The ethnic communities in my electorate are
overjoyed at the Significant increase in their budget.
I have a Significant number of Italians in my
electorate and the electorate south of mine, the seat
of Dromana, also has a number of Italians. Over the
past few weeks they have expressed their great joy
at the tremendous support they are receiving from
the government. That support is encapsulated in the
fact that the Premier is the Minister for Ethnic
Affairs. 'That is the status that is given to this
portfolio and is something that has never happened
before.

Since October 1992 the actions of the government
have reduced the projected deficit for the year 2000
of $51 billion to $26.6 billion - an amazing
turnaround that has not been achieved without
some pain. These measures had to be taken by a
resolute government that knows the right thing to
do and is determined to get the state going again.
In tackling the problem the government introduced
measures that will ensure the state's finances return
to a current account surplus by the end of the
1994-95 financial year, a full year ahead of its
original predictions. Revenue measures are in place
to improve government income by $802 million a
year. Significant downsizing in the public servicein every instance by voluntary departure
packages - and other cost savings have yielded the
state $1.2 billion.
Every sensible person recognises that fixing the debt
burden will provide increased funds for services,
particularly in essential areas such as health,
education and community services.
I shall refer to one interesting aspect of the budget
which demonstrates how extra money will be
spent - the ethnic affairs portfolio. Any member
who bothered to go through the budget papers,
particularly Budget Paper No. 3, program 616,
which details grants to persons, organisations and
institutions to assist in the development of
community services and welfare projects, would
know that funding has increased from $201000 to
$300 000, a 50 per cent increase. That is something
that was never achieved by that lot, that shambles,
when in government. Where did the money go
when the Labor party was in government? On

They certainly welcome the Premier and his
attendance at functions held by the ethnic
community. They rightly believe that the
government is strongly in support of the ethnic
community.
An area of disappointment for the ethnic community
is internal activities of the Australian Labor Party.
Mr Mildenhall interjected.
Mr COOPER - The honourable member for
Footscray asks me about that by interjection. I am
happy to respond because last week I detailed a few
of those activities and I am today prepared to
expand on that. Those activities are not out in the
broader community, they are internal to the ALP
and centre around the commonwealth Immigration
Review Tribunal. Senator Bolkus, the federal
Minister for Immigration and Ethnic Affairs and
Minister Assisting the Prime Minister for
Multicultural Affairs, recently made a number of
interesting appointments to the Victorian chapter of
the tribunal, if I can call it that. The list of names is
almost like reading a list of parking places for
potential ALP members of Parliament or a rest home
for ALP hacks. Boy, there are some good names here!
Last week, I mentioned Mr Joe Italiano, who was
appointed to a full-time pOSition on the tribunal this
year. Mr ltaliano is the endorsed ALP candidate for
the Legislative Assembly seat of Werribee. I will
return to deal with Mr Italiano shortly.
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Several other endorsed ALP candidates, party hacks
or also-rans of the Labor Party managed to be
appointed to the tribunal.
Guess what? Mr Garth Head, a full-time member of
the tribunal, who was appointed in December 1993,
is the endorsed ALP candidate for Waverley
Province in the Legislative Council and will succeed
the Honourable Brian Mier, who has been an
adornment of this Parliament for some years and
whose record as Minister for Aboriginal Affairs will
never be equalled!
Lynne Kosky, a part-time member of the
commission, has replaced the current honourable
member for Altona as the endorsed ALP candidate
for the Legislative Assembly seat of Altona - a
matter of great sadness to all honourable members.
They are the three potential members of state
Parliament who have been parked on the
Immigration Review Tribunal. However, there are
other interesting people on the tribunal. Ray Rooke
is also a member of the tribunal. Mr Rooke is a
former member of the ALP who first came to notice
when he was appointed to the former Local
Government Commission by the Cain government.
All honourable members will remember the Local
Government Commission. Mr Rooke has long
connections wi th the ALP.
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Earlier the article states:
Regarded as one of the nation's leading experts on
immigration law, Mr Clothier was the only full-time
member to seek reappoinbnent and fail.

I ask honourable members to remember that: that
Mr Clothier is regarded as one of the nation's
leading experts on immigration law. He has been
replaced by Michelle Scott, a former staffer of a
Western Australian Labor member of
Parliament - Mr ANDRIANOPOULOS (Mill Park) -On a
point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, I understand that
this is a debate on the appropriation bill and it
would stretch one's imagination to the limit to
understand how the remarks of the honourable
member for Momington relate to appropriation
matters in Victoria.
Mr COOPER (Mornington) - In response,
Mr Acting Speaker, I was talking about the ethnic
affairs appropriation and the concern that ethnic
people in my electorate have expressed to me about
the activities of the ALP with regard to
appointments to bodies like the Immigration Review
Tribunal and the ALP not using its offices in the best
interests of the ethnic community in this state. I
believe I am in order in so doing.

Another member, Mr Peter Bruce, is a pretty sad sort
of fellow. He is a former secretary of the hospital
employees union who lost his job in a factional deal
and as a consolation prize was appointed to the
Immigration Review Tribunal by Senator Bolkus.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - Order! It
is well acknowledged that the appropriation debate
is very wide ranging and that it is possible for
members to canvass a wide range of issues. I do not
believe the honourable member is out of order.

Another member is a lady named Pippy Watson,
whose claim to fame was that she was the former
private secretary to Senator Robert Ray, the
predecessor to Senator Bolkus as the Minister for
Immigration and Ethnic Affairs. Pippy Watson's
credentials are absolutely unbelievable so she must
be pretty good.

Mr COOPER - I reiterate that in the article
published in the Australian of 5 October, Mr Clothier
was described as being regarded as one of the
nation's leading experts on immigration law and
that he has been replaced on the Immigration
Review Tribunal by a former staffer of a Western
Australian Labor member of Parliament whose only
qualification appears to be that she has completed
one year of a law degree. The federal government,
through Senator Bolkus, has appointed a person
whose only qualification is that she has completed
one year of a law degree to replace as a member of
the Immigration Review Tribunal one of the leading
Australian experts on immigration law!

Another appointee is a MichelIe Scott, who replaced
Mr Michael Clothier on the tribunal. An article
published in the Australian of 5 October states that
the removal of Mr Clothier from the tribunal had
been heavily criticised by a leading immigration
lawyer, Mr Paul Baker, who said that the integrity of
the tribunal had been severely compromised by the
removal.

This group of what could only be called gonzos is in
charge of the activities of the Immigration Review
Tribunal in Victoria. The sad part about it all is that
some of these people, and one in particular, are
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doing things which are not in the best interests of
ethnic communities but which are certainly in their
own interests.
Yesterday Senator Bolkus faxed a letter to me in
which he asked me to provide him with further
information so that he may conduct an inquiry into
matters I raised in this house last week. He has
asked me to provide him with information about
internal ALP rorting! He wants me to disclose to him
what is going on in his own party in this state!
Mr Coleman interjected.
Mr COOPER -As the Minister for Natural
Resources states by interjection, by his own
appointee! I suggest all opposition members get
together in a huddle and have a chat about the
matter because one of their number - they know
this in any case - is sitting on a very thick file about
the activities of Mr ltaliano.

Tuesday. 11 October 1994

unfortunate for the ALP that this is an internal
matter that involves its people doing things they
should not be doing. I think the integrity of the
system and the federal government's activities in the
ethnic community need to be addressed.
In the brief space of time left to me I should like to
comment on health because, of all the areas of
government expenditure, that is the one we all look
at most closely. People of my age find it particularly
interesting because they realise the health system
might become very relevant to them in the near
future. Among all the flak that has been flying
around about health, one of the matters that has
been deliberately ignored by the opposition - I do
not say that in a nasty way because, having spent
eight years in opposition, I know that oppositions
have to ignore the good things governments do,
although in our case it was pretty easy to ignore the
previous government's activities - is the huge
success of case-mix funding.

That file also contains statutory declarations from a
number of Italian pensioners in the Werribee area
stating that they paid money to Mr ltaliano on his
request. That file is held by a current ALP member
of this house, and I understand that he is interested
in using the file to his own advantage at some stage.
That is his business. Those Italian pensioners are
interested in having an investigation, but they do
not want an internal investigation by a man like
Senator Bolkus; they want a full judicial inquiry.
They also want protection because their background
tells them that this kind of thing can rebound on
them and their families. They want to be sure that
when they say what has happened, which I am
informed will be the case, they and their families
will be protected.

It has resulted in an increase in patient services and

I have asked the shadow ethnic affairs minister,
Senator Short, to take this up as a matter of urgency
with Senator Bolkus, who should then institute a
judicial inquiry. I am reliably informed that written
documentation is available and that there are people
who are prepared to appear before an inquiry to
give evidence about these matters. The ALP's
reputation and the reputations of its candidates,
particularly Mr Head and Ms Kosky, who may have
had nothing to do with these activities and who are
not only endorsed ALP candidates for the next
election but members of the Immigration Review
Tribunal, are having their reputations besmirched
by Mr ltaliano's activities. I call on the ALP
members of this house to support my call, through
Senator Short, for Senator Bolkus to conduct a full
and open judicial inquiry into the matter. It is

One of the problems for the previous Labor
government was that it was locked in by its
strai~acket philosophy that you cannot make any
changes to a system if they mean there will be a
reduction in union activity in a particular area.
Forget about the people who will receive the service;
think about how many people will be on the public
payroll! We cannot reduce that! Any time the
previous government tried to do that it got belted to
pieces by the union movement, whether the matter
was health, transport or something else. The waiting
lists grew longer and longer over the 10 years of
Labor government and when we came to power in
1992 we were faced with the choice of accepting that
the waiting lists would remain at that level or a
higher one, or doing something about it.

reduced hospital waiting lists. When I came to
Parliament in 1985 public hospital waiting lists were
growing longer every week and as soon as the new
figures were released the reaction was one of shock
and horror. Those who were waiting for
pain-relieving surgery were finding that the waiting
lists were getting longer and wondering whether
they would be able to get into a public hospital for a
hip replacement operation or whatever. It was
difficult for people who were in considerable pain
but whose condition was not life-threatening. It
became a public scandal because there never seemed
to be an opportunity for the government, no matter
how hard it tried, and it did try, to reduce public
hospital waiting lists.
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Case-mix funding was the solution of this brave and
competent Minister for Health to the need to reduce
public hospital waiting lists. The facts speak for
themselves. I believe every Victorian should know
what a good job this government and the Minister
for Health have done in this regard. There are three
major facts about case-mix funding: urgent surgery
waiting lists have been reduced by 99 per cent,
which is a huge figure; category 2 semi-urgent
surgery waiting lists have been reduced by 44 per
cent; and in the past year 61000 more people have
been able to receive hospital treatment than were
able to receive it in 1993.
You can listen to any amount of rhetoric from the
critics but it will not overcome the fact that this
government set out to repair and rebuild Victoria's
health system, just as it set out to repair and rebuild
Victoria's economic situation, and has done it ahead
of schedule, and done it very well. The critics who
say in respect of the government's activities in
health services that everything has gone down the
tubes are absolutely wrong. We have instituted an
$8 million hospital home care program and major
women's health programs against cervical and
breast cancer - the latter in conjunction and
cooperation with the federal government - and in
this budget we have produced a $28 million boost to
psychiatric services, while an extra $7 million has
been put into extra accommodation for the
intellectually disabled, a matter that is close to my
heart. I do not believe any government can solve the
problem of the intellectually disabled, but we need
to make advances year after year and this
government is doing that.
The short message I have for the people of Victoria is
that they should stop listening to the doomsday
characters in the Labor Party who do nothing but
knock, knock, knock and who have no poliCies, no
leadership and no credibility. People should look at
the facts of this government's achievements and the
vast improvements it has made to the state's
economy that will enable increasingly better services
to be delivered to the citizens of Victoria. On any
kind of measurement scale, this government has an
amazingly good track record.
Mr SANDON (Carrum) - My comments on the
appropriation bill will relate to education, not only
because I am opposition spokesperson on that
subject but also because of the lack of opportunity in
this house to debate issues pertaining to education.
Firstly I will relate my remarks to the context in
which the education budget must be considered;
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secondly I will examine what the budget allocates
for spending on schools; thirdly I will highlight a
major problem of credibility for the minister; and
finally I will cover a number of specific issues and
questions the minister must be prepared to answer.
Let us look at the context in which this budget was
formed in the education area. In two years we have
seen cuts in the education budget of around
$370 million. That is the amount one can calculate
from the budget papers. Over the two years of this
government spending has decreased from
52.415 billion to $2.164 billion. That is a reduction of
around $251 million. We all recall the comments of
the minister that the second round of cuts would not
go beyond $145 million, but I will detail information
from his own department which shows that the cuts
go beyond $145 million.
The second aspect in examining the context in which
one needs to consider education has been the
massive number of school closures. Some
270 schools have closed in this state with the loss of
around 8500 teachers. Victoria now has fewer than it
had in 1975.
In addition some 3000 public servants have been
taken out of the education support area. That means
less administration centrally and regionally and
schools have been asked to take on those duties and
responsibilities. The long service leave and
Workcover administrative duties were formerly
conducted at the Department of Education's head
office at the Rialto or at the regional offices but
schools are now being asked to undertake those
responsibilities. What is the impact in the classroom?
Our leading educationalists - the principals and
Vice-principals - are now doing that work. It means
less focus and attention on what is happening
educationally, and their raison d'etre is taken from
them as they undertake the administration trivia
formerly done in the Rialto.
Cuts have been made to the special needs area. In
fact, one of the biggest cuts undertaken by the
government in November 1992 was 1500 special
needs teachers. Anyone visiting their school would
notice that those special needs teachers have gone,
which has an enormous impact on students from
non-English- speaking backgrounds among others.
Those students are now in larger classes because
there are so few teachers. They receive less help and
care from their normal classroom teacher than they
are entitled to and it is also impossible for them to
see the teacher after class is over about that part of
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the curriculum where they need help. The
allotments of teachers have been increased, which
means they are no longer able to help students after
class - they are teaching somewhere else.

children rather than what they are entitled to as
individual schools have to pay for physical
education teachers and as school communities
themselves pay for replacement teachers.

Students face increased class sizes and / or deleted
specialist programs. Those were the choices schools
had to face when their funding was cut and the
number of teachers reduced. As a result of the
dramatic reduction in teacher numbers, class sizes in
this state are soaring way beyond any national or
international comparison. It is one of the great
legacies of the context in which one needs to debate
education.

Last week school funds were used at Yarrambat
Primary School to pay for replacements for teachers
who were ill. Parents are now having to pay for
teachers. The Minister for Education cannot even
guarantee that a teacher will be in a classroom. Talk
about absolving his responsibility! I do not know a
better example than that.

One of the dramatic impacts of education cuts has
been the fall in retention rates. A recent study in this
country demonstrated that if a student did not finish
year 12 he or she would be four times as likely to be
unemployed, which does not augur well for the
students when the government is ripping the heart
out of schools, closing them down, reducing subject
choice and availability of teachers and reducing
pastoral care and student welfare.
Those students who need help do not get it and
those schools who cater for students' needs are in
such demand that places there are not available. The
end result is a dramatic decrease in retention rates.
No area is worse hit than rural Victoria. In Get::)ng 3
out of 10 young people are not finishing year 12,
which means 3 out of 10 will be unemployed in the
Geelong area as a result of the policies of this
government. It does not make economic sense
because if you want to talk about economic growth
it starts in the classroom. If funding is cut in
education, you are ensuring less of the economic
growth which is so necessary for any nation or state.
In the August edition of the Victorian Principals
Federation newsletter they speak of the worst
climate and worst morale in living memory in our
schools. I would have thought that newsletter
reflects an independent review so far as what is
happening in the school system. That is not Mal
Sandon saying that it is the worst environment in
our school system with the worst morale; it is not the
Leader of the Opposition; it is the Victorian
Principals Federation, an independent group of men
and women who have independent overview of
what they say occurs daily in this state.
The education system is in crisis, and one of the
worst aspects is the increased amount parents have
to pay for their children's education. Increasingly
parents get the education they can afford for their

A recent document issued by the department shows
that the level of cuts over 1992-93 and 1993-94 was
$370 million, which was $16 million and $17 million
more than the government expected to achieve.
Government poliCies have a wider and more
corrosive impact than those that I have described. It
has set up a system of stand-alone schools, where
they now compete against one another for students
and finance. The government treats education like a
commodity such as soap or shampoo -if you can
only afford the non-label brand, that is what you get.
That is what this government feels about education.
An economic rationalist agenda is applied to
education, and the government is about applying
the principles of the market place - supermarket
place - to education.
It set in train a culture of competition that is
completely at odds with any notion of the
collaboration and partnership that is necessary for
education. Previous governments, both Labor and
Liberal, have been committed to the collaborative
approach to education. This dry Tory government is
not interested in school communities working
together in the interest of the state's most important
resource, young people.
I turn to the budget itself, which offers no hope and
no new initiatives. The Minister for Education and
his director have indicated clearly that they are not
interested in assessing the impact of the cuts or
looking at outcomes. I do not know if one can talk in
terms of other statements, but that would be the
most damning ever made by a minister and a·
director-general. The minister said that retention
rates are a load of rubbish; dramatic increases in
class sizes are a load of rubbish; lack of subjects is a
load of rubbish; the closure of schools is a load of
rubbish; and parents having to pay for their son's
and daughter'S educations is a load of rubbish.
That is the quality of the Minister for Education; he
should not be there, he is not up to it. One of the
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most damning statements ever made by the minister
in the history of the Westminster system was his
statement, and he stands condemned out of his own
mouth, that outcomes are a load of rubbish. What an
indictment. What a legacy! It is not helped by his
own director-general, who suggests that he is not
interested in assessing the impact of the cuts. He
does not care whether it is a sink-or-swim
environment. He does not care that some people will
have access to a decent education and others will
not. He does not care that not everyone can afford to
pay for extra tuition, services or facilities. The
Director-Generc?.f Education in this state is not
interested and CCllld not care less about the impact
of the cuts.
.

this financial year with last financial year. In this
budget the cost of superarmuation has been
allocated to the departments and there has been an
imposition of an 8 per cent capital charge.

Education in this budget will be only 22 per cent of
total outlays, which is in keeping with the
reductions over the past two budgets. One can
conclude that in this budget education is not a
priority. There has been a technical, bookkeeping
change which makes it harder to compare spending

I seek leave to incorporate in Hansard a table
comparing expenditure.

It is possible to make the adjustment and we
recalculated the budget and found that spending on
government schools will be cut by $78 million. The
Department of the Treasury was good enough to
provide me with the figures and, according to the
department, we overestimated the impact of the
capital charge. However, the figures basically
confirmed our analysis, and spending on
government schools will be cut by a further
S72 million this year.

Leave granted; table as follows:

APPROPRIATION (1994-95, No. 1) BILL

ASSEMBLY

842

Tuesday, 11 October 1994
PAOGA_n2

SERVICES

'99~~

1994·9~

"et""'

E,,'u'l't.II'.

:-e..
11

Wortl, .no S""""cet

lnoclonai)

ApewoprMltOn .uthOnlv . . . .."..

Rn:fNtIU

c,....1BHI •• our'''''

Ad~IO~.uon.

Trva a"d own eccCMl'l 0"1.6.,.. In.,
TOTAL ""OG" ..... OUTLAYS
COIt'IpO'IIIJOft
A~'''''' •

.-.et

.~ytC.

ptOvt..an

:'32

SCHOOl EDUCATION

SERVICES

,.000./

~

PROGR~

SCHOOl E OUCA TlON

~125

1'()()01.J

)00

'21202

.~6~

~904

1199~

'11W06

·!>)I"2

·524'

·:SoI5
3gee

-4~J2

.. e~9
12)!)U

co.,,,:
WI~,andULann

.. S74a

lUe2

~9

.e~

e922<5
.~O2

79!>4e
50n

TOTAL COST OF SERVICES
CIt.",... and ,.Imbu,.. .........nrs

119536

'n91~

~""

.7]07

NET COST OF SER\IICES

, '0867

1 16608

.565

6\104
0

S~llon(11

OI'",-"cseo"'~-.lCO'M'IDI

CL.a'Y .... t'.,..t...

p~nt.

Owec:t addllllOftS '0 I)Ubk .,treMl'UCiwe. n.I &lock. ~ '-'d .cQUlUIOt\

S • • oIt1.N .... eu

0

c..,... "."••., p..".,...,....

6_
He5

CAI'fTAL OUTLAYS
TOTAL "IIOG" ..... OUTLAYS

1'~33

'2JSl1

6077

NOMINAL CHANGE IN ANNUAL RECURRENT APPROPRIATION
LESS:·
INCREASE IN SUPERANNUA TlON ALLOCA TlON
IMPOSITION OF C;"PITAL CHARGE
(8% OF STATE FUNDED CAPITAL OUTLAYS)

552

ESTIMATED ACTUAL CHANGE IN ANNUAL RECURRENT APPROPRIATION

PROGRAU 2Jg

SCHOOL EDUCATION

PAO(,'I_219
~:~I..

EOUCAlIOt..t

199"'~~

E\""'Me
(()()()'IJ

~OO~'OI\"hOf'W'y

.",u"le

C/.s.m.d .,. outJ."s

It.crltIU

~dJu.'-""-'nts

to ."tJ#'OP"~s
Tn...' Wld own acc~ ou....... Ineil
TOTAL ""OGA ..... OUTLAYS

1360'16

:::0I''l00''II101'

W 'lIe~ II'\GI:

~ll.In.,

S..c.,-a~tlon

u.,.f.,.

OIf\er oeoartfftef'll"

la,

CO", (tu

'6000e7
13247
.~5l97

'~ .. ~9")

225)89
441821
.,098

C-..T.".
P-vm .....
TOTAL COST OF SEAVlCES
c,,~ -.d ,.lmbu".",..na

3eJ84
"'7096
·368

22~HI

HET COST OF SERVICES

2116727

2253165

Ow.C1 addlllOf't'&

to 0Ub1tc . . . ."'r\IC.ur •. nM Slock, wwJ IM'w:I KQUK«1Ot'I

5.,1 01 nXN .s• .u

·)86

')3'"

151351

·~a8.S

·.sooo

0

0

0

CA~TAL

OUTLAYS
TOTAL ~IIOG""'" OUTLAYS

NOMINAL CHANGE IN ANNUAL RECURRENT APPROPRIATION
LESS:INCREASE IN SUPERANNUATION ALLOCATION
IMPOSITION OF CAPITAL. CHARGE
(8% OF S TA TE FUNDED CAPITAL OUTL.A YS)

ESTIMATED ACTUAL CHANGE IN ANNUAL RECURRENT APPROPRIATION

ESTIMATED CHANGE IN ANNUAL RECURRENT
APPROPRIATION FOR GOVERNMENT SCHOOLS

)..1303

'O6l~'

2'~'O)'

2360216

136712

210118
4468

,77874

(S72.349.oo0)

APPROPRIATION (1994-95, No. 1) BILL
Tuesday, 11 October 1994

ASSEMBLY

Mr SANDON - The table comes from the
budget papers. One can see that in previous years
funding in education was split between primary and
secondary schools. But now the programs are joined
under program 239. When one compares the
minister's office and the total under program 239,
and after making the adjustment for
superannuation, one finds the reduction in
education this financial year, confirmed by the
department, will be a further 572.349 million.
There is the possibility of further cuts this financial
year. They relate to the document the opposition
received from the department when assessing the
wav in which it may have to seek further reductions
this financial year. They relate to a further
5143 million. Those areas relate to the government's
own decision to change the principals' pay
arrangements and increase take-home pay at the
expense or superannuation, which will cost in the
order of S13 million. There is also the new career
structure for teachers and the implications of any
Australian Industrial Relations Commission decision
on teaching hours and class sizes. All those matters
will have to be taken into account.
The budget raises the fundamental issue of the
credibility of the Minister of Education. The budget
places the minister in an impossible situation. He
has to explain to ':'e house and the Victorian
community why t.here will be $72 million less this
year than the previous year. The minister has given
two assurances to the Victorian people: one, that
there will be no more cuts this year; and, two, his
assurance last vear that the extent of the cuts will be
no more than 5145 million over hAlo years.
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Mr Elder interjected.
Mr SANDON - I pick up the interjection of the
honourable member for Ripon, who confirms that
the minister has given an assurance that the cuts will
not be more than $145 million over two years. Only
one of the two assurances can be correct; either there
will be cuts, which is pOSSible, or the cuts in
spending will be $100 million more than he said. I
remind the house of the assurance the minister gave
in November 1993 when he said:
I make it clear that the objective in the government's
expenditure on education is to achieve savings of about
5145 million over two financial years. These savings
cari be achieved while still protecting key school
programs, aVOiding increases in class sizes, and
minimising job losses.

One must be clear about what has happened.
Already I have produced a table, confirmed by the
Department of the Treasury, that this financial year
572 million less will be spent on education. Based on
last year and this year, when one adds the two
together, the full effect of the cuts over 1993-94 and
1994-95 is more than 5220 million, not $145 million.
The full impact of the budget cuts over the two
budget periods to which I just referred is more than
5220 million.
I shall confirm the accuracy of that figure by
referring to a second table that I seek leave to have
inserted in Hansard.

Leave granted: table as follows:
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EDUCATION AND TRAINING FUNDING BY SECTOR
1989/90 - 1995/96

Funding $rn

I

1989/90 1990/91 1991192 1992/93 1993/94 1994/95 1995/96

Gov't Schools
TAFE
Universities

NOTES:

2161.7
393.5
894.3

2272.8 2408.1 2371.2 2220.8 2125.1
378.1
396.2 427.7
441.1
440.8
935.7
960.3 1033.6 1076.9 1099.1

2123.6
443.0
1107.6

(1) Universities' Operating Grant funding.
(2)5chools and T AFE funding is based on Treasury recurrent budget figures and
projections including funding from both State and Commonwealth sources.
(3)AII amounts are in 1992 S.

Mr SANDON - I assure the leader of the House
that it is a table from the Department of Education. It
is headed 'Strategic directions'. One can
immedia tely see from the department's own
calculations that over the period in question for the
two financial years there will be further cuts of
5246 million. The department's own strategic
directions document is saying that cuts in education
will be more than 5240 million.
This is not Mal Sandon saying it, this is the Minister
for Education, Don Hayward! His own strategic
directions document shows cuts of more than
$240 million. This is the man who gave a guarantee
that the second round of cuts in education would

not go beyond 5145 million. From the information
provided in the budget papers, which have been
confirmed by the Treasurer's officials and from the
minister's own documentation, he stands
condemned for the assurance that he gave the
Victorian community that cuts would not go beyond
5145 million.
I suggest that the Minister for Education has a
serious credibility problem. In November 1992 the
minister said:
We are not looking for cuts in money, we are not
looking for any more cuts in teachers, we are not
looking to dose any more schools.
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Again, in January 1993 the minister said:
No more big hits in the education budget.

The Director of School Education is no better when
in November 1992 he told schools:
It is not envisaged that there would be any need for

further reductions to teacher numbers ...

The problem is that the cuts keep getting bigger. The
problem is this government says it is a result of
flow-ons. The problem is that the cuts have gone
from $145 million to more than S240 million, if you
believe their figures, or more than $220 million if
you add up the figures in the budget papers for the
two previous years. It is like a Japanese tidal wave, it
keeps getting bigger and bigger and no matter what
document one finds, it keeps growing and growing.
The lmpact of the cuts is being felt mostly by our
young people because programs and teachers are
not available in schools. School programs have had
to be held after school hours because parents now
have to fund the cuts that this government has
created.
We are all aware of how the cuts have not been
equitably applied across the state. We are aware that
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it was this government that said in its policy that
rural schools will be the focus of rural
reconstruction. That is what the government said on
the last page of its Liberal policy document under
the heading 'rural schools'.
I remind honourable members that it was the
government who said that rural schools would be
the focus of rural reconstruction, yet we know now
that the opposite is true and that its polices are part
and parcel of the destruction of the education
system. Over the past decade classroom retention
rates have dramatically grown in rural Victoria, in
areas where young people must finish their
school.ing to have a chance at getting a job.
It is interesting to look at other dramatic impacts on
schools. What has happened to schools? I now turn
to the dramatic increases in class sizes and,
Mr Acting Speaker, in so doing I seek leave to have
inserted a diagram that is based on the census
showing the increase in class sizes in Victoria's
schools.

Leave granted; graph as follows:
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Mr SANDON - The document comes from the
February census and clearly indicates the extent to
which class sizes are growing in our schools. It
shows that almost 62 per cent of primary school
classes are now beyond 25 students. That has been
the impact of the government's cuts and its wiping
out of 8500 teachers trom the state education system.
And who will suffer? It will be the young people in
those ridiculously high-sized classes. They are the
ones who will suffer.
The school environment is one of sink or swim. If
students cannot follow what has been occurring in
the classroom and require extra attention, it is not
available in classes ot that order.
The Institute of Family Studies recently did a
longitudinal study. The findings showed that if a
child cannot learn to read and write in its early years
its chances of ending up in the unemployment
queues will be very high. The study demonstrated
quite clearly, in terms of the personal biography of
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individuals, that if children fail to grasp the basic
fundamentals in their early life in primary school,
their capacity to go on and achieve in high school
will be severely diminished.
When we look at education we need to remind
ourselves of the importance of those early school
years. Nevertheless what is the minister's response
to the dramatic increase in class sizes? As far as he is
concerned the outcome is a load of rubbish. The
minister's direct general response to the matter is to
say he is not interested in assessing the impact of the
cuts. Yet 62 per cent of primary school grade classes
are now bevond 25 students.
I shall also draw to the attention of honourable
members the drop in retention rates, and I seek leave
to introduce a graph demonstrating that very point.

Leave granted; graph as follows:
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Mr SANDON - The information for the graph
was taken from the February census that the
department itself puts out. Honourable members
will see that the improvement in retention rates in
the state that had been occurring for a decade has
stopped.
The education system is on the decline. When one
looks at the graph of declining retention rates one
can see that the gap between the line indicating rates
for rural Victorian and the line for rates in the
metropolitan area is widening. More young people
will be condemned in rural Victoria because of the
education policies of this government.
Government members will have to ask Mr Hayward
some basic questions such as why he does not care
what is happening to our young people. From their
fonner occupations, they know the implications of
young people ending up on the streets because they
do not have a job. Honourable members have seen
that and dealt with that situation, and they know
just as well as I do what those implications are.
It is absolutely crucial that young people finish Year
12 and continue with their education so they have
some chance of getting a job, rather than becoming
an unemployment statistic or, at worst, ending up in
one of Her Majesty's prisons, and that may be the
result of these sorts of policies. From my previous
role as Minister for Police and Emergency Services I
know full well the correlation between a lack of
education and young people unfortunately falling
foul of the law.
This is one of the worst aspects of a government that
makes decisions in isolation. A government must
look at integrating policies across portfolios in
deciding social policy issues. You cannot consider
fighting crime and making our community safer if at
the same time you are throwing young people out
onto the street. You have to consider the way these
areas are related.

We are not getting from this government the sort of
sophisticated thinking that is so necessary in this
day and age. As we end the 20th century, we are
locked into the blinkered approach of this
government. We need an integrated cross-portfolio
approach to deal with issues of education and other
important issues like public safety.
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as a priority. With much more onus and
responsibility being put on to the parents, it is clear
that this government does not care nor is concerned
about the ramifications of its decisions. It is
condemned by its own mouth! The minister is
condemned by his statement. The director-general
has absolved himself of any responsibility. He is not
interested. He could not care less about the impact
of cuts, and such is the level of quality of senior staff
we have in this state. It is not good enough! It is just
not good enough to have people like that making
such statements and not being held accountable.
Every parent in Victoria knows that the level of
education has gone down dramatically because
almost 62 per cent of primary classes are now larger
than 25. Every child in this state needs help at some
stage and they will not get it now.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Cunningham) Order! The honourable member's time has expired.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) - I have great
pleasure in rising to support the fine budget brought
down by the Treasurer of Victoria. I refer to his
grandiloquence.- his magniloquence - in refuting
some of the claims made by the honourable member
for Carrum. In the Bulletin of 14 June this year the
Treasurer strongly refuted claims that the Victorian
government lacked compaSSion. He stated:
It seems to me that the easiest thing in the world for a
government to do is to ignore the causes of problems

and throw other people's money at problems. The
Labor Party's supposed compassion was a phoney
compassion that depended on the political symbolism
of throwing money at problems and talking soothingly
about them, but constantly pursuing policies that
aggravated the causes of the problems, accelerating our
decline as a state and as a nation.

When this government came to office we
encountered a situation of record debt and record
unemployment. The Victorian government has had
the responsibility of rectifying those problems.
One of the leading lights in the Labor Party - and I
am not referring to the honourable member for
Sunshine at this juncture -stated in his modest
autobiography at page 478 in the book entitled The
Hawke Memoirs:
In Victoria, however, Labor was still bleeding, thanks

My point is that if we are really going to do
something for the young people in this state we have
to see education as a priority. This government has
not delivered in education; it has not seen education

to the profligacy and incompetence of its Labor
government. Against the example our government was
setting federally with tight fiscal discipline, the
Victorian government had pursued a path of
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big-spending, heavy borrowing Keynesianism that was
inappropriate and WlSustainable in the circumstances
of the time.

He goes on to refer to Victoria being a nightmare.
John Cain, the former Labor Premier, also noted that
although the Labor government spent a lot of money
in education and health it did not get the work
practice reforms that were due to the government as
a result of initiatives taken by the government when
looking after staff in the transport and teaching
sectors.
When the Victorian government came into office the
Treasury undertook a survey of Victoria's economic
circumstances as the state moved towards the year
2000. According to Treasury projections, if Labor's
spending pattern had been maintained 28 per cent of
government revenue - 28 per cent of what we take
from the Victorian community by way of taxation would have been directed towards meeting the
government sector debt That figure might be
contrasted with the figure in 1982 where some 12 per
cent of government income was directed towards
meeting debt Between those two figures an extra
16 per cent of Victorian taxpayers' funds, taken from
mums and dads throughout Victoria, would have
gone towards meeting government debt
When the Labor government was in office it
developed an infrastructure and a work force that
was unsustainable. That is a further matter that the
Treasury has had the responsibility of meeting. The
debt had blown out from some $11 billion in 1982-83
to some $33 billion today. Sometimes it has been
said that Uberal members - Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr THOMPSON - That is a very good point. A
worthwhile society must be underpinned by a
prosperous economic base. Although it might be
regarded as a mantra by the opposition when
government members - all 61 of them - time and
time again refer - to the last one of them - to the
past decade and the mismanagement that took
place, it must be emphasised that Victoria's
prosperity and the standard and quality of life of all
Victorians must be underpinned by sound economic
management Without it we will have rising
unemployment and inaeasing debt, with companies
closing down and moving interstate and offshore
and with people in the back blocks of Dandenong
and in Morwell and other parts of Victoria having
diminished life opportunities, because there is not a
developing level of economic activity taking place.

Tuesday, 11 October 1994

This state was built upon industry and enterprise; it
was not built on what the government is able to dish
out and fund through borrOWings.
Mr Baker - What did Henry do if he didn't
borrow?

Mr THOMPSON - The principal objective of
the budget is basically to restore the integrity of the
government's finances. The current account deficit
for 1992-93 was more than $1 billion. In the current
financial period there has been a drama tic
turnaround. Instead of there being a $1 billion deficit
there is expected to be a surplus of some
$392 million. In football parlance that is about as big
a turnaround as that which took place in the 1970
Carlton-Collingwood grand final. The Treasurer of
Victoria has been moving with the aplomb and the
finesse of Ted Hopkins around the Treasury offices.
He has brought about a dramatic turnaround in
Victoria's financial position. As Carlton supporters
benefited by Ted Hopkins in 1970 so all Victorians in
the days ahead will benefit from the fine reforms of
the Victorian government.
Another objective of the Victorian government
through the budget is to provide for economic
growth. As part of that it is important that Victorian
companies have the opportunity to capitalise upon
development in the Asia-Pacific region, which
represents one of the future growth areas. That is not
to ignore the European Union, which is still one of
the largest investors in Australia and perhaps, as a
group, the second largest of our export markets.
A further objective of the government is also to
enable all people in the community to realise their
potential, whatever their level, and help to raise the
living standards of all Victorians. This will be done
through strengthening the economic base, not
extending government largess on
government-funded borrowings.
One may draw a very sharp distinction between
what has taken place in Victoria and what has
happened federally over the past decade. We have
had the rhetoric of the former federal Treasurer of
Australia being on the dawn of a new economic
golden age, of there being a budget that was about
to bring home the bacon. Mr Keating, as federal
Treasurer, has spoken about himself controlling the
economic levers bringing about a soft economic
landing. He said, 'There's not going to be a
recession', and then, 'This is the recession we had to
have". With this budget the proof is in the pudding,
and the figures tell the complete story.
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In 1988 when our national debt stood at
approximately $% billion the federal Treasurer said,
'If Australia did not make provision now while there
was a bit of sunshine around' - I don't think he was
referring to the honourable member for Sunshine 'payoff a bit of debt and restructure the economy,
we would cop it right in the neck'. Since the time
that statement was made the national debt has gone
from some $% billion to today's $164 billion.

Mr Hamilton -How is that?
Mr THOMPSON - It is a combination of
government debt and private debt. The proportion
of government debt costs apprOximately $9 billion to
service at present, and it has been increasing rapidly
over recent time. It affects the ability of the federal
government to commit resources back to the states
to spend on worthy services.
As I travel arotmd I find one telling statistic that I
regard as being very, very important. In 1972
Australia ranked no. 12 among the OEDe countries
in export income earned as a nation. Today out of
the 24 OEDe countries Australia stands at no. 21.
We have dropped from no. 12 to no. 21. Anyone
with an tmderstanding of economics can develop a
clear insight on what that might mean for
Australia's future prosperity and the relationship
between our loss of competitive position and future
economic circumstances. We need to look at another
range of benchmarks against which we can judge
the performance of the government. The BUSiness
Council of Australia noted that Australia had five
major difficulties, including low productivity, high
debt, low savings, poor infrastructure and too many
levels of government with which businesses have to
deal.
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tiers of government, and the present reform of local
government under the authoritative leadership of
the Kennett government will go some way to
facilitating that process at the local level.
As a nation we need not just be happy that some
improvements are taking place; we must improve as
a nation at the rate of our competitors and in
accordance with world best practice.
We need to review tax structures. The past budgets
brought down by the Treasurer have made a great
effort to minimise tax increases on the business
community, which is a major employer.
Businesses by and large have been insulated against
the range of increases that could otherwise apply.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr THOMPSON - The honourable member for
Morwell says the Kennett government is the highest
taxing government Victoria has ever known. I
remind the honourable member that in 1989 the
Labor government wanted to impose a goodwill tax
on businesses according to the ad valorem scale
relating to property transactions. When a person
acquired a new business for $200 000 - the average
corner milk bar was selling at about $200 000 at that
time - after the purchaser had paid for accounting
expenses, stamp duties on the lease, lease expenses,
goodwill on the business,land rates, water rates,
electricity rates and the electricity bond, the Labor
government proposed to slug that business person
an extra $10 000 to $15 000 as a goodwill tax before
he could open his business. The government has
attempted to insulate businesses from tax increases
so they can provide real jobs and ongoing training
for Victorians.

Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr THOMPSON - The honourable member for
Morwell refers to getting rid of state governments to
make things more efficient. To make things more
efficient, in collaboration with the federal
government and the Melbourne City Council, the
Victorian government established a one-stop
business centre just over the road.
The Business Council of Australia says a number of
initiatives should be implemented to address
Australia's national problems. They include the
development of our natural resources. Over the past
12 months investment in mining in Victoria doubled
from some $10 million to $20 million. We need to
reduce the cost to business in dealing with the three

The government is mindful of the need to expend
additional funds on infrastructure, as has been
proposed by the Business Council of Australia. The
government is committed to a number of
infrastructure projects in the short to medium term,
including the new exhibition centre, which will
benefit trade.
The Department of Business and Employment has
opened two new trade offices in overseas countries.
It is mindful of the need to assist Victorian
businesses to expand in international markets.
Attention must be given to labour market reform.
The implementation of ~e Employee Relations Act
and the Public Sector Management Act were small
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steps along the path to make the labour market more
competitive in an international context and to
provide real jobs rather than funding jobs that may
not lead people far down the track.

Now that the world is economically borderless,
Australia has to focus on things it is good at. 'We are
hopeless at probably half our manufacturing and
agricultural industries'.

The government is also committed to developing an
improved work force through education and
training. I want to rebut a number of comments
made by the honourable member for Carrum in his
address to the house which preceded mine when he
referred to qualitative improvements introduced by
the Minister for Education. When reviewing budgets
one should compare them against appropriate
outside bendunarks. Phil Ruthven from Ibis states
that leaders recognise that a really gutsy economy
rests on four attributes. The first is thrift. He states:

Mr Baker interjected.

Nations. like families. must save because if they don't
they do not have a future.

Australia has a very low level of savings and it is
from savings that funding is provided for people to
build houses and entrepreneurs to build factOries,
which in turn means jobs. If we borrow those
savings from overseas we are subjected to variable
interest rates set at a higher level because of higher
risk exposure.
Phil Ruthven says that the second attribute of a
gutsy economy is vision. He states:
If there is not an accepted vision of what the country
and life should be like for at least a generation ahead,

there is no future.

I am reminded of the time Victorians voted to
become part of the Australian federal system in
1901. Of the 163 000 people who voted at that time
153 000 voted in favour of becoming a united
Australia. Likewise, if we are to develop as a nation
today we need a shared national vision that is based
on a common regard for what will advance the
long-term interests of the nation.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr THOMPSON - The honourable member for
Morwell refers by interjection to my memory and I
remind him that those figures can be found outside
this chamber. At the conclusion of the debate he may
want to wander over to check them so that he can
recount those figures in one of his future speeches.
The third attribute Mr Ruthven noted is focus. He
says:

Mr THOMPSON - I am quoting accurately
from Phil Ruthven for the purpose of having an
independent bendunark against which to assess the
achievements of a government. In no way do I
reflect on the outstanding policies of the Minister for
Agriculture and the long-term development of
Victoria as the food basket of the rest of the world. I
encourage the present Minister for Agriculture and
the past Minister for Food and Agriculture to take
up this matter with Mr Ruthven.
Fourthly, Mr Ruthven notes that a nation must have
productivity:
'You have to adopt world's best practice in a borderless
world because there's nowhere else to hide'.

The government is committed to productivity
improvement in the public sector with workplace
reforms initiated by the introduction of its employee
relations and public sector management legislation
as well as the introduction of Workcover. Those
reforms have been very successful.
I turn now to another area underpinned by
government support. Last year the government
committed some $16 million over a
three-year period to the Strategic Industry Research
Foundation headed by Or Mike Dalling, the director
of Calgene Pacific Pty Ltd, which is responsible for
the development of the blue rose. Research is still
being undertaken, but it is a remarkable project that
I hope will generate a significant economic return to
Australia.
The Strategic Industry Research Foundation has
undertaken significant research in a number of
areas, including packaging and the food industry.
The mission of the foundation is to foster research
and development in Victoria and Australia. Its
principal objective is to facilitate interaction between
industry and research bodies and to develop a
funding base. It is industry led and industry focused.
One of the main achievements is with information
technology systems developed by the Australian
Computing and Communications Institute. That
money has been directed towards the development
of medical resonance imaging. The technology
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enables an X-ray taken of the head of a person in
Darwin who is suffering from some neurological
ailment to be transmitted via computer imaging to a
neurologist or radiologist in Melboume, New York
or London for analysis. It produces a
three-dimensional image that enables a level of
analysis and evaluation far superior to any other
fonn of diagnosis yet developed.
The object of SIRF is to enable Victoria to become the
hub of the development of the technology and a base
to serve the rest of Australia and the Asia-Pacific
region. The Victorian government has this financial
year committed more than $5 million to underpin
the work of SIRF in a number of other areas - a
handy sum of money that is being used for the
long-term benefit of all Victorians.
Another important area of government expenditure
supported in the current budget is the funding
provided for community-based employment
programs. These programs, launches of which I have
had the opportunity of attending on three occasions,
will provide employment for more than 300 people.
They have been developed at the grass-roots level by
the organisations involved to deliver services rather
than the money being directed through a ministry or
a bureaucracy.
Shortly after assuming the youth affairs portfolio,
the Minister responsible for Youth Affairs visited a
local youth housing establishment funded by the
government and asked them what they did. They
replied, 'We help the homeless'. He asked, 'But what
do you really do?'. The response was, 'We help the
homeless'. He asked them a third time, 'What do
you do?'. They said, 'We refer them to the Salvation
Anny up the road'.
The current government, through the
community-based employment program, is
delivering money to local agencies that are working
at the grass-roots level. One example is Hanover,
which is one of the largest and longest-serving
welfare agencies in Victoria assisting the long-term
unemployed. Another agency is the Melboume City
Mission, which has the responsibility of helping
people with a history of drug or alcohol dependency
and training them to enter the work force. People in
these agencies liaise with local industry to determine
its needs and expectations.
Another organisation, the Australia-Greek Welfare
Society, has been provided with government
funding to enable 157 people of Greek ethnic
background to be placed in full-time employment or
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training. I understand from Peter Jasonides, the
person responsible for the program, that already
more than 200 people have been placed in work.
That organisation has done an excellent job of
working with the local community.
By also working with Greek ethnic agencies it has
created a greater level of contact with Greek
businesses to help overcome language difficulties
faced by long-term unemployed people in the
over-45 age group whose English language skills
may not be as strong as is desirable to enable them
to obtain work. They are able to speak with people
in their own language and obtain further training or
access to Greek employers who can employ them
productively. Those are just a couple of initiatives
underpinned by the current budget that will help
people in the longer term.
Turning to my own electorate, I commend the
introduction of an innovative computer program
called Success Maker, which is currently used by 20
of the 1700 school sites in Victoria. It has an audio
facility that enables 15 students at a time to work at
their own pace interactively with the computer. A
grade 6 student whose reading ability is at grade 3
standard can sit at a computer terminal and
undertake remedial reading work while an
advanced student in the same class can undertake
extension work and thereby develop a stronger level
of educational attainment than would otherwise
have been possible.
A number of students have made remarks about
Success Maker:
Success Maker is awesome ... I would rather do this
than any other subject.

Another student said:
It is good, you learn the work at your own rate. I feel

that it is a fun way of learning. The people that made it
were geniuses.

I note for the record that the program was
introduced into the Victorian education system by
the Kennett Liberal government under the
leadership of Don Hayward, the Minister for
Education. It is one of the most innovative
educational reforms I have seen in the past 20 years.
I trust other honourable members will have the
opportunity of seeing it installed at schools for the
benefit of students in their electorates.
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The Beaumaris campus of the Sandringham
Secondary College has a highly regarded program
that will enable students to extend their skills to a
greater degree. A number of computer programs
used at the secondary level include science
discovery, maths concepts, the reading network,
readers workshop, writing process and skills and
fundamentals of English.
Also within my electorate are a number of schools
and teachers that are committed to the welfare of
their students. Cheltenham Primary School is an
excellent school and the principal has spent many
long hours of his own time over Christmas holiday
periods and weekends endeavouring to restructure
the building layout of the school. He obtained
surplus parts and materials from other schools
across Victoria and with a budget of $63 000 has
through his own initiative accomplished $200 000
worth of capital works. That money was
supplemented by a grant of $150 000 from the
education ministry to enable him to round off works
undertaken at the school to make it a safer school
environment and to prevent a recurrence of an
unfortunate incident that took place at the school
within the last two years.
The government has also directed funding in the
current financial year to the Beaumaris Primary
School, which was burnt down a month or so ago.
Within 48 hours of classrooms, the staffroom and
administration building being razed, the Minister for
Education publicly committed $1 million towards
redevelopment of the school. The school is now
working out novel ways to best use the money to
make Beaumaris a school of the future that will cater
for the 600 students currently enrolled and students
who will follow in the years ahead.
In addition, throughout my electorate money has
been spent on satellite dishes which will assist in the
language-other-than-English programs and staff
development, and which will also help school
councils gain access to the latest information in
performing their work.
Money from the budget of the Department of
Conservation and Natural Resources has been
committed for the Beaumaris heathland, reflecting
the government's strong commitment to
conservation issues.
When the state was first settled in 1835, John Pascoe
Fawkner came from Tasmania in a vessel named the
Enterprise. Victoria was fundamentally founded on
efficient private enterprise and government
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enterprise. The current budget underpins the
Victorian government's enterprising role and will
enable it to transact its affairs with a greater regard
for Australia's need to be more competitive in the
longer tenn. When he arrived, Fawkner, when
speaking about the death of someone in the colony,
noted in his diary his feelings about the:
cold damp dark doleful depository of the body when
the mortal spark has fled.

When the current government came to office the
level of economic activity in the state reflected
Fawkner's statement. The Victorian government is
committed to reviving the spark of economic activity
and developing the state for the long-tenn benefit of
all Victorians.
Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - I was pleased that
the honourable member for Sandringham lightened
up in the latter part of his speech and got away from
his dry economic introduction. I am not sure
whether he understood it but the audience had a
great deal of difficulty with his economic lecture. As
he noted, it is important to recognise that his
electorate has been nicely pork-barrelled by the
government and is getting lots of things such as
schools.
As we have just had an economics lecture, I thought
I might keep the tone of the afternoon and provide
the house with a physics lecture. A new book by
John Toohey explains what is wrong with the
nee-fascist economics that are sometimes referred to
as economic rationalism. Having spent some years
lecturing physics, I wish I had woken up to this a
long time ago! Having suffered over the years from
a lack of credibility because their diSCipline was
based on science, the economists decided to base
their economics on physics, it being an honourable
discipline and well recognised around the world as
accurate, practical and taking account of not only
nature but also people. In their lack of wisdom and
understanding of physics, the economists decided to
base the new laws of modem economics on
Newtonian physics, forgetting that it was relative
only to the 19th century.
Since then there has been a major change in physics
and now we have modem physics, sometimes called
Einsteinian or quantum physiCS. Therein lies the
trouble with today's economists, who have been
lauded by the honourable member for Sandringham
and the Treasurer. Their theory is based on a false
assumption. If you build your house upon the sand
it will not be long before the waters wash the sand
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away and the house falls down. At the moment the
Latrobe River is in minor flood. We wish that good
fortune would spread through Victoria and the rest
of Australia.
I will not rubbish the important agricultural sector
of the economy because the major factor in
agriculture is not economics but the farmers on the
land, which would be nothing without the input of
the people. If it were not for the farmers the rest of
us would starve. We need to recognise that what is
missing in the ideology that has been preached by a
number of speakers in this house is a reference to
people. If there is one thing the government is
responsible for, it is the people of Victoria; it is not
dollars. It would warm my heart if we could hear a
speech based on people.
It would be most unlike me and most improper if I
delivered a speech without mentioning the Latrobe
Valley. We in the Latrobe Valley used to talk about
the SECV but it has been well and truly buried by
this government and now we have Generation
Victoria. That too will soon be buried. TItis
government is good at burying things. It is
proposing to break up Generation Victoria into a
number of corporatised plants which will then be
privatised. I should like to refer to several cases that
indicate the folly of that practice. Recently I came
across an article by John Legge, a research associate
in innovation and entrepreneurship at the
Swinburne University of Technology, which states
that the model being used by the government in the
restructure of the electricity industry is a proven
failure according to every overseas experience,
because it does not reflect the argument the
government has used for privatisation. The article
states:
Splitting the SEC's generation into fragments would
lead to lower prices if the market was perfect. A market
is perfect when all the competing producers use the
same technology, and every supplier is a perfect
substitute for every other one.

They are the conditions. Of course, in the electricity
industry in this state those conditions do not apply,
have never applied and will never apply. Therefore
the fundamental premise of the government's
argument for breaking up the SECV and
restructuring and privatising is flawed. We know
that each part of the system in electricity generation
in Victoria serves a very different purpose and that
together they provide us with safe and effident
electridty. We have brown coal power stations
which provide the base load, the Newport gas-fired
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station which provides the intermediate load, and
gas turbines and hydropower which provide the
peak load when and if necessary.
The argument John Legge puts is that at the moment
we have what is called a global optimum - that is,
each part provides essential power when and where
it is required across Victoria. When the global
optimum state is reached the individual components
will not be at optimum level. When the different
parts of the electricity industry are broken up, some
parts will not work at optimum level even if the total
system is operating at that level. It is no good having
a power station if it is not providing power and it is
no good prOViding power when it has no user. The
break-up cannot work.
The article suggests that price is not the only
problem in a competitive generating system. The
system must provide reactive power and must
continue to work after a failure. That is why there is
a spinning reserve. When the actual starter of small
motors, transformers and fluorescent lights, of
which there are a few in this building, is on reactive
power it takes power from the grid and feeds it
back. The net change may be very little but the
generator must be able to supply it. Who will pay
for it under this system? The system and the
spinning reserves have not been taken into account.
If there is a breakdown in one of the systems, when
one generator in the spinning reserve system goes
out another will immediately and automatically
come in. The question that has not been answered by
Or Troughton, who is responsible for setting up the
crazy system the government wants to institute, is:
who provides the spinning reserve? Certainly none
of the private generators will be looking to have a
generator running just in case it is needed in the
event of a breakdown.

TItis has not been prOVided in other countries. When
a generator breaks down or goes off-stream the
power gets switched off, and whether it happens to
be in a private home, a supermarket with all the
fridges operating, or in a factory, the power is just
switched off. They are major questions.
I raise a ma tter of equal concern. As most
honourable members would know Monash
University has a campus in the Latrobe Valley at
Churchill, which is one of the premier towns in the
area with some very important people resident in
that town - that is just an aside!
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The population of Gippsland is about 270 000
people. All the experts indicate that you need a
population of about 500 000 for a university to
survive. Monash has come in, grasped the nettle and
is providing a wide range of university courses not
only for Gippsland but for students all over Victoria
and Australia and, with its international presence,
eSpecially in South-East Asia. That has taken a large
investment by governments, the private sector and
the staff and management of the university.
The university competes strongly with the TAFE
sector for students, and in country Victoria the TAFE
presence is extremely important because it gives
many students the opportunity of undertaking
post-secondary education without having to leave
home. Given the state of the rural economy it is
pretty expensive to send children off to boarding
school for post-secondary education.
All universities have been under tremendous
pressure to continue to expand. That is one of the
major problems with capitalism - it requires
expansion to satisfy its own equations and its own
demands, and that is occurring at the moment in
Gippsland. The Royal Melbourne Institute of
Technology is putting exploratory tentacles into
Gippsland to see if it can steal university students. It
may be all right for the ideologists and the
nea-fascist economists to say that you do not need
it-Mr Finn interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - I don't have any problem
with that.
Mr Finn -So competition is out of fashion? Is
that what you're saying?
Mr HAMILTON -Competition means saying
the market will sort it out. However, while the
market is sorting out the competition between these
two universities there will be problems because
there is not a big enough market for two
universities. It will be inefficient and ineffective in
terms of prOViding real opportunities for university
education for students in Gippsland.
There is concern that the stealing of each other's
markets by the various universities will result in a
negative impact rather than a positive impact.
Surely one of the important things about education
at any level is that it has a positive impact on the
students and that we do not end up with stupid
competition simply for the sake of competition.
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A similar argument is developing in the TAFE sector
but it is not as bad. As I understand the argument,
the TAFE colleges are setting up branches all over
Gippsland, each trying to become bigger than the
other rather than looking at some cooperation.
I would have thought that one of the really
important things in society if we are fair dinkum is
that we have cooperation and coordination not just
among universities and education systems but
among communities and each other. If that were the
aim we could end up with a far healthier and
happier place in which to live.

We do not want senseless, expensive competition
among our university establishments. It should not
be occurring in Gippsland in particular nor in
Victoria. It is about time people mapped out decent
strategies to provide a good service for all students.
One of my shadow ministries is roads and ports, and
I will make a few comments about that sector of the
state's budget and policies. As a member
representing a country electorate it is important that
I congratulate the government on a decision to
provide one-third of the Better Roads funding to
country Victoria because, unlike people in city
electorates, country people rely very much on their
roads not just for commuting and travelling but also
for their business or delivery of freight and produce
to market areas.
An alternative government would maintain that
policy because we believe it is important that money
be invested in the roads infrastructure of country
Victoria. If I have a criticism - I hope it is
constructive - it is that we need to be thinking
along the lines of better integration between our
road and rail transport sectors. Physics tells us that
the most efficient form of transportation is, of
course, the pushbike. It is something like 150 times
more efficient than a rail train. In turn rail transport
is something like 20 times more efficient than the car.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - When I talk about efficiency I
am talking about real efficiency in terms of work
input compared with work output. You people talk
about dollars, but dollars are nebulous. Once upon a
time we used to barter with sea shells.
Mr Finn -If you lot had stayed in government
we would have gone back to that, too!

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

Tuesday. 11 October 1994

ASSEMBLY

Mr HAMILTON - If you want a big heap of sea
shells on your front door, that's all right, mate, but I
would rather have a more sensible, caring society.
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and, indeed, I am pleased to acknowledge that the
government is encouraging a redevelopment of
residential living in the centre of Melbourne -

We should be examining the total quality of life, and
one facet of that is the way we conserve energy
rather than waste it. We should be using the most
efficient forms of transport.

like many European cities and unlike many car-based
American cities. I don't mean just the CBD, the Golden
Mile, but central Melbourne and all its inner suburbs. It
is a centred city.

The opposition has a competition running at the
moment to look for the Minister for Conserving
Energy. There is a major prize for whoever identifies
that minister because it is an important area. We are
not talking about ministers who don't look as
though they are very active; we are talking about
ministers involved in programs that will conserve
energy rather than use it. That is a fundamental
factor in moving our freight and in moving people.

These features of Melbourne make it well suited for
public transport solutions. 50 let us for once try to link
land-use planning with transport planning and
coordinate rail and bus transport to make the
Ringwood line a demonstration project of successful
integrated transport planning.

We should be looking at the most efficient ways of
doing it so that we do not get greenhouse gases as a
by-product of the very unwise use of energy and so
that we do not get a great deal of natural and
primary resources used in the manufacture of
energy-moving vehicles. We should be using the
more efficient way of freight - that is, rail- and
we should be looking at ways of coordinating it.
If ever there were a challenge for our state and
national transport people it is to provide a way in
which we can effectively and properly integrate
road and rail transport not only for country people
but also, importantly, so that we use transport
wisely in the city. The government will rue the day it
starts closing down the rail lines that have been the
lifeblood of country Victoria. They are not only
symbolically important in the way communities see
their future, they are extremely important in the way
communities move their goods and services.

The commentary in an article headed, 'Freeway,
ring-roads and the missing link' by Nicholas Low, a
senior lecturer in the School of Environmental
Planning at the University of Melbourne, is
important because of the emphasis this government
is putting on its ring-roads around Melbourne. In
part, Nicholas Low talks about the way Melbourne
has been structured and the way it has grown as a
radial city. He argues from an intellectual point of
view that we should be doing better than providing
ring-roads, which are a way of separating our
important radial rail links. He says:
The city has a very prosperous, livable and successful
central area -

In such a system, feeder buses would run regularly to

all the stations on the line. And perhaps franchises to
run stations could be sold so that those running them
would have a real incentive to attract passengers.
He is not a socialist, he certainly believes in free
enterprise in the marketplace and the importance of
the private sector. He continues:
Perhaps station owners might also run feeder bus
services. The present government might just have the
boldness of vision to try out some new ideas of this sort.
He is making the point that Melbourne is one of the
most livable cities in the world. However, because of
increasing car usage and the way in which the city is
placed, he sees a danger that eventually it will
become pollution-ridden and most unlivable. The
world has dozens of examples where cities have
become almost uninhabitable because of the
negative health impacts of environmental pollution.
One hears the warnings: 'Don't take your car today;
we have heavy smog'. We do not want that
occurring in Melbourne. We do not want our
pollution to become worse. There should be a
planned improvement for relieving the
environmental pollution from which Melbourne
already suffers. It can be done with sensible
transport systems, people planning and the use of
the infrastructure that already exists, which should
be developed and extended.
I turn to my other shadow portfolio, that of
Aboriginal affairs. In my opinion this is one of the
most sensitive and difficult portfolios of all. I am
pleased to acknowledge that the Minister
responsible for Aboriginal Affairs has been most
cooperative and helpful with problems that I have
had to bring before him at various times. We should
acknowledge those positives as well as being
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prepared to criticise the government for some of its
policies with which we do not agree.
There is a major problem with Aboriginal affairs. In
the past there has been a bipartisan approach to a
number of Aboriginal affairs issues. I believe we will
see reconciliation, which is an initiative of the Prime
Minister, becoming more widely accepted and, I
hope, more widely accepted by both sides of politics.
Be that as it may, there are opportunities to address
some of the crying needs of our indigenous
ancestors. Probably one of the most important areas,
and one in which I believe state governments can
play an important and positive role, is examining
avenues where Aboriginal people throughout this
state can see for themselves positive and creative
future employment opportunities and roles.
The government has been somewhat lax in not
addressing some of the issues which were part of the
policy of the previous government and which have
been part of the policy of previous federal
governments, both liberal and Labor, in designating
employment opportunities for Aboriginal people.
Clearly ones that come to mind are those that
involve the management of our national parks and
new and developing economic opportunities such as
ecotourism. Aborigines have the knowledge and,
without doubt, the skills to provide the basis for
employment as leaders in that area. With their
intimate knowledge of their heritage and the way in
which sacred and significant sites should be treated,
Aboriginal people are well equipped to better
educate the non-Aboriginal population in this state.
A challenge facing this government, and I believe
successive governments, is to examine the positive
proactive employment opportunities associated with
new industries which could provide some real
recognition of the Aboriginal people in this country
and provide a positive outlook. Not only that, a
number of Aboriginal people have proceeded
through our colleges and universities. They have
well-recognised qualifications as teachers at both
primary and secondary levels. It is about time we
stopped paying lip service and made sure the
Australian community understands its Aboriginal
history. These people should be given employment.
I argue that they should be given tagged
employment. If we can tag pOSitions in schools as
being physical education teachers, music teachers or
specialist language teachers, we can equally tag
positions in schools as being Aboriginal educators.
Those people should have career opportunities; they
should be involved in the education of the new
generation of this country and we should seize the
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opportunity - which I think has never been
better - that is presented by their culture and make
some real progress in understanding their very long
history, some 60 ()(X) years of habitation, in this
wonderful country of ours.
There are some opportunities to be seized in
Aboriginal affairs and I hope to see the minister
making some pro-active and positive moves that
will be supported by the cabinet and by the
government as this government enters the second
half of its term.
Mr LUPTON (Knox) - It is a pleasure to be able
to follow the honourable for Morwell because his
debate is usually considered, well thought out and
quite reasonable, which is different from the
members who spoke earlier on the appropriation bill
on behalf of the Australian Labor Party.
I remember that the first contributions from the
opposition on this bill were couched in terms of
objecting to the fact that the bill was not brought on
when it should have been discussed and the
opposition leader was set to lead on behalf of his
party. That went on for quite a considerable time in fact, for about 2 hours. The argument put forward
was that because there was no press and 1V cameras
present the main speech by the Leader of the
Opposition would not have received the coverage
that was required.
The reason why that was done was that we, as a
government, were trying to proteCt the Leader of the
Opposition because he has proved in this house that
even when he is required to produce evidence of the
rorts and perks that he had been expounding over
the previous few weeks, he cannot come up with the
truth or any facts at all. So what the government was
trying to do was protect him.
Then we had to put up with the arguments by the
honourable member for Footscray. He states that his
speeches always seem to be reasonable, measured,
considered and well prepared. The people who had
to sit here and listen to the honourable member
deliver a speech that lasted for 2 hours and
40 minutes would have found the rhetoric rather
'interesting'. It was boring and longwinded and the
Hansard reporters probably had a great deal of
trouble staying awake between the various pauses. I
know the honourable member for Footscray had
trouble staying awake and dived out of the chamber
a couple of times when the points of order were
being raised. If my grandchildren had spoken like he

APPROPRIA TION (1994-95, No. 1) BILL
Tuesday, 11 October 1994

ASSEMBLY

had spoken they would have been sent to their
rooms for talking such drivel.
Honourable members may recall that in the
address-in-reply the same speaker also made use of
the time to read a poem about the ministry, which
was well researched and absolutely meaningless.
Mr Brumby, the Leader of the Opposition, came on
about this time a couple of days ago. There was still
no press, no TV cameras - nothing to report on
what the Leader of the Opposition said. Mr Brumby
actually bombed out. U one were to look at the
comments that the Leader of the Opposition had
made the day after the budget was brought down,
one would find that with his reasoning any sort of
surplus, such as the surplus that this government
propounded to have at the end of its term, would
have been gone because he would have spent $15
million on ambulances. He did not say where they
were going to be placed or whether they were
required.
In education he said there would be a huge increase
in the number of teachers, not targeted, but with the
support of the teaching profession. He said it would
cost in the order of $40 million for teachers
alone. The Leader of the Opposition said that he
would remove the Cain-Kirner tax which would cost
$160 million. Honourable members have to
remember that the tax was only brought in because
of the way the previous government left the finances
of this state. Therefore, in the first 10 minutes of his
speech he completely wiped out the government
surplus by saying what his government would have
had under its budget.

He then went on to talk about health and safety,
saying he would spend a large amount of money on
extra staff in the system, which would cost about $45
million. On top of that, he said tax reductions would
occur in a range of areas. He put forward a figure of
$500 million, so the whole of the government's
surplus would have gone and Victoria would be
back in the red again, which is typical of Labor and
is what the previous government did.
Honourable members should remember that in 1992,
when this government took over, we were in debt to
the tune of some $300 000 million - that is the
current account No attempt was made by the
previous government to balance the books. In fact it
seemed to be hell-bent on destroying the state.
As people would be well aware, although the State
Bank survived two world wars, a depression and a
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lot of other adverse economic affairs, this previous
government lost it in a very short time, in fact, in a
decade.
Comments have been made about local government
amalgamations. I was fortunate to be a councillor of
the City of Knox in 1987-88 when the amalgamation
discussions took place with the Shire of Sherbrooke.
I must say the discussions that were held between
those two municipalities were reasonable; they were
lOgical, well thought out, and both municipalities
were prepared to go down the path of
amalgamation. We thought that was the proper way
to go.
But what happened when the crunch came? The
then Labor government backed away from the
amalgamation proposal and shelved illt did not
have any conrurnritment at all. What has happened
now is that the current government is moving down
the path of council amalgamations and is being
criticised for doing the job that the previous
government could not fulfil its obligation to do. It
had no corrunitmenl
I shall turn to Workcare. The Workcare situation
under the previous government was one where
people rorted the system. It was an excuse for a
never-ending holiday at the taxpayers' expense.
Before entering Parliament, I administered a large
superannuation fund. When it came to the employer
looking at ways of reducing the Workcare bills, it
became apparent that when people were asked to go
for medical examinations, they suddenly and
miraculously developed cures for the illnesses that
until that time appeared to be long-term and never
ending. Within a week or fortnight they would come
back to work. It was the most amazing advancement
in medical science in the whole 20th century. Once
the fact that Workcare would stop became known,
cures were found and people came out of the
woodwork, and regained useful employment.
There was $2000 million in unfunded liabilities
under Workcare, and now after only two years it is
down to $200 million. That in itself is an
advancement; one could not imagine that that
would happen in such a short period of time.
The result is that an employer can now spend
money on his business instead of spending it on
Workcover payments, which probably were totally
unnecessary. I have one employer in my electorate
who can now spend $35 000 a year more on his
business rather than putting it into Workcover levies.
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Ms Marple interjected.
Mr LUPTON - I notice again we have the
honourable member for Altona interrupting. It is
amazing, absolutely amazing that you continue to
argue-The AcrING SPEAKER (Or Coghill) -Order! I
ask the honourable member to ignore interjections
and I ask the honourable member for Altona to
await her opportunity.
Mr LUPTON - I shall now turn to cutbacks in
the public sector, which was bloated under the ALP.
Where I was, in the SEC alone the ALP cut back 8000
people in two years. There were cutbacks of similar
proportions in the Gas and Fuel Corporation and
Melbourne Water. Yet you hear nothing at all about
that from the opposition when it is talking about the
cutbacks by this government. It makes no mention
of the fact that it introduced the voluntary departure
package right across the board, with the exception of
education. Of course, education was the sacred cow,
it could not be affected.
The federal government sent the message to the
opposition when it was in government that the
grants commission indicated that its public service
was 15 per cent above the national average and 10 to
12 per cent in health and transport. The previous
government consistently bloated the public service.
This government has taken the hard decisions in
having to reduce numbers or downsize, and what
we are doing is follOWing on from what the ALP did
when it was in government. As I said with the SEC,
some 8000 people went in a period of under two
years under Labor.
I know finns in my electorate that under the ALP
government were working three days a week. Now
they are working five days a week. They are
exporting around the world, but still manufacturing
in Victoria and still manufacturing in Knox. That
shows that we are as good as anybody else as long
as the people are prepared to work and put their
shoulder to the wheel.
If you look at education in my electorate, on
maintenance alone $2 million has been allocated.
That is not for new schools, it is purely and simply
on maintenance. It is the best deal the schools in my
electorate have had in the past 10 years because
some of the schools had not seen a coat of paint or
had not seen any maintenance since they were built.
I admit that while some of it goes back to the
previous Liberal government, the fact is that over
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the past 10 years there has been little or no money
spent on these particular schools.
One of the schools had a maintenance bill of
$500 000 and that will not even cover the costs of
bringing the building up to scratch. They all have oil
heating systems, and trying to convert those systems
to gas to make them more efficient takes a big slice
of any amount of money.
Nevertheless, $500 000 to bring one school up to
scratch so it can be maintenance free for another few
years is a heck of a lot of money for any government
to have to find. The black hole that was left in the
education budget certainly did not help things when
this government came to power.
During the election campaign the oppositiol'l
candidate made promises of $10 000 for computer
equipment to various schools. There was no
allowance for that commitment in the budget. When
this government come to power it suddenly found
all these schools expecting $10 000 for computer
equipment! There was nothing in writing but it was
a commitment by the then government.
During his contribution earlier in the debate the
shadow Minister for Education was very, very
critical of a number of current government practices.
I shall quote part of an interview from the transcript
of a Channel 10 news story of 9 October 1993 where
the honourable member for Carrum was questioned
about school closures:
Reporter - tabor closed dozens of schools during its
ll-year reign. Many have since been carved up and
sold but opposition education spokesman Mal Sandon
says mergers under Labor took too long and suggested
the former government may have been too soft.
Mr Sandon - I think we were too consultative so if I
was Minister for Education I would have maintained
our consultative process but would have given them set
deadlines and timelines in which to meet them.
Reporter - And Mr Sandon said that yes, just like the
state government, if necessary he would force mergers
too, but only on educational grounds.

The honourable member for Carrum in his role as
shadow Minister for Education is saying that, by
necessity, he would have continued down the same
path as the current government. You cannot have a
school with 130 students within 700 metres of a
school with 300 students and the same
administration. It only makes commonsense:

APPROPRIA TION (1994-95, No. 1) BILL
Tuesday, 11 October 1994

ASSEMBLY

somewhere, somehow one of them has to close and
they have to merge. I also note a comment by the
former Premier that appeared in an article entitled
'Achievements and lessons for reform governments'.
He is quoted as saying:
However, we did not handle some of these changes as
well as we might. We did not get anything back from
teachers. We should have 'traded' our generosity to
them. We should have obtained from them improved
work practices, and not agreed to smaller and smaller
classes and fewer and fewer teaching-<=ontact hours.
That was from the former Premier of the state. He
has turned aroWld and admitted that the Labor
government was wrong in the way it pursued
education. It bolstered and bloated the numbers and
expected less and less work from those involved.
Our public service wages bill was being exploded
out of all proportion because of the additional
teachers that were being put onto the payroll with
fewer and fewer children going through the system.
The fact of the matter is that if the birth and
migration rates are not there, children will not be
going through the school system.
The previOUS ALP government persisted on its path
of destruction by bloating the education system,
putting more and more teachers on, cutting back the
teaching and contact hours and, if anything, ruining
the education system as we knew it when we went
to school.
I turn to the issue of roads in my electorate. Under
the current government we have the Better Roads
program levy of 3 cents a litre. Let us compare that
with the Pyramid tax, which is 3 cents a litre. Where
did the Pyramid levy go? Probably $200 million
went back into consolidated revenue to make up for
the empty promises that the former Treasurer of the
Labor government made to the people of Victoria.
He gave a commitment 'Your money is safe. Read
my lips: leave your money in Pyramid'.
When it closed down everybody in the state who
drove motor cars had to suddenly find the money to
fund the Pyramid levy, which the government of the
day had plucked out of the air to fund its own
mistakes. 1his government has committed
something like $495 million from the Better Roads
levy. The breakdown will mean that 2 cents a litre
will be spent on metropolitan roads and 1 cent a litre
on country roads. That means $495 million will be
allocated to roads and $200 million will be spent this
year.
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In my electorate, $500 000 will be spent widening the
Burwood Highway from four to six lanes. Although
only $500 000 is involved, it will ease traffic
congestion for the dangerous kilometre where the
road changes from four lanes to two lanes and then
back to three lanes. The previous government could
not find any money to do anything about it. The
Minister for Roads and Ports has been able to come
up with $500 000 to save time and alleviate a very
dangerous situation.

I refer to Monash Highway, which is probably better
known as Wellington Road, and the extremely
dangerous area between AFL Park and Stud Road.
Because the road cannot handle the traffic, cars sit
there in bumper-to-bumper traffic and wait and
wait. Despite many promises and commitments by
the previous government nothing ever happened. In
this budget approximately $9 million will be spent
doing up the Monash Highway. One finds a similar
situation with Mountain Highway in Bayswater
where some $2 million will be spent. Because no
maintenance money was allocated by the previous
government over the past decade, Dorset Road,
Boronia, had to be virtually reconstructed for a
distance of 25 kilometres. The work is absolutely
essential. The road is so bad now that trucks have to
travel in the centre lane because the left-hand lane is
too bumpy and their loads shift. When the cars
move across the lanes, one finds a four-lane highway
where only the two centre lanes are being used to
full capacity. Although some $1.5 million will fix the
problem, the previous government allocated no
funds for roads in the municipality.
I have mentioned the High Street Road extension
previously. Under the bicentennial funding
arrangements, money was allocated to extend High
Street Road from Stud Road through to Burwood
Highway. That money was expended and we were
still about 100 metres short of meeting up with
Burwood Highway. The road was closed for two
and a half years because the money could not be
found to complete that section - it was the road
that went to nowhere.
When he was opposition spokesman, I took the
Minister for Roads and Ports in another place out to
show him the result. He could not believe that a
road could be built, but still be short by only 100
metres. How did the previous government fund it? I
will give it credit. It raised the money bit by bit. It
went to BP Australia because that company had
built the service station on the future intersection of
Burwood Highway and the High Street Road
extension. BP had the money to fund the
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completion. Although BP Australia got the previous
government out of that situation, the government
still left debts for this government to payoff.
BP Australia funded the construction of the balance
of the road so that it couldte fully used by the
residents of the area. You cannot imagine driving
along a beautiful road and then suddenly finding
the barriers up and the road closed. You would have
to extend the road only as far as you could kick a
football to have a nice highway!
The opposition is critical of the government despite
the fact that the budget will be in surplus at the end
of this financial year. The opposition accuses us of
shonky deals, yet it was the former Labor
government that was the instigator of creative
accounting practices. I am surprised that some
accounting schools do not introduce a course in
creative accounting as it was developed by the
Labor Party.
Municipal libraries used to receive funding early in
the financial year. The former Labor government
curtailed that funding and paid it in June instead of
September. The result was that local government
had to act as the banker for the library service. I was
a councillor with the City of Knox at the time and
our city had to borrow money to assist the library
service. It had to pay interest of approximately
$25 000 a year on that borrowed money. Although
the state government eventually reimbursed
municipalities, it was not an efficient way for
councils and the government to operate.
Thankfully, this government has changed direction
and put the library service on a firm financial
footing. The first of the two--part payments will be
forwarded to local government this week. In my
municipality funding for libraries increased 3.7 per
cent over the previOUS year. That will greatly benefit
the citizens of the municipalities of Sherbrooke,
Healesville, Croydon, Lilydale and Ringwood,
which are members of the regional library. It will
enable the library to improve its service and
purchase more books.
The institute of horticultural development, currently
known as Scoresby horticultural centre, is of world
standard. Approximately $8 million is being
allocated over the next two years to ensure that"the
centre is a world leader in its field. The former Labor
government could not see that far ahead.
Unfortunately, it sold off part of the land allocated to
the institute as a residential development.

Tuesday, 11 October 1994

I well remember when the government wanted the
City of Knox to enter an agreement regarding the
population density of the proposed subdivision. The
then honourable member for Wantirna, Mr5 Hirsh,
was at that council meeting because she was pleased
with the plans and wanted a quick decision. Prior to
councillors entering the council chamber, the
honourable member approached me and said that if
I dared move an objection to the recommendation
for the development she would sue me. When I
asked whether I could be sued for asking the council
to delay this matter for proper consultation, I was
told that I could not be sued. The former Labor
government was that desperate for funds that it was
maximiSing its return by encouraging high-density
developments. The former honourable member for
Wantirna threatened me that she would take me to
court over this issue.
The coalition government has worked with and for
the people of Victoria and the business community
to make the state a better place. During the past four
or five weeks the Leader of the Opposition and the
opposition have attacked business people. When the
Leader of the OppOSition was called upon to put up
or shut up he could not document any of his claims.
In fact, he asked us to provide the evidence! He
wanted the government to obtain the evidence to
justify his claims because he did not have any
evidence. The opposition was given unlimited time
to debate the issue but it only had eight speakers.
I reiterate that the coalition government is
committed to working with the business community
in the interests of the state. We want Victoria to be
the engine room of Australia. We are working hard
to make sure that happens as soon as possible.
Business people are pleased that things are starting
to happen. They do not like some of the hard
decisions that have had to be taken, but they realise
that they would have had to make similar decisions
with their own businesses. They would have to cut
back on their expenditure and be more productive.
That is all that the government is doing.
The reshaping of workers compensation will mean
that businesses will be more viable. They will
employ more people and be more productive.
Ms Marple interjected.
Mr LUPTON - The honourable member for
Altona asks 'How many people?'. I have referred to
one firm in my electorate that will provide all the
seating for the next Olympic games in Atlanta. That
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company beat other companies throughout the
world in a competitive tender. This government is
assisting businesses to grow so that Victoria can
once again be the engine room of the country and
the jewel in the crown - something that was lost
under the former Labor government.
Sitting suspended 6.28 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.
Ms MARPLE (Altona) - I am pleased to be able
to speak on the Appropriation (1994-95, No. 1) Bill
and reply to what government members have said
on the budget. The Treasurer claimed the crisis was
over but he and the government have promised
more of the same. I wish to look at the human story
that has evolved since the government took over the
running of the state. What we have been hearing and
seeing but what the government does not tell us
about are the cries of families and farmers as they
watch support disappear; cries of families who are
disappearing from Victoria and moving to
Queensland and New South Wales; cries of rural
communities that are seeing services disappear to
such an extent that small towns fear for their verv
existence; cries of state schools about the problems
they are facing; and cries of unemployed people that
the extra jobs the government promised have not
eventuated.
The very fabric of the state is disappearing under the
control of the government. The government does not
really understand, for instance, that education is for
life, not simply to enable people to obtain work.
Although work is part of life it is not everything.
Under this government's education policies people
are leaving school early and facing unemployment
or employment in dead-end jobs. That is a reality!
When I hear government members say it is really
best for some people to leave school early I know
they are not speaking about their own sons and
daughters but about people they have little to do
with. The impression one is left with after two years
of this government is one of people expressing
concerns - of depressed people.
It is often said by government members that there
has been a theme or cultural change in attitude in
the state since the government came to power. I
would have to agree that that is so. The government
is perpetuating the individual as the
be-all-and-end-all- the individual reigns supreme
and the winner takes all. There are prizes for those
who come out on top and woe behold you if you do
not! There is no room for community work or for a
collective view. There is no room for people with
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difficulties or people who are different. If a person is
not highly successful the government does not want
to support or assist that person.
People get no reward for working together in groups
because that is not considered the way to go. The
government uses voluntary organisations and
voluntary individuals as the way to cover
government inactivity, and if you are one of the
deserving poor you had better beg and beg well
because that is how the government will judge
whether you are worthy.
Another matter of great concern is the attitude to
public open space. The government does not see any
value in public open space; it only sees value in
things it can put a dollar sign on. The government
sees open space only in terms of development
potential and not as a space for all people to use.
These impressions are very strong as one moves
around Victoria, as I have been able to, and listens,
works with and talks with people. It is also evident
when one listens to the radio -not 3AW, because it
is controlled and managed in many quarters,
particularly in the talk-back area - Mr Finn - News as well?
Ms MARPLE - Yes, all of those areas. The only
thing we really hear a great deal about is Victorians
moving to Queensland and New South Wales in a
bid to escape the unfair and unjust policies of the
government. Those policies are driving people out of
jobs, out of business and out of the state. The figures
are self-evident. In fact, when the government put
the slogan 'Victoria on the move' on car number
plates it left out the word 'interstate'! That is what
we are seeing: towns the size of Castlemaine moving
out of the state.
The overall impression of the changes we have seen,
and the government is pleased about its changes and
wants to talk about them all the time, is that they
have been imposed on people who have not been
involved in or able to make the decisions for
themselves. Those people feel cut out because they
have not been able to have a say.
Many municipalities are no longer represented by
elected councillors who people may happen to see
locally down the street and are able to talk to, but by
commissioners. That may be all right for people who
hold important positions, such as members of
Parliament, who can meet the commissioners, but on
the whole people in the community do not see the
commissioners. It is as if they are people from outer

APPROPRIATION (1994-95, No. 1) BILL

864

ASSEMBLY

space, people who do not know the areas about
which they are making decisions.
People have said it is very hard to breathe; that they
feel as though they have jackboots on their necks;
that the changes to the water boards and councils
are being forced on them; that the fabric of society is
being eaten away; that we are on a downward
spiral, especially in smaller towns such as 8oort; that
democracy is dead.
There is an attitudinal change. I should like to
mention a couple of examples that are indicative of
the change that I have seen on television or heard on
radio. Nobody could have been unmoved by the
Down's syndrome children talking on television the
other night about the cut in funding for early
intervention services. They said they had to go out
and raise money in their local communities. There is
only so much money in the community. Last night
on radio I heard a young woman called Wendy
Dent, who is taking part in the fringe festival which
is very important to Melbourne, complaining about
the difficulty she is having in putting on a play
about homelessness. She has funding from and the
support of many groups to put on the play. She
wants it to take place in an alleyway beside a
building which has been unoccupied for 15 years
and which is sometimes used by the homeless, but
the owners of the building have objected. She has
tried all forms of negotiation and they have all
broken down.
What is so terrible about holding the play there?
Plays have been held there before. Unfortunately,
there is an attitudinal change in the community. The
owners feel they can object and turn away someone
who wants to stimulate our thinking, give the
community fresh challenges and make us think
about homelessness. Their argument is that the play
will encourage us to think that homelessness is all
right.
The front page of today's Age quotes Archbishop
Keith Rayner's complaints about what is happening
to our city because of the casino. He points out that
there is a considerable number of street signs
showing the way to the casino. In only two years we
have seen such a change in attitude about what is
important that we have a considerable number of
signs telling us that the most important thing in the
community is the casino and few signs saying, 'This
is the way to the Arts Centre' or ''This is the way to
the heart of Melbourne'. At every turn there is a sign
pointing the way to the casino. The intensity of
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building an economic base and a way of life on a
casino is a great worry.
Mr Maclellan interjected.
Ms MARPLE - I am talking about an overall
attitudinal change. You can have a policy to bring in
casinos, as the minister is pointing out, but on every
street corner there is a sign to show that this is what
is happening in Melbourne, and the change in
attitude that is prevailing is putting people like
Wendy Dent out of work. It was interesting to go to
the recent Albert Park activity - Mr Maclellan - Inactivity!
Ms MARPLE - I am sorry you were not there,
Minister, because you would have been impressed.
You were probably too mean to buy matches! It was
a beautiful evening and the lake looked very
picturesque with the lights around it. The thing that
struck me was not the objection to the race, although
those objections were put forward, but the fact that
the majority of people were very concerned about
the manner in which the government had forced
through the legislation, was cutting off community
involvement and was not allowing anybody to have
a say, even so far as the environment was concerned.
There are many things to show that changes are
happening. I have already mentioned the hospitals.
On going to hospital the impression you get is that
there is a lack of staff to help you find your way
around and that you have to be much more assertive
in ensuring that adequate services are provided for
your children, aged parents or whoever is in
hospital. There has certainly been a change of
atmosphere in many of our hospitals.
Older people are very concerned about services. I
have mentioned before the lack of services for older
people in Geelong and the changes that are
occurring as a result of a tightening up of service
delivery. In this house I asked the Minister for
Community Services for an answer about what he
was doing to see that older people were still able to
get their services. Unfortunately I have had an
example given to me of services being taken away.
One of the big changes is the funding for home help,
and the older person concerned feels that he has lost
a friend who came on a regular basis.
In Laverton the podiatry service that was delivered
at the old people's leisure centre has been cut. I
spoke to the commissioner about it but she did not
think it was such a terrible thing and said that a
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service was available somewhere else, so long as it
was paid for. That is fine, except that it worries
people of senior years who have already given a
great deal to the community.
I should like to touch on some specific areas that
have been mentioned by other speakers. Education
is vital to all of us. The honourable member for
Carrum mentioned some areas of concern. There are
no initiatives and people feel a sense of loss about
the Specialist services in schools. We are no longer
able to get emergency teachers and the budget has
been underspent by $90 million. Specialist services
have gone, class sizes are increasing and retention
~ates are dropping. Young people are not staying on
m school, a fact that was pointed out by the
honourable member for Carrum. If you do not finish
year 12 you are four times more likely to be
unemployed. I have observed that young people
who have worked and been unemployed have tried
to get back into school only to find that it is
impossible. Even school principals are saying that
this is the worst time they have ever had because of
the feeling that the government does not care about
the future of students.
There is a good illustration of this point in the
newsletter of the Victorian Council of Social Service.
An article headed, 'On the scrap heap? The costs of
school closures' talks about the 260 school closures;
the school support centres that have closed; the loss
of 8000 teachers; the increased workload for all
teachers; the sacking of 75 per cent of special needs
teachers; and the 40 per cent youth unemployment
rate.
Mr Maclellan - How was it different under your
government?
Ms MARPLE - I'll tell you how it was different.
There was consultation - The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Perrin) - Order!
The honourable member will come back to the bill
and ignore interjections.
Ms MARPLE - The article talks about the
Victorian government which has:
... 'systematically' set about dismantling the state
education system.
In just over 21 months in office a devastating schedule
of sales and mergers has resulted in:

260 primary and secondary schools being forced to
either dose or amalgamate ...

865
8500 teaching staff losing their jobs;
school support centres being closed;
class sizes being increased to unworkable levels

What's worse, as is pointed out in the article, is that
the government believes that would have little if any
detrimental effect on the students concerned. That is
clearly a myth. It does have a detrimental effect on
the schools. This study was conducted with the
involvement of students, and what happened to
those students? Their schools were closed. and
merged. What did they do? According to the article:
The community welfare sector, which the state
government apparently believed would 'pick up the
pieces' of the now defunct welfare component of
education, also appears to be struggling under the load.

The government is saying there will be other people
to pick up those students. The government believes
it is UIUlecessary to employ people at schools to help
support students to stay in school!
It is however the experience of school closures as told
by the young people themselves that 'brings home' the
human cost of school closures.

The students were asked about their experience and
only one participant out of 30-0dd students
interviewed went back to the school. That person
lasted only three months at the school he or she was
required to attend. Several did not even try to
re-enrol and many simply could not cope with such
a dramatic change in their lives.
The majority of our young participants reported that
they will not return to school. They have been badly
burned by the whole affair and have now become too
removed from the school system to go back to a strict
educational environment.
For others there was a distinct lack of future plans and
clear pessimism about what the future may hold.

That is one of the problems facing our comrmmity
under this government.
I will move on to some other areas in the time I have
available. One of those issues is women and what
has happened to them under this government. It is
quite clear that the move away from the award
system has been detrimental to women. That system
was very protective and supportive of women and
their wages - those facts speak for themselves. In
Victoria in 1992-93 the average award earnings for
women dropped by 2.7 per cent.
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The state award system had previously covered
many of the traditional areas of female employment
such as clerical, retail, hospitality and service jobs.
Just what is this govenunent doing for women? In
that area alone they are far worse off.
A number of books examining women's services
have been published, and I direct particular
attention to a book titled Women working together, by
Wendy Weeks, a senior lecturer in the department of
social work at the University of Melbourne. Of
course, government members do not like the words
'social work' nor do they like the word 'welfare'. I
was sneered at by the Minister for Agriculture on
that point the last time I was speaking about this
issue.
According to the book, and I recommend it to
everyone, the government is working on the
mainstreaming of services to women:
'Mainstreaming' appears to be the preferred prinCiple
of organisation. Such integration or assimilation of
women-<:entred service does what history has
repeatedly done to women - it makes them invisible.

I will give one example of that the other day I was
at the annual general meeting of the Bellarine
Community Health Centre and the secretary to the
Minister for Health and Community Services was
there. It was an interesting exercise to see how heads
of departments now have to work.
Watching the secretary of that department
addressing the meeting and working as a sycophant
was just amazing. For those who do not know what
that is I shall explain that it is a person who uses
flattery to win the favour of people in power. He
spoke so wonderfully of those people. He also said
that this government was .about providing services
for 'real people'.
One of the conversations I overheard when leaving
tttat meeting involved people wondering whether
they were 'real people.' I can tell honourable
members what the departmental secretary thought
real people were not because in the same breath that
he talked about real people he also spoke about
non-people and he was talking about women. He
was talking about those services that Wendy Weeks
refers to in her book. He said that was not the way
they were going to go and that they were going to
mainstream services for women. That was an
interesting way of supporting what the research is
showing, which is that the government is not
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interested in women at all. Many necessary services
for women are being abolished.
Another area of concern is privatisation. I have
spoken about that before in this place and have
mentioned examples of it in other countries. The
only people in the UK who have really benefited
from privatisation are the friends of the sick
government that set it up. The government sets up
its friends to head the separation of the various
sectors of the public service, such as a water utility,
and they get a fair whack - a really nice wage
which in one case increased from something like
$50 000 up to $300 000. The friends of the
government are the ones who benefit under any
privatisation scheme.
Another area of concern is"the selling off of our
ports. It does not appear that anyone is that
interested in the idea of buying them, and certainly
the people who use the ports are not interested. In
fact, it is almost imposSible to find anybody who
supports the proposal other than the government.
You certainly do not find any great support for
selling off the port down in Geelong.
The people of rural Victoria are concerned about
their power being privatised. They know the people
who have claimed over many years to be looking
after them - the National Party - are letting them
down. They know that if a maximum price is set,
discounting will occur in cities where there are
many consumers but that will not happen in the
country. People in rural areas will not end up with a
cheaper price, as has been promised by the people
who look after them. Petrol pricing shows that.
I repeat the words of the Leader of the Opposition in
his speech on this bill:
If you look at agriculture, and adjust it for
superannuation, capital charges and the other changes
made from the last budget to this, the actual growth in
outlays for agriculture is 1.4 per cent. These are a
profound embarrassment to COWltry members and to
the honourable member for Mildura.

When all those matters are taken into account there
has been no increase. My budget briefing on
agricultural matters was not forthcoming. When I
asked for one, all I received was Victoria - On the
Move. It is hardly an initiative; many of the subjects
were initiated by the previous government - only
the names have changed.

APPROPRIA TION (1994-95, No. 1) BILL
Tuesday. 11 October 1994

ASSEMBLY

This budget is trying to pull the wool over our eyes.
I had wished to touch on many other issues, one
being unemployment, to which I have already
alluded. The budget is woefully inadequate.
Although concern has been expressed in the budget,
the figures do not get any better. I am also concerned
by the government's lack of attention to
conservation, national parks and business plans for
much of our public land.

In conclusion, although the budget shows signs of a
government that is trying to remodel itself, people
know that is not the case. The government is taking
with one hand and giving half back with the other.
The government is not for all the people of Victoria,
just a chosen few. It does not understand the value
of anything unless it has a dollar sign beside it.
People are the most important part of Victoria, but
this government does not show Victorians any
vision or understanding. It is not for the future and
it is certainly not for the people, it is only for its own
few mates - the ones with the new money.

The greatest worry for all of us is that democracy is
under attack. The fabric of our society has been
destroyed as we see rural communities in a
downward spiral. Services are being slashed. This
budget has failed to address the fundamental issues
that are important to every ordinary Victorian health, education and community services.
I agree with the Leader of the Opposition that this is
a dishonest budget that has been hiding the truth
from the people. It is Melbourne based and it is
about deals and mates.

Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) - Even
though in rising to speak on the Appropriation
(1994-95, No. 1) Bill I was intending to wax lyrical on
a number of issues, the honourable member for
Altona has inspired me to achieve new heights. She
spoke about real people and about women.
Although I am not sure of her priority, in focusing
her remarks on real people and women one has only
to look at the fact that she has been given one term
to show what a real person she is and what a
woman she is -she is a one-termer, in and out she
goes.
When we talk about women and politics, we know
the government side has the majority of women. As
she well knows, in this Parliament the
liberal-National Party coalition has the majority of
women. In talking about real people, who happen to
be women, we must look at the other place where
there is a fine member by the name of licia
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Kokocinski, for whom I have great respect. She is of
Italian background and her partner is of Polish
background. As I know you, Mr Acting Speaker, are
well aware, she has done more for the Labor Party
on ethnic affairs issues than any other Labor
member of Parliament in this or the other place.
What has happened to that member, that real person
who also happens to be a lady? She will be replaced
by a man. This lady is deemed to be so real and so
much of a wonderful female representative that she
is to be replaced by a male. We all know that will
bring the current 10 per cent down to about 8 per
cent. And we can hardly wait to see - as happened
to the honourable member for Werribee - how the
quota of 35 per cent will take effect. We can see them
lining up now.
Obviously the honourable member for Altona is
such a real person and such a wonderful female
representative of the Labor Party that she has been
given four years in this place only to be replaced by
Lyn Kosky, who has been appointed to a $92 000 job
by a Labor mate in the federal Parliament, together
with three other state Labor candidates on the same
salary. But we know what they are like in
Canberra - they have no qualifications for this job.
She sat on a chemical task force, but now she has a
new guernsey. It can be said that she was on the
federal Labor government gravy train before she
came in here and that she was also a woman. But she
replaces a woman, the honourable member for
Altona, who only got to serve in this place for four
years. Such was her worth. That was the recognition
she received for the outstanding job she did in her
shadow portfolio of agriculture.
Mr Baker interjected.
Mr HONEYWOOD - The honourable member
for Sunshine would know the mortality rate of
spokespersons for agriculture on his side of the
house. I think he was 1 of 9 in 10 years - that is 1 a
year. The honourable member for Altona is probably
the longest serving shadow agricultural
spokesperson in this place. But what has happened?
She has been rolled for the next election and has
served only four years. What an embarrassment not
only to country Labor voters but also to the people
of Altona who we believe are concerned about the
environment. In her contribution to the debate the
environment rated only 30 seconds. Given her
interest in environmental issues I would have
thought she would have said more. I am interested
in the environment and I planned to give a long
discourse on environmental problems and the
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challenges facing the people of Altona. We know
about the problems that groups in Altona such as
the chemical industry have mentioned. How much
time did the honourable member for Altona devote
to that? Thirty seconds!
It was a 3O-second contribution to a major debate on
environmental concerns, according to her way of
thinking. Perhaps we can see why she is going to be
a one-termer!

I was absolutely delighted to attend the launch of a
report by the Minister for Education this morning. It
is the leading LOTE report for Australia, and why is
it the leading report? It is because this government is
the only government in Australia that has got
together representatives from the Catholic education
system, the independent school system, the
government school system, the trade union represented by the modem language teachers
association - the Victorian Distance Education
Centre, the Ethnic Schools ASsociation, and the - Mr Baker interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr J. F. McGrath) Order! The honourable member for Sunshine is still
interjecting.
Mr HONEYWOOD - For the past 18 months
members of the Victorian Ethnic Community
Council have sat around the one table every three
weeks. What has the government come up with? It
has come up with the first coordinated report on the
teaching of second languages in Australia. What
does the report claim to do? Just as an example, by
the year 19%, all Victorian school students, be they
primary or be they secondary, will be learning a
second language.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr HONEYWOOD - I take up the interjection,
which was along the lines of 'even if they don't have
another school teacher'. So clever is this government
that it does not need a school teacher. Why? If the
honourable member had been reading the
newspapers lately he would have learnt that there is
such a thing as an interactive television satellite.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HONEYWOOD - I believe each school has
to pay $150 a year. Country school students which the honourable member opposite would be
interested to know, given that he represents the
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Latrobe Valley - for the first time will be able to
tune into Indonesian, Japanese and Italian language
lessons without having to have a permanent school
teacher in the classroom who knows that language.
The Labor government never did anything like this.
The Labor government ignored country schools. If
you were a country school student under the 11
years of the Labor government you had Buckley's
chance of learning another language because the
former government did not care about the country.
But this is a government that cares for all Victorians.
It has come up with a leading technological way of
teaching, and having sat through the program I
think it is excellent.
I point out that not only has the government done
that, but it has gone one step further. By the year
2000, some 25 per cent of year 12 VCE students in
Victoria will be studying a second language. The
government is not just providing this program as a
mickey-mouse course for primary schoolchildren. It
is taking the program right up to tertiary education.
Why? Because the government has the full
cooperation of the ethnic communities in the state as
well as the university professors of languages to
come up with a continuum of language learning
from primary school to secondary school through to
tertiary education.
I can understand why honourable members
opposite interject. It is because this is the type of
good news that the government comes out with that
involves bipartisan support by everybody in the
community except the ALP. This government is
leading the way in this country when it comes to
social policies that the previous Labor government
ignored. The former government was too busy with
its rhetoric to come up with the goods.
I shall now turn to the ethnic school system. When
the previous government left office only 17 000
Victorian school students had the opportunity to
attend a Saturday morning school and learn their
parents' or grandparents' language of origin and
their cultural background. Why only 17000
students? It is because the federal Labor government
had an artificial ceiling on the contribution that it
would make in matching the state government's
contribution to assist those school students. The
federal government would give only $32.50 of the
$65 per student required for ethnic school students.
The previous state Labor government adhered to the
artificial ceiling of only 17 000 students in this state.
What does that mean? For all of those
compassionate members sitting opposite, I point out
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that all those new migrants, including small African
communities, Ethiopians and Russian Jews, whom
the honourable member for Sunshine could not care
less about, and Eritreans, which is another race the
honourable member for Sunshine could not care less
about, under the previous Labor government when
the honourable member for Sunshine was a minister
were never given access to an ethnic school
education.
When the government came to office it found that
children of those communities were denied the
chance of going to an ethnic school simply because
of an artificial Labor government ceiling of 17 000
students who were entitled to learn another
language. What has this government done? It has
increased that number of students from 17000 to
24000. What is this government doing? It is picking
up the entire tab for the other 7000 students!

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HONEYWOOD - The other 7000 students
are being paid for fully by the state taxpayer because
the opposition's Labor mates in Canberra -with
their so-called social justice policy and their
so-called concern for the refugees and migrants who
have come to Australia - will not front up with the
money to pay its fair share of the bill!
The honourable member for Sunshine might be
pleased to hear that under a Uberal government for
the first time Ethiopian and Eritrean school children
in this state can learn their languages at an ethnic
school on a Saturday morning.
The Labor party's rhetoric about assisting the
migrant community in this area is in stark contrast
to its delivery of social justice, as the Labor Party
calls it, for our migrant communities. More to the
pOint, our refugee communities - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HONEYWOOD - When I start talking about
the Russian Jews I might quieten you down as well
because the government has started and is now
funding a Russian Jewish language school, which
members opposite would never have approved of.
Mr Baker - I do not know about these things!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Warrandyte without too
much assistance.
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Mr HONEYWOOD - The honourable member
for Brighton, like so many honourable members on
this side of the house, does not need to espouse the
rhetoric that the honourable member for Sunshine
enjoyed when he was a minister in the previous
government. He does not need to get the headlines
on social policy delivery because this government is
a government that gets on with the job. It does not
need artificial quotas; it does not need to throw out
people like one of the members for West Melbourne
in another place. She is such a good performer and
she cares for the ethnic community, wilike the
rhetoric preached by honourable members opposite.
The honourable member for West Melbourne has
been thrown out in the preselection process of the
ALP, simply because, okay, she is a woman and we
know she has been thrown out for a man, but also
because she cares for ethnic communities and for
migrants, and she has undertaken more genuine
initiatives in the Labor Party for the ethnic
community than any other member sitting opposite.
I shall now turn to the Tottenham English Language
Centre as an example of that. The centre is an
English school for refugee children. What did the
previous government do to it? The previous
government abolished it. In 1990, the Honourable
Joan Kimer, as the Minister for Education, decided
to get rid of the language school for Eritrean and
other North African children and replace it with the
Sunshine Secondary College campus.
Why? Because the Sunshine Secondary College
north campus needed enrolments and it needed to
bolster its numbers. In typical Labor style, what
happened? They forgot about it. They said the centre
had to move, but they left it there for four years. The
Tottenham English Language Centre is still there
with a wonderful headmistress by the name of
Yolette, who does a marvellous job. It is good to see
the honourable member for Sunshine nodding his
head in agreement. That school has been providing
200 refugee children with their first exposure to the
English language. That is not all. On average,
40 Muslim girls are participating in the Tottenham
English Language Centre, not only because they
need to be taught English to communicate in this
society but also because they have never had any
schooling in their lives before. What did the Labor
government try to do to them? The 1990
memorandum tried to abolish the centre and place
them into the Sunshine Secondary College north
campus.
I am sure the honourable member for Sunshine
Sitting opposite would be well aware of some of the
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problems at the Sunshine Secondary College north
campus. He would be well aware of the
opportunities these children need to be given. They
need to be given gradual exposure not only to
English but also to new systems of teaching. I can
assure the honourable member for Sunshine that
even though he may not have been involved in that
issue I certainly have been, as has Ucia Kokocinski,
an upper house member for Melbourne West. I have
visited the school and spoken to the headmistress.
I can asswe the honourable member for
Sunshine-Mr Baker interjected.
Mr HONEYWOOD - I have become better
acquainted with the western suburbs in the past four
years than the honourable member for Sunshine. I
can assure him - the local member - that as a
result of this government's work I predict that the
1990 Labor government memorandum will be
reversed and that we may find the language centre
which has served the refugee children of Victoria so
well and which was going to be abolished by Labor
may still be there.
Mr Baker - They will never be fooled by people
like you.
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ethnic functions in my electorate I take offence at
those remarks and ask that they be withdrawn.
The DEPUI'Y SPEAKER - Order! You first of all
raised a point of order. There is no point of order.
You chose to make a personal explanation. You have
now asked the member to withdraw because you
find the remarks offensive. You put the Chair in a
difficult position because when a member asks the
Chair to request another member to withdraw, the
Chair has to obey the request from the floor.
I repeat the statement I made previously when
similar requests were made: if we continue to be
offended by what could well be the general cut and
thrust of debate in this chamber we will end up with
a vocabulary so narrow that it will be very difficult
to make a speech at all. The honourable member for
Warrandyte has been requested to withdraw that
statement. I ask him to assist the Chair by agreeing
to do so in an unqualified way.
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) - I do not
know why the honourable member takes offence,
but I withdraw. On that pOint, if I may - Mr Baker - I ask the honourable member to
withdraw.

Mr HONEYWOOD - You can say that.

Mr HONEYWOOD - I unequivocally withdraw.

Mr Baker - I know it's true.

Mr Baker interjected.

Mr HONEYWOOD - How many ethnic
functions would you have been to in Sunshine?

Mr HONEYWOOD - I make a point which will
not insult the member because it is the truth.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Although the
Chair is extremely tolerant of the banter across the
chamber, I would like it to be contained within a
reasonable level. I ask the honourable member for
Warrandyte to continue without too much assistance.

Mr BAKER (Sunshine) -On a point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker - sit down!

. Mr HONEYWOOD - If in the previous Labor
government the honourable member for Sunshine
had been the one trying to do something for the
migrants in his electorate I know for a fact he would
have dragged a media posse with him. It would
have been full camera lights and it would have been
the least appropriate thing for those children to put
up with. Based on evidence he has given to me, that
would have been his first visit for some years to an
ethnic community in his electorate.
Mr BAKER (Sunshine) -On a point of order,
Mr Speaker, although I do not mind a bit of cut and
thrust, given that I spend most of my time going to

Mr Honeywood - On what basis?
The DEPUI'Y SPEAKER - Order! The Chair has
just taken some adVice. I understand that although
as a former minister of the Crown the honourable
member for Sunshine may make a speech from the
table, he is not at liberty to make points of order
from the table. If he wishes to do so he should return
to his allocated seat in the house.
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) - The fact is,
Mr Deputy Speaker, that of the 230-0d.d ethnic
functions I attended from October last year to
October this year - most of them in the western
suburbs - I did not see the honourable member for
Sunshine at one of them. I did not see the
honourable member for Sunshine at one of the 186
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ethnic functions I attended the year before, and,
again, they were mostly in the western suburbs. I
did not see the honourable member for Sunshine at
one of the 170-odd functions I attended mostly in the
western suburbs three years ago. 1bat is an example
of the rhetoric that Labor members opposite trot out
at election time with their so-called concern for
multiculturalism. They all know how to notice
ethnic communities come preselection time, but at
the end of the day it is exposed for what it is -pure
humbug. The only real delivery of services to ethnic
communities comes when the opposition is in
government and when it is time to buy a few votes.
They trot out to the largest communities; and I will
not name them - Mr Seitz - Name them!
Mr HONEYWOOD -1bat is when the open
chequebook comes out and they say, 'How much do
you want?'. A classic example of that was the
honourable member for Northcote at the last
election. We actually had a very good candidate in
Northcote at the last election. He was from a
non-English-speaking background. So concerned
was the honourable member for Northcote - Mr Baker - Name him? Who was he?
Mr HONEYWOOD - So concerned was the
honourable member for Northcote -we see very
little of him in this place these days - that he
organised a rally the night before the election at
which he promised a very large community in the
Northcote electorate $1 million-Mr Seitz - What community was it?
Mr HONEYWOOD - He offered some
$1 million to help it buy a church for a school
building. Not only that, he put his name to a letter to
that effect. He signed it as the Treasurer of the state
the night before the election. He made out that that
was an ironclad guarantee that this government
would be locked into. Who knows how many votes
he bought that night in typical Labor style?
However, it had absolutely no binding effect on the
new coalition government. It was a typical deceitful
exercise. It was an exercise that was not budgeted
for by a disgraced Treasurer. It is the most appalling
case of vote buying that I have ever come across in
my six years in this place. We know what they are
like on the other side!
The previous Labor government made many
promises in the Warrandyte electorate. They were
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made by the former member for Ringwood, Mrs Kay
Setches, who I notice took a leading role in the quota
debate of late. In the lead-up to the last election she
promised a new Warranwood primary school for
$3 million which, again, was not budgeted for. Of
course, she could never deliver, because she knew
she would be ousted as her government would be
ousted.
This government found the $3 million for the school,
even though it took us two and a half years. This
school will open in a new suburb that has
mushroomed, a suburb that did not exist eight years
ago but which was neglected by the former Labor
government until the last election. The closest
primary school is Croydon Hills, which has
750 students. This happened under a Labor
government concerned with quality education! I am
pleased after two and a half years of disciplined
budgeting that the government has delivered on
another hollow promise of Kay Setches that would
never have been delivered. We have shown we can
deliver by adopting proper financial management
practices.
In a macro sense LOTE is delivering in terms of both
targets and resources. Some 350 science and
mathematics teachers are currently being retrained
in Japanese and Indonesian at the University of
Melbourne. They will resource the commitments the
government has given of achieving its target of
every primary and secondary school student being
taught a second language by 1996.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr HONEYWOOD - I am pleased to hear that
after all the hard work there is some bipartisan
support. In the macro sense, whether it is the
sta tewide language policy or support for ethnic
schools or communities that never received support
under the previous government, such as the
Ethiopian, Russian-Jewish and Eritrean, this
government is producing results. The federal
government was meant to assist those communities
by allocating $32.50 per person per year, but it has
refused to increase its allocation. This government is
picking up the entire $70 a year for those 24 000
people.
Whether it is the macro or micro-education areas
such as in my electorate with the provision of a new
school; whether it is the building of a road system
such as the Eastern Freeway or the Ringwood
bypass; or whether it is providing extra psychiatric
services because the previous government spent $55
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a head in the northern and western suburbs but
spent only $15 a head in the outer-east because that
is where the so-called rich people live - instead of
22 beds for 500 000 people in the outer-east there are
now 43 - the social policy commitments of this
government are working. We do not get the
headlines that the previous government got nor do
we use the same rhetoric, but when it comes to
delivering we know how to do that because we save
the pennies first and think through the process.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) - The budget presented by a
government should benefit all the people, but this
budget does not benefit all the people. The
government prorogued Parliament because it
wanted a fresh start; it wanted the community to
think it would take a new direction, that the leopard
would change its spots. It is a miserable budget for
people in my electorate because this government
does not consider all the people, particularly those
whom the honourable member for Warrandyte
spoke about: the recent arrivals, those less fortunate
and those less able to defend themselves.
When talking about the benefits to the state we
should think of all Victorians. Government members
say they have done a variety of things, but they do
not say that the government has taken money from
services provided to people who can least afford to
lose those services. If the government were accruing
a surplus it should fund new projects and provide
services to recent arrivals - the minority of ethnic
communities that have not been provided with
adequate services. It should not rob Peter to pay
Paul, but that is what the Treasurer is doing.
The obnoxious $100 home levy is still imposed on all
Victorian home owners. I would have congratulated
the Treasurer if he had abolished that tax because
that would have shown that he was starting to think
as a Victorian rather than as a dictator trying to
extract as much money as possible from the
working-class people who are least able to speak up
for themselves. I note that a television report tonight
suggested that many people feel that if you have
money you can do business with this government
but that people with no money will not do any good.
I have referred before to McOonalds trying to pinch
parkland in St Albans for one of its restaurants. As I
said, if you have money you will get your way with
this government.
The Premier wipes his hands of the controversy over
the process for selecting the Melbourne casino
operator and says that some people are sore losers. It
is a serious problem because international
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companies tendered for the casino and they are now
described as sore losers.
This government operates on the basis of who you
know, who is doing the talking on your behalf, who
is your lobbyist. Perhaps we should have a register
of lobbyists such as is the case in the United States of
America where every dollar spent by lobbyists,
whether it be lunch, air travel, school fees for
children and so on, must be put on the public
register. Perhaps we should look at that for Victoria
after the fiasco with the casino tender process.
Every day of the week one reads in the newspapers
about homeless children, people in crisis, problems
with ethnic communities and businesses being
closed. I do not say these issues are happening
everywhere all the time, but government members
have been brainwashed into believing that these
things do not happen. I know they exist in my
electorate.
Keilor has a large number of immigrants and many
refugees who are supported by their families. Many
people who are recent arrivals to our country have
been traumatised. I believe we need an
expansionary budget that provides services for those
people. It is not right to be taking money from some
services and giving it to others.
Post-war migrants, particularly aged members of the
community in my electorate who are in the autumn
of their lives, have many problems and needs
because during their working lives they were used
by the previous Liberal government as factory
fodder. Nothing has been done to take care of them
in their old age. Special accommodation, nursing
home and hostel accommodation and recreational
facilities are a prime need in the west and north west.
When those people came to Australia there were no
services available and many were not in a position
to learn proper English. Everyone knows that as
people get older they revert to their native tongue.
In many cases people cannot communicate with
their grandchildren. There is a need for services to
assist those people to improve their English so that
they can speak with their grandchildren. Even
people who have been here for a long time can feel
isolated. None of that detracts from the great need of
recent arrivals. If the economy is expanding, we
should be able to afford to introduce new services
without closing down existing services.
I now turn to the local government changes being
implemented by the government. Information about
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the municipal boundary changes that are taking
place is mainly printed in English and three-quarters
of a million Victorians are being left out because the
government has not put money into explaining to
migrant communities and their leaders what the
changes are about and how they can exercise their
democratic rights by making submissions about
their knowledge of the areas concerned.
In many areas migrant groups have named their

clubs or organisations after the municipality,
geographic location or postcode area. The names of
many organisations in my area begin with the name
of the locality, such as 'Keilor', 'St Albans' or
'SWlShine'. The government has not assisted those
people to understand. Decisions have been made
somewhere in an office behind the scenes and to
those people it seems like some mythical power is
making the decisions. A large percentage of those in
the community have been left in the dark.
But it is not confined to those in the migrant
community who do not have a good command of
the English language. Other residents in my area
have also been left in the dark. Apart from the
efforts of local government bodies themselves, I
have not seen any great effort by the government to
explain the processes. That situation leaves a lot to
be desired.
If the community is to be involved in the democratic

process people should be consulted properly on the
changing of boundaries and the reorganisation of
municipalities and particularly on the changed
names of municipalities. In many cases, people have
become very attached to the old names. Although
the clubs have changed hands, people have
remained dearly attached to and have retained the
old names, and in my area they are often prefaced
by ,Albion', 'St Albans' or the name of some other
locality.
The Liberal Party prides itself on being the
law-and-order party. However, my area seems to
have problems with law and order. In the vicinity of
my electorate office there is a Tattslotto agency that
has been robbed in broad daylight twice in the past
eight weeks. A shop down the road has also been
robbed during business hours. Shopkeepers in my
area are concerned to have extra police foot patrols
in the area to discourage criminals. Do we have to
go the same way as America and adopt a rent-a-cop
system where you hire a guard to stand outside your
premises all day as some of the banks already do?
That does not promote a good image and does not
encourage business or the community in general to
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have a say. I do not see any extra money allocated in
the budget for those services.
I turn now to the question of Victoria's youth. We
should be investing our money in our youth. The
previous speaker talked about new technology and
about second languages being taught in schools. I
welcome that, but in the meantime teacher numbers
are being reduced, class sizes are increasing and
schools are being closed down. State schools are
disappearing and people will be forced to put their
children into private schools. Is that the real aim of
the government? The government is shifting
expenditure. In cases where state schools are a
considerable distance from where people live
households will need a second car to get children to
school, which is the equivalent of paying private
school fees.
Recently in my electorate we held a forum on
education. We heard the story that on two days a
week children come home because there is no
teacher to teach their subject. In that situation, kids
become disenchanted and instead of being
encouraged to stay on at school as they were under
the Labor government, which achieved a 75 per cent
retention rate at VCE level, they leave school at the
age of 14 or 15. Those are some of the concerns that
need to be put on the record because they are so
important to the future of the state and in particular
to people who came here from other countries.
The honourable member for Warrandyte talked
about second languages and so on. It is important to
give migrants a reasonable education so that they do
not suffer the same fate they suffered in their own
countries because Australia is a young country
trying to develop a world image and reputation
based on everyone being equal. The only way that
can be done is for the government to put funds into
services that are the natural obligation of any
government to provide for its people.
The government should also put funds into the
production of energy. The privatisation of Victoria's
utilities and other services, which is now taking
place at an accelerated rate, will not provide service
to the community. It is all very well for the
government to provide a winter concession for
people who cannot afford power and who can
qualify for such a concession if they hold a health
benefit card, but it has to build that into its budget as
a community obligation cost.
Mr Stockdale - That is already in the budget!
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Mr SEITZ - That is what I said. But they will not
get that back once the assets are privatised. People
argue that commwtity service obligations should
always be in the budget and that privatised
organisations should be paid, but once those
organisations control the utilities they will dictate to
the govenunent what amount should be in the
budget. Invariably, the prices of electricity, water,
gas and welfare services will increase.
Welfare agencies are already gearing themselves to
have two arms in their organisations. At one end
they will be a welfare organisation or charity and at
the other end they will market their private
enterprise business to bring in money. It means they
will tender for govenunent services. It will be a case
of if you can afford it, you will receive the service,
but if you cannot afford to pay, you will not receive
the service.
That will create hardship and problems because in
many cases the pension does not cover the cost of
the services that people need. If people happen to be
aged and frail and need a welfare service
organisation to provide a service their pension will
be used up. Whether they get the service will
depend on whether their families have enough
money to support them and pay the difference
between what they can afford from their pension
and the actual cost of the service. If they do not have
that support they will be left without the service.
You fall through the net because the government has
not foreseen it and has not provided for it. It always
happens. When service providers turn into private
agendes it is always the business partner who
progresses and the charitable side that is forgotten
and phased out.
I have mentioned on other occasions the fact that the
Multiple Sclerosis Society of Victoria is now going
down that road. The accommodation and the day
centre in St Albans are being phased out and the
organisation is encouraging the other arm of its
service, which is the fee-for-service operation. It has
decided that this is what should take place but it is
not necessary because the centre has had
govenunent funding and support. The same applies
to the Yooralla Society of Victoria, which is closing
its accommodation centre in St Albans. If you cannot
afford to pay for it you cannot have it, but you can
have it if it is on a private market basis.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
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Mr SEITZ - They are the facts. The govenunent
is encouraging groups to go down that track.
Commwtity accommodation units are in the same
situation. The service will be fostered out and
companies will tender for the operations. Our gaols
will be handed to private enterprise. All these things
mean that the government is removing its
responsibilities. If we hand everything to private
enterprise we will not need the state and we may as
well be run from Canberra and have only one
govenunent. We have built these things up over
many years. They have been paid for and
developed, but now we are removing ourselves
from them and handing them over. Once you have
given everything away you cannot get it back. You
may have to build a whole new system. Privatisation
is going to be accelerated even further. The British
have moved away from that theory because they
have learned their lesson, but we are still chasing it.
I should like to mention some of the issues
concerning my electorate. People are worried about
the services they need. The budget has not brought
them any joy or relief. If you make a request for
housing ministry accommodation you have to wait
an average of eight years if you are lucky. In most
cases the waiting period is indefinite. There is little
hope that the government will do anything for the
people who qualify for housing accommodation.
The situation is creating all sorts of side effects and
problems, particularly in electorates such as mine,
which is a growth area. It has a mixed community of
people, some of whom can afford private
accommodation and some of whom cannot. People
get relocation money and bond money and a certain
amount from social security for rental
accommodation, but there is always an expense in
moving. It disrupts the family and the education of
the children suffers because they have to change
schools. It is not desirable. What is desirable is for
people to have security and a permanent area in
which to establish themselves as members of the
local community. This budget brings no relief to
people in that situation in my electorate.
There is also a need for parks and gardens in _the
area, but there is no money in the budget for that. In
some areas there is a need to buy fannland to extend
and develop parks but there has been no progress
there, especially along the upper Maribymong
River. The minister has just announced a study on it
but there have already been several studies and now
we need money for it. That is how Brimbank Park
was acquired and developed.
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There is not much joy in the budget from what I can
see. In respect of road construction in my electorate,
the arterial roads need particular attention. The
Keilor-Melton Road has had an increase in traffic
and is in urgent need of duplication before fatalities
occur, but there is no relief there. Paying for
infrastructure is a government responsibility, in
conjunction with the subdividers who must pay
their share and provide the land or whatever that is
needed for a road to go through. In respect of the
Keilor-Melton Road, an easement is being used as
the main feeder road to the Calder Highway.11lat is
essential because both sides of the road from Taylors
Lakes to Sydenham are being built up. Only one
road comes out of the estate and people trying to get
out cause accidents because they get frustrated after
waiting for 10 minutes to get onto the major road on
their way to work or taking children to school.
Now that the Premier has accepted the pOSition of
Executive President of the Australian Soccer
Federation, sport has become very important.
Sydney has got the 2000 OlympiCS, but sport should
be promoted across Australia rather than centralised
in a certain area. The money that has been spent on
the grand prix could have been used in any part of
Victoria to promote sport, particularly among
children. The Minister for Education says we have to
have physical education at school and that
after-school facilities have to be provided.
Sometimes funding for sporting clubs encourages
them to develop their own facilities.
In my electorate we are trying to establish the
Kealba football club, but I have been told that about
$24 000 is needed just to get it established and to buy
the guernseys for the kids, who will then have an
after-school actiVity. It is a big task for the parents to
raise the money up-front, and that figure does not
include registration fees.

Again, some of those matters should be encouraged
by governments. It is part of their social obligation to
develop a community attitude and develop
programs for youth. Football is a popular sporting
code in Victoria. On the other hand, some youths
like soccer, and again they need encouragement.
Many members of my electorate prefer to play
soccer and many voluntary organisations take
young kids from the age of six onwards and put in a
lot of their own time for soccer training.
It is all about providing a community service for
young people to develop into fine citizens through
sporting clubs and organisations. These groups
deserve support and recognition from the
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government. The government is receiving plenty of
money through the TAB - before they sold it and the casino. These groups should not have to go
cap in hand either to local government or to
ministers with a submission.
The government has suggested a change in tack by
proroguing Parliament and saying it is a fresh start
with a different direction, but the direction appears
to be the same. The $40 000 that was spent on the
function at Parliament House at the opening of
Parliament would have gone a long way within my
community. Even $2000 or $3000 for each group
would have helped many people, and many parents
would have felt encouraged to increase their
voluntary effort.
As many honourable members would know, not
every parent participates, but those who give of
their time tend to do it day in, day out and they are
often baby-sitters for those who just drop their kids
off at the various activities and come back to pick
them up when training is finished or turn up on
presentation night or for some big club function.
Those dedicated Victorians need some recognition
or encouragement from the government,
particularly if we want to develop our sporting
community for the Olympic games in Sydney in
2000.
.
We bathe in our athletes' successes, as we did
recently when the champions came home from the
Commonwealth Games, but money needs to be
injected into encouraging both our youth and those
working with them to develop sporting and
recreational opportunities for young people and to
develop their talent.
Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - I listened to the
honourable member for Keilor with great interest. I
thought he was going to stray into the much-loved
area of Labor's class warfare. They love to divide
and rule and to put people into categories and then
say, 'You're against this group and you're against
this group. Let's have a fight and see who wins.', but
I was pleased to see that the honourable member
just resorted to the usual diatribe that he has
spouted in this house before.
Mr Leigh interjected.
Mr FINN - The honourable member for
Mordialloc asks if he is opening his office yet. As 1
understand it, the honourable member for Keilor
opens his office for only 2 hours a day.
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There is no doubt in my mind that this government
is one of the great reformist governments in
Victoria's history. Both the Premier and the
Treasurer are in the house at present and I place on
record my appreciation for the efforts they have put
into restoring Victoria to the state of economic health
we have today, and I am sure many millions of
Victorians would join me in those sentiments.
I must say that sometimes it feels as though we have
been in government for more than two years - so
much has happened and we have come a long way.
In order to fully appreciate just how far Victoria has
come in the last two years we should take a look at
the last four or five years of the previous
government and revisit the reasons why Victoria
was well and truly on the ropes when we were
elected to government in October 1992.
The house will be delighted to hear that I have done
a bit of research on this pOint, and I am sure I will
not need to remind anybody of the VEOC. The first
article I have is by a chap named Ben Hills, and I am
sure many will remember him. The article is headed,
'How VEOC lost $100 million.' As I recall, that is
somewhat of an understatement because I think it
lost $111 million, but with this crowd over here,
what's $11 million between friends?
The article begins:
The behind-the-scenes story of how a small

government investment bank managed to lose more
than $100 million of public money makes Premier John
Cain's admission of 'monumental mismanagement'
look like an understatement.
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The VEDC, is in a commercial sense, insolvent at
30 November 1988 and 30 June 1988 there was
deficiency of shareholders' funds of $78.724 million
and $72.372 million respectively. The loss incurred for
the five months to 30 November 1988 was
$6.352 million and for the year to 30 JUne 1988 was
$105.12 million.
During the period under review, the VEDC lent almost
twice its contributed capital ($32 million on 30 June
1988) to its five largest clients:
Until October 1988, the VEDC did not have a manual
on policy and procedures in relation to its lending and
investment practices.
Substantial amounts of money were advanced, without
the full board considering complete and detailed
information on the viability of the business; the
financial position of the borrower; and the cumulative
impact of these advances on the VEDC.

The next bit is somewhat of an understatement, and
in fact it underlines the entire history of the former
government:
There was a tendency to throw good money after bad.
As I said, quite an understatement in itself! The
article by Ben Hills further states:
The Board: did not properly fulfil its role in that it did
not ensure that the normal procedures appropriate for
a financial institution were developed, documented
and implemented.

His comments on the then minister were:
Mr Fergus Ryan's pitiless dissection of the Victorian
Economic Development Corporation running out of
control (his own words) of both government
supervision and normal business practices is an
economic horror story made all the more graphic by his
restrained and economical language.
At every level of the corporation's operations he found
'inadequacies' in management, 'failures' to check loan
applicants, information 'withheld' from the people who
needed it, an 'absence' of proper management
procedures, a 'lack of supervision' of the loan portfolio.

As members would be aware, Mr Ryan's report was
presented to this house in 1988, and I think it is
appropriate that we remember some of the main
findings of that report. They were:

Mr Fordham should have been alerted by the stock
market crash to consider the likely impact on the VEDC
portfolio. He failed to read carefully before signing two
badly drafted. letters relating to the government's
underwriting of the Wallace float.

Mr Phillips - Maybe he can't read.
Mr FINN - He probably can't. Another article
by Brendan Donohoe in the Age of 22 September
1988 states:
The Treasurer, Mr Jolly and his department of
Management and Budget, did not escape the stinging
criticism of the Ryan report into the VEDC loans affair.
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The policies of DMB were found to be contributing
factors in 'the current financial crisis' that caused the
government bank to go broke.
The report, commissioned by Mr Jolly, criticised
Mr Jolly's lack of lending budgets for the VEDC and
supervision of those budgets, plus DMB's requirement
that the VEDC pay a fixed dividend.
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The VEOC was backing companies that were going
to the wall at an average of once a week. Such was
the former Labor government. Another article in the
Herald of 7 March 1989 states:
Confidential VEDC documents show that as early as
1983-

we are talking five years before this came out Mr Ryan criticised the government's decision to have
the VEDC - a central part of the government's
interventionist economic strategy - being under the
Department of Industry, Technology and Resources
and not the Treasurer.
He said DMB 'implicitly encouraged the VEDC board
to increase loans without knowing that the appropriate
quality control was in place.

It should not surprise anybody to realise exactly

why the people of Victoria lost faith so quickly and
in such large numbers in the Labor Party and its
appalling government. Time magazine of 2 January
1989 used the words:
Although WA might represent some of the worst
excesses of intimate government involvement with
business, it is not the place where their failure has cost
the public most. This distinction now probably belongs
to Victoria, as became clear last week with the release
of the independent report by chartered accountant
Fergus Ryan on the Victorian Economic Development
Corporation. The farce of the VEDC's lending policies,
as revealed by Ryan, has cost up to $112 million.
Victorian Premier John Cain managed to squeeze an
election in before the full fiasco of mismanagement
became clear. He went to the polls last October, his
Labor Party sneaking back with a majority of four. This
is the one bright spot for Cain. But rumblings of the
VEDC affair may reverberate for years.

Other views at the time were:
The 'body count' of Victorian companies which have
collapsed after being lent millions of dollars of public
money has now topped 45.
According to a still far-from complete analysis by the
Herald the amount at risk is more than $110 million.
A new application for the appointment of a
receiver-manager or for the liquidation of a VEDC or
VIC-backed company is being lodged at the Supreme
Court almost every week.

warning bells were ringing - and being ignored about the corporation's investment control,
management practices and potential conflicts of interest.
The same documents reveal the VEDC's board was
beu\g warned three years ago that loan approvals were
heavily over-budget. So too were share investments,
threatening 'embarrassing' losses for the corporation.
Had the government and the VEDC board acted
promptly on the warnings, notably from a former
general manager and the Auditor-General's office, the
worst of the VEDC disaster might have been avoided.

Again, inaction by the then government was the
thing that cost Victorians many millions of dollars.
Now we come to what was perhaps behind the
whole VEDC scandal. I again quote
Brendan Donohoe, who said:
The Cain government secretly used the Victorian
Economic Development Corporation to bankroll
ventures that boosted the government's political
standing and re-election chances.
According to thousands of pages of confidential VEOC
and government documents seen by the Herald the
VEDC was used to fund controversial financial,
political and industrial deals.
A common feature of the deals was their behind closed
doors nature which allowed the government to avoid
public scrutiny.
Some VEDC board members were alarmed at the way
the government relied on VEDC funds. They believed
the VEDC was sometimes used as a short-term'cash
register' when the government needed quickly
accessible funds.
The Treasurer, Mr Jolly, last night claimed the VEDC's
and government's actions were in line with
government policy.

That would not surprise me one little bit. The article
continues:
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He confirmed that the VEOC was used as the
'appropriate vehicle' to follow through on government
policy decisions.

Following the political nature of the VEOC and the
particularly scandalous use of the VEOC by the
fonner Labor government, I refer to an opinion poll
which appeared on 4 January 1989 and which states:
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The Treasurer, Rob Jolly and the Attorney-General.
Andrew McCutcheon, said today depositors' funds in
the Pyramid Building Society are secure. There is no
reason for people to withdraw their funds.
Withdrawals are totally unnecessary and only create
difficulties for customers. Rumours circulating about
the society are without foundation.

Further, the media release states:
The Cain government would have lost the October
state election if voters had known then about the
massive losses made by the Victorian Economic
Development Corporation, according to a poll
commissioned by the Herald.
According to a poll conducted over the past two nights
by AGB: McNair, only 33 per cent of Victorians would
have voted Labor at the election had they been aware
of the $111 million loss by the VEOC last year.

Building societies are subject to state legislation which
is designed to ensure that depositors' funds are secure.
They are required to lend predominantly on the
security of freeholder mortgages and 50 per cent of
their assets must be in residential mortgages. Building
societies have a secure asset base.
The ministers said that the Victorian government will
cooperate with all relevant authorities to ensure that
depositors' funds are secure.

The poll shows most voters believe the election was

timed so that disclosure of the $111 million loss by the
VEOC last year would not become a major election
issue. Sixty per cent of those polled said they believed
the election was called early to avoid disclosure of the
loss.

'That clearly shows that one cannot con the Victorian
public. In 1988 the Cain government knew what was
coming. It knew the disaster it had created and it ran
to the polls before the people could be properly
infonned about what it had been up to. Coming
from the Labor Party, that behaviour really should
not surprise anybody.
An Honourable Member - Not even the Labor
Party!
Mr FINN - Indeed, not evert the Labor Party.
Moving on from the VEOC, I shall make a quick
visit to the Pyramid saga.

Mrs Wilson interjected.
Mr FINN - The honourable member for
Oandenong North may be interested to know what
has happened in Victoria over the past two years
compared with what the fonner government did. I
am trying to illustrate the comparison. I do not
believe the honourable member has been in the
house all night, so I will bring her up to date on this
one. I have a media release dated 13 February 1990.
It may be the most infamous media release in the
history of government in this state. It is headed,
'Pyramid Building Society' and states:

So it all began! We saw the collapse shortly
thereafter of the Pyramid Building Society and
200 000 Victorians lost their savings. Indeed, we saw
thousands upon thousands of people marching on
Parliament calling for the resignation of the then
Premier and the then government. Who could have
blamed them?

An article on the front page of the Herald Sun of
10 July 1990 states:
Angry protesters called for the resignation of the
Premier, Mr Cain, in a display of Pyramid power in
Melbourne today.
The protesters, from towns throughout Victoria, took to
city streets to warn the state government it must protect
their savings and jobs in the building society collapse.
Protesters condemned Mr Cain for doing too little too
late to prevent hardship from the closure of Pyramid
and its associated building societies.
About 1000 of those who had marched in the rally kept
up their fiery vigil this afternoon as they demanded to
see MrCain.

The article reports that Friends of Pyramid
spokesman Mr Graeme Wallace said the inquiry
should look at the building society registrar,
Mr Oavid Lafranchi. Mr Wallace is reported as
saying:
There is no question that the government was made
aware of potential problems 12 months ago ... and that
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there was inadequate staff and resources to deal with
that

There is no doubt in my mind that if the coalition
parties had been in government at the time that
Pyramid had faced the problems that it was facing,
the Pyramid Building Society and the Farrow group
would not have collapsed.
1his government would have got them through.
There would have been no collapse. This
government would not have seen the disaster and
hardship that afflicted more than 200 000 Victorians
at that time.

I have numerous examples of the sorts of people
who lost their savings, who in many instances lost
their homes and businesses. It is really extraordinary
that any government was able to get away with
what the former government did in 1988.
Indeed Mr David Lafranchi, the registrar of building
societies, warned the state government earlier in
1989 that there was a danger of a building society
collapse in Victoria. As reported in the Sunday Age of
8 July 1990, his advice to the government then was:
'The likelihood of a collapse of a building society in
Victoria is very real,' he said, after detailing the
industry's recent sharp growth and the history of
building society failures in other states.

An article on the front page of the Age of 1 July 1990
- the Labor Party's very own paper -is headed
'State warned to act years ago' and says:
The state government was warned more than three
years ago that the Pyramid Building Society was in

trouble and was urged to take a much tougher stance in
supervising building societies, a senior Melbourne
manager said yesterday...
'I just can't understand how the state government let
this situation continue for so long. They were warned
two years ago by myself and by other industry
spokesmen that there were problems in the way that
the group was being run.
'It was obvious to the industry then that Pyramid was
proceeding down a very dangerous track. They were
already paying top money for their deposits and
lending these funds to the very volatile commercial
property market', he said.

More than three years before the collapse of the
building society, the former government was
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warned of what was coming and it sat on its hands
and did absolutely nothing. It sat back and watched
200 000 Victorians go down the drain. It watched
Geelong go down the drain, it watched Ballarat go
down the drain and it watched numerous other
regional centres go down the drain with all the
hardship that followed. 1bat is the Labor Party for
you! 1bat is the Labor Party in government and that
is something that people will take a long time to
forget!
An Honourable Member - They should be in
gaol!
Mr FINN - Given some of the protestations of
the Leader of the OppOSition, perhaps he was
referring to the leader of the former government
who should be in gaol. You never know, he has not
named them, perhaps he is talking about Mr Jolly
and Mr Cain as the ones who should be in gaol!
I am certain that he would not be on his own! I shall
very briefly refer to the last budget of the Labor
government, and what an absolute doozey it was.
The Herald Sun of 13 August contained headlines
that read 'Kimer "misled House"', 'PTC shake-up to
slash costs' and on the front page, 'No jobs, no
growth, new debt', which sums up the Labor Party's
last budget. Of course we have to remember that
was the budget where they sent the Treasurer
overseas, they did not want to know him - you
could hardly blame them for that - and they
invited John Halfpenny into the cabinet room, and it
was John Halfpenny who drew up that budget. It
was not a Sheehan budget; it was a Halfpenny
budget and it continued to make Victoria the
laughing-stock of Australia.
I am pleased to say that no longer is the case. I refer
to some of the reactions to that budget from
newspapers around Australia. For example, the
Australian Financial Review carried the headline,
'Victoria is the banana republic's basket case'. The
Age, in an interesting headline, referred to 'A fantasy
budget that comes from never-never land'. An
article in the Australian Financial Review is quoted in
the Herald Sun of 14 August 1992 as follows:
The Victorian budget papers confirmed what a great
many people have feared but have dared not say.

I could go on for quite some time talking about the
disaster, but I do not have the time. But I wish I did!
I could go on for hours, if not days, talking about the
disaster of the former Labor government. This was
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meant to be the great Labor experiment,
nevertheless it blew up in Victoria's face and
dragged us into the mud. It was the decade of
disaster that the Labor government delivered to the
people of Victoria. However two years into this
government things have clearly changed. Last
Saturday evening I was fortunate enough to actually
go out to dinner, which was quite an eXciting event
I had not had the opportunity for some months, but
I was very pleased to do that It took me three tries
to get into a restaurant One restaurant was full, the
second restaurant was full and I just managed to get
in at the third restaurant. The rest were completely
booked out. There were good crowds right along.
There is no doubt about the fact that the
entertainment industry is well and truly booming
again in Melbourne and in VictOria, and it just goes
to show that under this government Victorians have
learned how to enjoy themselves again. We are on
the move!
During the course of the last election campaign, I
was rung by a small businessman in my electorate
who was in tears. He was in the process, he told me,
of losing everything. He was losing his business, his
house and his family. He told me that he was close
to suicide. I went to see him and we spoke for some
time. It surprised me because he is a big macho sort
of bloke and one would not think he would be the
type to break down to tears, but he explained his
situation to me and obviously a great deal of
sympathy was extended to him. But the interesting
thing was that he knew who was to blame for the
situation that he was in. He knew that it was the
Labor Party. He knew that it was the Cain and
Kimer governments that had dragged his business
down. He knew that the blame for the personal
disaster that he was facing rested squarely on the
shoulders of the Australian Labor Party. In fact he
told me just the day before that he chased Peter
Gavin, my erstwhile opponent in Tullamarine, out of
the shop with a carving knife. I counselled him
about the lack of intelligence in doing that, but he
insisted that that was the best way to go. He had put
his life into that business; in fact he had put
everything into that business and the Labor
government had destroyed his dream.
Recently, that same person rang me and told me that
he did lose his business and his home, but I am very
pleased to say that he kept his family. He told me
that under the Kennett government he has started
again. He told me to keep the good work up and
that this government must continue the way it has.
He said that government has given him hope and
the willingness to have another go, and that is the
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story of this government. People have been given
hope to have another go, to pull themselves back
from the disaster of the Labor Party and to have
another go.
I will give you a further example in my electorate,
the Gladstone Park Shopping Centre. Very early in
my candidacy for the seat of Tullamarine - The SPEAKER - Order! The time being
10 o'clock, it is my duty to interrupt business.
Sitting continued on motion of Mr GUDE
(Minister for Industry and Employment).
Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - As I was saying, in
1991, very early in my candidacy for the seat of
Tullamarine, I visited the Gladstone Park Shopping
Centre. I was with the current Premier, then the
Leader of the Opposition. At that time the shopping
centre had only a quarter of its potential occupants;
it was deserted, with barely a shopper in sight That
was very clearly the real face of Labor's decade of
darkness.
Last Saturday afternoon, after I had been to the
Swlbury show, and a very pleasant event it was too,
I went shopping as is my wont from time to time. I
went to Safeway at the Gladstone Park Shopping
Centre. I am very pleased to report to the house that
the shopping centre now has 100 per cent occupancy
and I had enormous difficulty actually getting a
parking spot. The place was abuzz; there were
people everywhere. It was the face of Victoria on the
move. Victoria is back in town, and the Gladstone
Park Shopping Centre shows exactly what that
means to average Victorians.
Given what has happened over the past five or six
years, one extraordinary thing never ceases to amaze
me. I have raised it in this house before and, no
doubt, I will have to raise it again. So long as we
have the opposition whinges, knocks and carps,
which it does so well, it will not accept responsibility
for what it did in government The time has come
for those responsible, the members of the Labor
Party, to stand up in this house, accept responsibility
for what it did to the state and apologise to
Victorians for the devastation it caused during its
10 years in office. It must accept responsibility for
that ID-year debacle, and it must apologise. The time
has come, and I challenge it to accept culpability and
apologise to the people of Victoria.
I am·very proud to be part of the team that is
restoring to my children the same opportunities I
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enjoyed. As I said at the beginning, the Premier, the
Treasurer and this government stand as champions
of the dreams, hopes and aspirations of Victorians
throughout the length and the breadth of this state.
The latest opinion polls show that the people are
with us. We have a 65 per cent approval rating, but
the Leader of the Opposition is Mr 16 Per Cent. He
will not be there much longer so it does not really
matter.
This bill is another part of the rejuvenation process. I
have often said in this house that I love Melbourne
and I love Victoria. It is with a great deal of pleasure
and pride that I support this legislation, support this
government and play my part in the team that has
got Victoria back on its feet. I am sure that will
continue into the years ahead.
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proposal to alter the conditions of employment of
the teachers at this centre -will cause the teachers
to become public servants. They are most irate about
that, and I strongly support them.
In a letter they wrote to me, the staff of the school
asked two questions. The first question, to which
they would like a response from the minister is:
Why is it proposed in the recommendations arising
from the present review of the Distance Education
Centre, that the school, a pilot school in the Schools of
the Future program, be made an extension of the Rialto
bureaucracy rather than a self-governing school of the
future with a school council representing the interests
of its community?

The second question is:
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms GARBUIT
(Bundoora).
Debate adjourned until next day.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment).

ADJOURNMENT
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - I move:

Why are the distance education centre's 1100 full-time
students, and their parents, the only completely
disenfranchised school community in this state, in spite
of two decades of demands for a school council?

They are serious and important questions, the
answers to which will determine the future of the
distance education centre. I hope the minister will
review the recommendations to ensure that this
school remains a very important school of the future,
because it provides a service that no other school in
this state can match - nor can any school match its
record in distance education.

That the house do now adjourn.

City of Springvale
Distance Education Centre of Victoria
Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Education the anxiety
that is being felt by the Distance Education Centre of
Victoria, which the honourable member for
Warrandyte referred to in his speech earlier tOnight.
The Distance Education Centre of Victoria is an
organisation I have some knowledge of, and I
certainly have a great deal of experience in distance
education. I confirm the beliefs of the staff at the
centre, that theirs is a true school, that they have a
full-time teaching responsibility for their students,
that they have a real responsibility for the successful
outcomes of their learning experiences and that they
have a personal relationship with each of their
students.
I understand a review is currently being conducted
by a Or Bob Carbines, who is the general manager,
quality programs division, in the Directorate of
School Education. One of the recommendations - a

Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) - I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Planning the further
activities of my dear, close friends at the City of
Springvale. As the minister is well aware, he is now
responsible for a tip which the fonner Kimer
government bought as a dud from the City of
Waverley, which had been managed by the City of
Springvale and fonnerly operated by Mr Brumby's
chief political adviser, Mr Reed.
The SPEAKER - Order! Has the honourable
member raised this matter on the adjournment
before?
Mr LEIGH - Not this one.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member can continue.
Mr LEIGH - For 18 .months a particular business
sought to gain a permit for the construction and
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operation of a petrol station at the corner of
Heatherton and Boundary roads, which is an island
site bounded by the proposed Dingley bypass and
the realignment of Boundary Road. For 18 months
this businessman sought to develop a petrol station
but got nowhere. As I understand it, the proposal
finally wound up on the desk of the Minister for
Planning, who has proposed to take some action to
correct the situation. I believe he will.
It seems that, once again, this bunch of ecological
vandals, who have little concern for the business
environment, are up to their old tricks. We know
they are owned and operated by the honourable
member for Springvale, which is well-known in the
local community. It seems this council has, once
again, belatedly tried to appear interested in our
community, but in reality only the restructuring of
local government has caused it to become interested.

I ask the minister what action he proposes to take
about the matter I have raised. It seems rather
serious that a council can take so long. After he has
made a decision about what he proposes to do, I ask
that he keep a watchful eye over the City of
Springvale while it exists, because some of these
people have shown a tendency to act somewhat
vindictively towards people they have, let us
say-Mrs Wilson interjected.
Mr LEIGH - Well they have; you know them as
well as I do. You are owned and operated by them!
You know it They own you, you know it! In the past
these people have shown a tendency to take on
anybody they think does not suit their interests. I am
not talking about all the council, and I have to say I
exclude the present mayor, Cr Mitchell. The council
finally did something right by getting rid of
Mr Brumby's adviser and putting in Cr Mitchell.

I would have to say it has come too late in the piece,
particularly after it has taken 18 months and when
this businessman has been put at risk seeking more
employment - The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.

Tullamarine Freeway
Mr CARU (Coburg) - I ask the Minister for
Industry and Employment to direct the attention of
the Minister for Roads and Ports in another place to
the widening of the Tullamarine Freeway and the
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possibility of producing an environment effects
statement to examine noise pollution, increased
pollution, any possible alternatives to widening and
also traffic congestion around both the entrances
and exits of the freeway.
Since the opening of the Western bypass the freeway
has experienced problems with increased noise
levels. When the freeway was built 68 decibels was
the maximum noise level permitted. The World
Health Organisation now says that 63 decibels
should be the maximum. The freeway was
engineered poorly with inadequate noise abatement
protection for adjoining houses. The current plan by
Vicroads is to increase the freeway to four lanes. The
freeway currently needs decent noise abatement
measures and decent engineering. At the moment it
has few trees and fences. Furthermore, there is the
ongoing issue of creek restoration. In the 1980s some
work was done on a bike path and the creek.
However, the construction of the freeway in the
19705 has left a fairly deep scar running right
through the Moonee Ponds creek and valley area.
In the 1980s the l.abor government completed a
number of works along the Moonee Ponds valley
which sought to repair some of the damage.
However, no work has been done to alleviate the
noise problem, which needs to be faced up to.
Although widening the freeway would clearly be of
benefit to freight carriage and the residents of the
outer suburbs, it should not be at a cost to the
residents of the inner suburbs. Something needs to
be done about the noise levels to improve the
amenity of people affected by the widening, which
is an issue of great concern in the area.
A number of public meetings have taken place. The
residents want the minister to look at remedies to
protect the local amenities and the quality of life for
residents. If widening is to proceed, measures must
be taken to impr:>ve the local amenity of the Moonee
Ponds valley. The EES would be a sign of good faith.
It would also be a possibility - The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.

Roads: stock crossings
Mr A. F. PLOWMAN (Benambra) - I ask the
Minister for Industry and Employment to direct the
attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports in
another place to stock crossings on public roads,
which has been an issue of increasing concern to the
farming community for years. I believe the letter I
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quote will tell it all. I received a copy of the letter
two weeks ago. It is labelled only 'Darren's Story'
and states:
After a normally busy day Darren and myself milked
our cows and headed off to lock them up. On August
26 at approximately 6.00 p.m. Darren was killed while
crossing cattle over the road. We took no shortcuts. We
had 'cattle crossing' signs up as well as our ute parked
on the side of the road with hazard lights on. The road
always scared us so we did it together and as safely as
we could.
It was Darren's compassion that killed him. He
couldn't have stood back and just let it happen. He ran
and tried to flag the driver down. To watch someone so
precious to us die doing something he loved so much is
a picture that will never leave my head or my heart. In
just a few horrific seconds Kellie that is his daughterand I have lost everything that we lived and dreamed
for. Darren was a kind and loving man who believed in
trying to do the right thing and for this he has dearly
paid.
The letter continues:
Not 5 minutes before his death Darren and myself were
discussing with our local vet and friend about using
some sort of flashing light system. His words to the vet
were, 'If we don't get something done about this
crossing someone will die here'. Never in my worst
nightmare did I dream it would be Darren.
The letter concludes by saying:
I beg of you not to read this letter and think, what a
shame, but to act before this tragedy hits you or
someone you love. There is a great need for some sort
of warning lights to be in use for the safety of every
fanner and driver. People must be made aware of the
danger in stock crossings.
As I said, I think the letter says it all. The issue of
stock crossings is being reviewed by the minister
and by a committee. I suggest two things: one, that
cattle crossing signs should be included in the
learner-drivers handbook and that every
learner-driver should know them - The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.

883

Ambulance services: training
MrTHOMSON (Pascoe Vale) -In the absence
of the Minister for Health I direct to the attention of
the Minister for Industry and Employment the
training of ambulance officers to deal with people
who suffer partirular types of seizures and who
need the immediate administration of rectal valium.
The particular case I bring to the attention of the
Minister for Health is that of Mr Gary Ryan, his wife
Judith and their son Marcus who, on 28 September,
suffered a prolonged grand mal seizure.
The first ambulance that attended was not a MICA
ambulance. Marcus was administered valium
intravenously but, in the meantime, before the
second group of ambulance officers showed up, he
went into respiratory depression and ended up in
intensive care. If the first ambulance officers, who
have three years of first-aid training, could
administer rectal valium while waiting for the MICA
ambulance the Ryan's point is that their son would
not have gone into respiratory depression.
The Ryans are supported by members of
Interchange North West who have written to the
minister about this issue saying that they called the
ambulance. The ambulance that attended was not
equipped to administer rectal valium. A prolonged
wait at such a scene causes grave concern to workers
and children with disabilities. Representatives from
Interchange North West believe it is important that
ambulance officers have training in the
administration of rectal valium which assists
dramatically in the sedation of children who suffer
from this form of epilepsy.
I ask the minister why the first ambulance drivers
were not able to carry out the procedure. Surely
life-saving procedures are a fact of life for all
ambulance staff. Further, concern has been
expressed by the group about reports that
firefighters may now attend ambulance emergencies
and they may be the first people to arrive on the
scene. Clearly firefighters would not have this kind
of training.
The matter has been raised with the Minister for
Health on a number of previous occasions, certainly
through the course of this year. Mr and Mrs Ryan
have provided me with correspondence. The matter
has been raised with the Minister for Health. The
Department of Health and Community Services
know everything about,it and it is supported by the
members of the Epilepsy Foundation of Victoria
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who have expressed concern that the issue needs to
be on the public health agenda and that action needs
to be taken to provide ambulance officers with the
necessary training before lives are lost.

Criminal record checks
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) - I direct to the
a ttention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services the question of criminal record checks for
carers used by the Sandringham family day care
program. The community services manager of the
City of Sandringham, Helen Stuchberry, and Sandra
Adams, the family day care coordinator, raised the
matter with me. Currently they are looking after the
placement of some 100 children in approximately 46
households. The scheme has operated well but has
more children to look after than people who are able
to act as carers.
The immediate problem concerns the fact that
historically there has been no charge for police
record checks, but under the prindple of the user
pays it is now proposed that a fee of $24 be charged
for each application. I understand the merit, because
police time is involved in the checks, but in the case
of a household where there are for example four
adults, that fee is multiplied by the number in the
household. In the case of a family similar to the
family of the honourable member for Eltham, where
there are two parents and two adult children over
the age of 18 years, the fee would be $96 when the
remuneration for day care is $2.20 per hour per
child. Ms Stuchberry is concerned that the
imposition of the fee, which has not been applied in
the past, may be a disincentive for council staff to
embark upon the obtaining of police record checks.
Her view that it is in the best interests of children to
ensure that they are placed in households where
their safety is assured is not likely to be questioned.
Accordingly, I ask whether there is a possibility of a
concession being given or some other measure being
implemented so that there is no cost disincentive to
obtaining police record checks, bearing in mind the
modest remuneration of $2.20 per hour per child.

Betting systems
Mrs WILSON (Dandenong North) - In the
absence of the Minister for Fair Trading I direct to
the attention of the Minister for Agriculture, who is
at the table, my concern about a number of
get-rich-quick betting systems that have been
advertised not only in the metropolitan daily
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newspapers but also in a number of sporting
magazines and newspapers during recent weeks.
These systems are based mainly on horseracing and
are surprisingly attractive to a number of people
who are fairly gullible. Although most of the
gambling systems I have seen advertised have
originated. in Queensland and New South Wales, in
more recent times some of them have had Victorian
addresses. Some of the advertisements offer money
back if the customer is not satisfied, but I
understand from talking to the consumer affairs
ministry in Queensland that the guarantees are not
worth the paper they are written on. As I said, I
contacted the office responsible for consumer affairs
in Queensland and was advised that it had received
many complaints about the betting systems. It had
investigated 11 of them, 5 of which it found to be
complete con jobs; the other 6 were just attempts to
systematise betting and the guarantees they gave
did not stand up to scrutiny.
There appears to be considerable variety in the types
of betting systems around and an even greater
variety of prices associated. with them, ranging from
approximately $50 to several thousand dollars.
I had a call from a young man yesterday who told
me he had responded to a scheme that was
portrayed. as a business investment opportunity. He
had been flown up to Queensland, met at the airport
and taken to a very glamorous office where he was
given some instruction and some software packages
cOIUlected with the scheme. When he asked some
questions he was told that all the answers would be
given when he paid his $25 000. The scheme was
offering a return of $200 000 a year for the $25 000
outlay. I ask the Minister for Fair Trading in the
public interest to investigate similar schemes that
are apparently operating in Victoria. I am sure the
minister understands there are no 'sure-thing'
betting schemes.

Frankston Freeway
Mr MclEllAN (Frankston East) - I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports,
through the Minister for Agriculture, the small
section of the last 200 metres of the eastern side of
the Frankston Freeway, which does not have sound
barriers. There are about 12 houses along the section
where there is a fair bit of noise. Because that is
where the freeway meets Cranbourne Road, the
trucks use engine brakes and, conversely, vehicles
taking off from the start of the freeway create a fair
bit of noise as they accelerate away from the lights.
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Secondly, teenage schoolchildren are cutting
through the chain wire fence to take a short cut to
their school further up the road. It is a dangerous
practice and residents are concerned that teenagers
crossing the freeway at this point are acting in a
dangerous manner and may be hurt. I am sure it is
only a matter of time before someone is seriously
injured or killed. I spoke to Vicroads officers about
the matter and they say the cutting of the fence is a
frequentoccwrrence. They have reparred it on
several occasions but within a few days it has been
cut through again.

Many people in my electorate are elderly and therr
sons or daughters may be interstate or overseas.
They may incur the fine but forget to pay it and therr
parents are then left to pay the fine. If on-the-spot
fines are not paid on the due date they can increase
from the original fine of S25 to SI25. It is certainly
easier for people to pay the original fine. I know of
some instances where the accumulated fines have
reached S1000 or even S2OOO. I believe a community
education program is required.

The residents believe - and I support them - that a
sound barrier would make it impossible for
schoolchildren to take a shortcut across the freeway
because the barrier is much higher and is difficult to
scale because it has smooth walls, whereas the fence
can easily be cut. I am sure no-one would like
anybody, particularly a young teenager crossing the
freeway, to have a fatal accident. I ask the minister
to investigate the installation of a sound barrier
along that 200 metres on the eastern side of the
freeway before someone is killed.

Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - I drrect to the
attention of the Minister for Agriculture the quality
assurance program recently introduced in Victoria.
As a member of the government's agriculture
committee I have a keen interest in the reform
program of the Victorian meat industry, in
particular the establishment of the Victorian Meat
AuthOrity.

Fines
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) - In the absence of the
Attorney-General I ask the Minister for Agriculture
to bring to her attention the aIIUlesty on fines paid to
the Sheriff's office by 15 October. I believe people
should pay therr fines because they are part of
society. If they have committed a wrong, they
should pay the fine. However, since the
announcement was made and letters have been sent
out a number of people in my electorate - I was
amazed at how many have outstanding fines and
warrants - who received S25 on-the-spot fines now
find the amount they have to pay has reached S120
because of court costs and other expenses.
I ask the Attorney-General whether when such fines
are issued people can be informed that if they do not
pay them by the due date they are liable to incur
double or triple the cost of the fines because of court
costs and other expenses. They may start off with a
S25 fine, but they end up having to pay a great deal
more.
It is a difficult problem in my area. Indeed, the
honourable member for Warrandyte referred to
migrant women who are tmable to read or write.
When official letters come to therr household they
often have to ask therr children or therr neighbour to
read them.

Agriculture: quality assurance program

The 1993-94 annual report of the authority outlined
how the industry has moved from the traditional,
costly meat inspection system which operated in
Victoria for many years to a quality assurance
program which has resulted in substantial industry
self-regulation.
The move towards quality assurance programs and
industry self-regulation is based on the Meat
Research Council's quality assurance trials adopted
by the Victorian Meat AuthOrity. The chainnan of
the authority, Mr Watson, states in part that
the authority's adoption of the encouraging results has
made Victoria a test case for national reform. The move
has gained widespread industry support.

Meat processors in the Victorian meat industry are
actively embracing these reforms and rapidly
moving towards a new system. Mr Watson also said
that
the most outstanding feature of 1993-94 has been the
willingness of Victorian meat processors to sign on for
the need. to change and to contribute proactively to the
planning process to restructure their industry.

The quality assurance system adopted by the
authority is compatible with international standards
and the changes proposed will result in Significant
benefits to the Victorian industry - the dual
benefits of higher quality coupled with substantially
lower costs.
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Far from languishing behind the rest of Australia as
it was when Wally Curran ran the industry at his
whim, the Victorian meat industry is now the
pacesetter and this state's system should be adopted
across Australia. I understand the Minister for
Agriculture has had some discussions to that end,
and I see substantial benefits for the national
industry if the system were adopted in other states,
particularly in export works.
I ask the minister what progress has been made
towards the adoption of the quality assurance
system in the national industry and what steps the
minister is taking to encourage and speed up that
process on a national basis. This is a very important
issue for the meat industry and is of state and
national Significance.

Responses
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning) - The
honourable member for Mordialloc raised with me a
matter regarding the Sandringham council. It is true
that I have approved amendment L63 to the
Springvale Planning Scheme, which was submitted
to me for approval. However, I took the opportunity
as the minister to vary the approval of the
amendment. Whereas the amendment sent to me
originally prOVided that $45 000 was to be paid to
the council for variation of the roadside area of the
service station, I made a variation to make sure the
money was sent to Melbourne Parks and Waterways
because the particular special area was in sandbelt
open space.
The council and the applicant company wishing to
develop the service station have now been advised
of amendment L63 as varied and approved by me.
In my letter to Cr Mitchell, the mayor, and the
councillors of the City of Springvale I state:
I have approved amendment L63 to the Springvale
Planning Scheme in a modified form from that adopted
by council on 25 July 1994.
I consider that the financial contribution proposed to be
paid to council as inappropriate because the
introduction of the petrol station is an 'intrusion' into
the concept of the 'Chain of Parks'. The contribution
should be made to Melbourne Parks and Waterways,
the body coordinating the concept of the Sandbelt
Open Space project, to enable the progression of the
project rather than to council for the localised
upgrading of the road reserve surrounding the site.
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Council should be mindful of my view when the
planning permit is considered and ensure that council
does not place financial burdens on the developer
which I may consider excessive in light of his generous
contribution to the open space project.

I enclosed a copy of the amendment as it
subsequently appeared in the Government Gazette.
The honourable member for Mordialloc may well
conclude my contribution in the variation of this
amendment was not entirely disconnected from my
consideration of the fact that the City of Springvale
has not yet accepted any responsibility for the mess
it has given me at the tip.
Mr Micallef interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Springvale is disorderly and is out of his
place.
Mr MACLELLAN - I shall treat seriously the
interjection from the honourable member for
Springvale, but all I can say is that he should regard
this as a Signature fee for appropriate approval of
the amendment.
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - The honourable member for
Sandringham referred to the cost of police record
checks. I shall take up that matter with the Victoria
Police and find some resolution. The honourable
member referred to the example of four adults in a
particular location which may be used for child
minding, where the cost of apprOximately $96 may
be seen as prohibitive. I shall get back to the
honourable member if there is some way of
resolving that matter.
MrW. D. McGRATH (Minister for
Agriculture) - The honourable member for
Morwell raised for the attention of the Minister for
Education the operation of distance education
centres. He spoke of a pilot distance education
centre and a review of the whole process. I shall
direct that matter to the attention of the minister,
who will address the concerns of the honourable
member in his usual fair and constructive way.
The honourable member for Coburg raised the
matter of an environment effects statement for the
Tullamarine Freeway in relation to lighting and also
noise now coming from the much heavier traffic
flow on the freeway. He referred to the fact that the
government is looking at establishing another lane
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on the Tullamarine Freeway to cope with the
build-up of traffic, particularly coming from the
airport, thereby allowing speedier access to and
from the freeway. He cited the fact that the world
limit of 68 decibels was about the overall maximum
and indicated that perhaps the noise level on the
freeway today was even higher. I will bring those
matters to the attention of the minister.
Mr Thomson interjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - As the honourable
member for Pascoe Vale interjects, we need an EES.
I will take that up with the Minister for Roads and
Ports on the honourable member's behalf and ask
the minister to respond.
The honourable member for Benambra raised a
tragic occurrence in his electorate relating to farmers
herding cattle. It sounds as though it was a dairy
herd moving across a roadway at dusk. A fatality
resulted from that experience. The honourable
member is requesting that, where there are regular
stock crossings, flashing lights be installed. He also
asks that learner drivers have an understanding of
road signs leading up to stock crossings. Once again
I shall bring that urgent matter to the attention of the
Minister for Roads and Ports. It would be tragic if
something similar happened again involving
motorists, pedestrians, as in this case, or the stock
itself.
The honourable member for Pascoe Vale raised with
the Minister for Health the training of ambulance
officers and their administering of various drugs
that may be needed in an emergency from time to
time. He gave as an example in this case the
administering of Valium to a patient. Once again,
that is a matter for the Minister for Health. That will
be brought to her attention.
The honourable member for Dandenong North
raised with the Minister for Fair Trading gambling
systems being brought down from Queensland and
used to lure people from Victoria to participate in
them. I agree with her that there is no sure type of
betting. I guess that is what gambling and betting
are all about: chance. I sympathise with her concern
that many unsuspecting or uneducated people may
get trapped into thinking there is easy money at the
end of the line. That will be brought to the attention
of the Minister for Fair Trading.
The honourable member for Frankston - The SPEAKER - Order! Frankston East.
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Mr W. D. McGRATH - He should be the
honourable member for Frankston. He could do
both seats down there. The honourable member
raised with the Minister for Roads and Ports a noise
problem on Cranboume Road as it joins the freeway
at Frankston. He asks for sound barriers on the
eastern side for about a 200-metre distance. He also
points out that teenage school children are forcing
holes through protective fencing and therefore
putting themselves in danger. I shall also bring that
to the attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports.
The honourable member for Keilor raised with the
Attorney-General the anmesty on fines for people
who have difficulty understanding the language of
notification and that the amnesty will be concluded
and fines must be paid. If they are not paid there are
significant penalties after the anmesty has been
concluded. Once again I will bring that to the
attention of the Attornev-General on the honourable
member's behalf.
The Minister for Agriculture is the next on the list A
matter has been raised by the honourable member
for Monbulk concerning encouraging the federal
government to go down the same path we have
gone down with the establishment of the Victorian
Meat AuthOrity. That authority, led well by John
Watson, has certainly brought about some
Significant changes in abattoir and meat processing
systems in Victoria. We are now contracting out
those meat inspection services and ultimately we are
following a two or three-year program in a move to
quality assurance.
Consultation between the Australian Meat and
Livestock Industry Policy Council and industry
groups is likely to result in the recommendation that
there be a change of roles for the Australian Meat
and Livestock Corporation and the Meat Research
Council in line with the Industry Commission's
report into the meat industry.
One major recommendation is that the industry
move towards more self-regulation. I will be
encouraging the Minister for Primary Industries and
Energy, Senator Bob Collins, to ensure that the
export industry also look at more self-regulation
within the industry and at putting necessary quality
assurance protocols in place.
As I have said before in this place, unless the food
industry backs up its export product and its
domestic product with quality assurance programs,
it will be selling itself short. The meat industry can
be more efficient if it can be assisted by government
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in coming to terms with the cost of meat inspection
services and with more contracting of those types of
services to our meat processing system, helping and
supporting the industry with quality assurance
programs.

a more competitive export situation, with our
exports going into the global marketplace. I thank
the honourable member for Monbulk for raising that
issue.
Motion agreed to.

We will continue to encourage the federal
government to go down the same path we have
gone down in Victoria in our domestic meat
industry. If that is achievable, I believe we will be in
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House adjourned 10.49 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. J. E. Delzoppo) took the chair
at 10.04 a.m. and read the prayer.

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

Dogs: leashing
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of certain citizens in the state of
Victoria respectively showeth that:
The section of the domestic animals act pertaining to
the leashing of dogs when outside the owner's property
be amended to stipulate that (1) dogs may be permitted to be exercised off-lead and

under effective control in appropriate
environments, and;
(2) councils be obliged to allocate areas where this may

occur.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that the
government take this action.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will "ver pray.

By Mr McArthur (188 signatures)
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Architects Registration Board - Report for the year
1993-94

Tomato Industry Negotiating Committee - Report for
the year 1993-94
Wine Grape Industry Negotiating Committee - Report
for the year 1993-94

LIQUOR CONTROL (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Withdrawn on motion of Mr STOCKDALE
(Treasurer).

PRIVATISATION: IMPACT ON
COUNTRY VICTORIA
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
move:
That this house, noting that government policies have
alread y had a disastrous impact on country Victoria as
evidenced by the closure of 151 country schools,
country hospitals and five country rail lines, condemns
the government for the harsh and discriminatory
impact on country Victorians of the government's
privatisation agenda for the electricity, ports, water,
grain handling and racing industries, and calls on the
government to ensure that in any restructure of the
former SECV the uniform tariff is maintained and
accordingly that prices for business and consumers in
the country, including all service and supply charges,
are no greater than those of the city.

I move this motion todav because we have seen after
just two years of this go~ernment an unprecedented
attack on country Victorians. It does not matter what
area of spending or government responsibility you
look at, this is a government that has sold out the
interests of country Victoria.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Lest we get off on the
wrong foot this morning, I ask honourable members
on the government benches to cooperate with the
Chair by remaining silent.
Mr BRUMBY - This is a government that has
sold out the interests of country people, as I shall
show in a few moments. Wherever you go in
country Victoria, whenever you talk to country
people, whatever country newspapers you look at,
the country people of the state of Victoria are sick
and tired of the policies of this government.
People are fed up; they have had enough; they have
been sold out. They know only too well that the
government's policies sell out the interests of
country Victorians. This government backbench is
intimidated by the Premier and the Treasurer and
will not stand up for the interests of country
Victorians. For nine months they have been jelly
backs. The Minister for Agriculture regularly sells
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out his constituents. You never hear him supporting
the country.
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The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the honourable
member for Ripon that it should be a legitimate
rather than a vexatious point of order.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! It is not the intention of
the Chair to allow the debate to continue in this vein.
I have made a mental note and I am about to take a
written note of those who are interjecting from the
government benches and I will call them at the
appropriate time. In the meantime, they should
remain silent.
Mr BRUMBY - A quick audit shows that this
government has savagely attacked the living
standards of country Victorians. In the past
12 months more than 130 country schools have been
shut down. They include Buckley Primary School,
St Helen's Primary School, Kalkee Primary School,
Redbank Primary School, Mount Tavlor Primary
School, Bobinaw~rrah Primary School, Burram~e
Primary School, Metcalf Primary School, Barkers
Creek Primary School, Myall Primary School and
Berriwillock Primary School. The government has
tried to shut Munroe Primary School but the parents
are not prepared to cave in to the dictatorial policies
of this government.
The rail closures across the state include the
following lines: Ballarat-Dimboola, Mildura-Swan
Hill, Melbourne-Leongatha and
Shepparton-Cobram. The hospitals that have been
shut across Victoria include those at Elmore, Clunes,
Macarthur, Murtoa, Mortlake, Kaniva, Beeac and
Koroit. General beds have been closed and other
hospitals are at risk, including Lismore and
Manangatang. The Minister for Health is in the
chamber. Let the Parliament note that she has a hit
list of 30 country hospitals that she intends to have
closed down by the next election - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! If the honourable
members for Ripon and Portland cannot contain
their enthusiasm and interjections the Chair will
have to take action against them.
Mr Baker - We'll support that!
The SPEAKER - Order! Who is robbing this
coach, you or Mc Kelly? I ask honourable members
to remain silent.
Mr ELDER (Ripon) -On a point of order,
Mr Speaker - -

Mr ELDER - Unlike other members of this
house, I raise legitimate points of order. When I do
not, I am sure you, Mr Speaker, will advise me. The
leader of the Opposition has misled the house by
saying that the Kaniva hospital has closed. It has not
closed.
The SPEAKER - Order! There is no point of
order. If the honourable member for Ripon wishes to
rerute what is being said he will be called at the
appropriate time.
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - If the
Parliamentary Secretarv to the Minister for
Education w~nts to speak in this debate and tell us
about the government's great job of closing more
than 130 schools in country Victoria he should do it.
You do not show up in yO~lf electorate anymore!
You do not have the courage to show up because
they would run you out of town! You haven't got a
backbone!

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I believe it is some
40 years since a member of the government benches
has been thrown out by a Speaker of this house. I am
not sure whether some members of the government
want to make history. The Leader of the Opposition
would assist in controlling the debate by addressing
the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY - Let us consider what people
from country Victoria are saying about the
government. The Melbourne Age of 3 September
1994 states:
Lola Hand has cooked scones for Liberal Party cake
stalls for more than 40 years. She has sold raffle tickets,
rallied support and attended party meetings in her
home town, Warracknabeal, in Victoria's Mallee, for
just as long.
When Jeff Kennett was elected Premier and the
Liberal-National Party coalition became the
government in October 1992, Mrs Hand was delighted.
But last week, Mrs Hand left the Liberal Party - and
took delight in telling a party canvasser who phoned to
find out why she hadn't paid her annual dues that she
wouldn't be rejoining.
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Mrs Hand, 59, says the government has betrayed the
bush. 'I'm a country woman, but the Liberals and the
National Party have completely forgotten about us. I
won't rejoin and I never will. I didn't expect miracles
when the coalition got in. I knew they had to fix things
up, but I didn't think things would get so much worse.
They have just lost the plot'.

She was a member of the Liberal Party for 40 years.
People in Benalla make jokes about the McNamara
effect. The article continues:
One man who has lost patience with the coalition is
Mr Bill Hill. In 1982 Mr Hill belonged to the election
committee that ran Mr McNamara's campaign for the
safe seat of Benalla. Yet by 1993 Mr Hill was furious
with the government. When the local school at
Warrenbayne was threatened with closure, he wrote a
letter to the Age: 'The seething anger in country Victoria
is turning into an ice-cold rage. Country people have
had enough. Ask your local coalition politician where
their children are being educated and if they could
continue to afford it on an ex-politician's salary'.

They are the comments of two country Victorians,
but there are many more. An article headed 'Service
cuts hurting: rural Libs' in the Age of 31 August 1994
states:
Rural branches of the Liberal Party have attacked the
state government's performance in the country,
accusing it of slashing too many services ...
'We just wonder whether they really relate to the agony
being suffered in the bush ... perhaps they don't want
to hear the misery out here. The small communities are
rapidly dying ... It's really a plea for help and more
understanding' .

That opinion comes as no surprise when you
examine the budget figures that were released just
over a month ago by the Treasurer. When you adjust
the agriculture budget to take account of capital
charges and superannuation you find that there has
been a real reduction in expenditure. Despite all the
rhetoric and the claims about looking after the bush,
the figures show that resources for agriculture have
been cut in real terms.
The government will say the budget papers show a
23.4 per cent increase in funding for agriculture, but
when you adjust for carryovers and the allocation of
superannuation, capital charges and property
service charges the actual increase in nominal terms
for agriculture is a measly, pathetic, appalling,
disgracefu11.4 per cent - in other words, a cut in
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real terms. The Minister for Agriculture goes out
into country Victoria and misleads the public by
saying there has been an increase in agricultural
funding. The reality is that there has been a cut to
agriculture in real terms in this budget.
The proof is in the pudding. Statistics from the
Australian Bureau of Statistics show departures
from Victoria in 1993 and paint a frightening picture
of country Victoria. In 1993 some 1339 voters left the
seat of Seymour for New South Wales and
Queensland; 1182 people left the seat of Shepparton;
1093 left the seat of Murray Valley for greener
pastures; 1043 local citizens of Benalla decided they
had had enough of the cutbacks in the bush and this
govenunent's policies and migrated to New South
Wales and Queensland; 902 voters left Gippsland
West; and 819 voters ran away from Bendigo West,
its member of Parliament and this govenunent's
policies for New South Wales and Queensland.
That is why the populations of places like that are
actually shrinking. People are running away from
the govenunent and its policies. In the seat of
Pakenham the population decreased by 791 people
and the seat of Geelong North lost 741 people. The
seat of Morwelllost 753 people and the seat of Ripon
lost 767 people. So it goes on right across Victoria.
The seat of Warmamboollost 670 people, the seat of
Polwarth lost 623 people and Bendigo East lost 617
people. Bendigo as a whole incorporating both the
seats of Bendigo East and Bendigo West lost almost
1500 Victorians who departed from those two
electorates in the 1993 calendar year.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY -Government members might
not like the figures but they show that people are
fleeing the government and its policies in record
numbers - the highest number ever in Victoria.
There has been a net population loss of more than
30000 from country Victoria.
I shall read a few other things that country people
are saying about the govenunent. The headline of
the Wimmera Mail-Times of 19 September was,
'Returned soldiers slap McGrath over mergers.' That
refers to the Natimuk branch of the RSL, and the
submission from that branch states:
... when RSL members enlisted for service in the Second
World War they were told they were fighting against
dictatorships and readily accepted sacrifice in the belief
that the whole principle of democratic rule was at stake.

PRIVATISATION: IMPACT ON COUNTRY VICTORIA

ASSEMBLY

892
'Now, 50 years later, we are sadly disillusioned' the
submission said.

'On the vital question of how we are to be governed in
our own area, if your board's plans are carried to
fruition, we are told that we simply do not count. We
are just puppets to be manipulated, pawns to be used'.

That is what the Natimuk branch of the RSL says
about this government.
Again in the Wimmera Mail-Times of 30 September
the headline, 'State report predicts nil popuiation
growth' appears. The article states that for the first
time ever in the history of this region a report from
the state government has shown that there will be
zero population growth in the Wimmera and
Western District in the next 17 years. Despite
families living there and despite natural increases
through the birth of children, people are fleeing
from the state in such record numbers that for the
first time in the state's history the Wimmera and
Western District will experience zero population
growth. What an indictment of this government, its
policies and those members who sit opposite.
What about this one from the Donald Birchip Times
referring to the Wimmera-Mallee pipeline system. I
will quote from the editorial of 17 September
because it is about the government not keeping its
promises:
Here lie the remains of the Northern Mallee pipeline
project. It was conceived by our district pioneers,
nurtured by the community, born under a Labor
government and died prematurely by strangulation
under a Liberal-National coalition.

What are they saying in the Bendigo Advertiser? The
headline reads, 'Budget cuts cost Bendigo
SSI million'. That is not bad, is it? Bendigo lost
551 million last year. There is a spare $30 million for
new offices for the Premier and the Treasurer and
S8 million for Ross Wilson, but poor old Bendigo in
country Victoria, which does not have decent
representation because it has hopeless members of
Parliament, lost $51 million.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - What a gutless wonder!
The SPEAKER - Order! I have already had
some altercations with the government benches this
morning. Now I am having difficulty with the
opposition benches. I ask them to come to order.
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Mr BRUMBY - It is no surprise that the Minister
for Agriculture has left the chamber. They say he
cannot even go back home on the weekends because
people boo him, hiss at him and do not want him
home. He has sold out country Victorians. The
editorial in the Wimmera Mail-Times of 12 September
headed 'So let's hear your side, Mr Premier' states:
As Wimmera-Mallee heads deeper into municipal
restructure and 27 councils face the prospect of
compulsory merger with neighbours, it is time for
Premier left Kennett to put the record straight.

The editorial then quotes this broken promise the
Premier made when he was the Leader of the
Opposition:
Amid the turmoil, bitterness and apprehension of
restructure now taking place at government direction,
Mr Kennett owes the state electorate an explanation, if
not an apology.

Don't hold your breath waiting! I don't think they're
going to get one.
Another headline in the Wimmera Mail-Times is 'City:
back us on this water mess', and the article states:
Horsham City Council has appealed for ratepayers'
support in a concerted campaign against state
government water reforms which might lift Horsham
rates by 16 per cent.

They are really having fun in HOrSham and are
being looked after by the government!
I shall quote again from the Wimmera Mail-Times,
this time of Friday, 12 August. The headline reads
'Restructure like Hitler action - shire leader' - and
the article states:
Wimmera shire council's retiring president Kevin
Dunn has linked the Kennett government's stance on
local government restructure with actions of the
world's notorious regimes including Hitler's Germany.
Speaking with quiet conviction at the shire's last
statutory meeting after 132 years, Cr Dunn said it was
worth remembering the lessons of history, even if they
were at a somewhat different level in different places
and times.

He is dead right about that. Another headline in the
Wimmera Mail-Times reads 'Nationals senator blasts
Kennett over fuel rip-off'. That refers to Senator
Julian McGauran, a man of considerable courage
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who is prepared to stand up and say what needs to
be said on behalf of Victorians. The article quotes
him as saying early this year that the Liberal and
National parties should disband because:
He accused Mr Kennett and state Treasurer,
:\ir Stockdale, of hindering country Victoria's chance to
share in the state's economic recovery.
'The finger can be pointed directly at two people,
Mr Kennett and the Treasurer,' he said.
'Take it from me, the word is they are intimidating the
party room.'

The article continues:
Senator McGauran said intimidation had reached such
a degree the pair was calling for the disbanding or a
backbench committee investigating the fuel price
scandal.

There is a fuel price scandal because last year a
report from the backbench committee recommended
that the government take action to address the
problem of paying 85 cents a litre for petrol in
Portland while paying only 65 cents a litre in the
city. The committee told the government to do
something about it but the government has done
nothing. Country people will pay through the nose
and I can tell you this: when they restructure
electricity tariffs - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - The Deputy Premier has just left
the chamber. It is what we call the McNamara effect;
whenever the pressure is on and we need someone
to stand up for the people of country Victoria, the
McNamara effect comes into play. He vanishes and
cannot be counted.
The people of Wangaratta expressed concerns in The
Chronicle of Monday, 19 July last year. The paper
quotes the honourable member for Murray Valley:
The task of fighting for the interests of country people
has become even harder under the coalition
government, according to one of its own members.

That is Ken Jasper, always renowned for his honesty
and decency, and prepared to say the right thing
even though it might not be popular and even
though he is attacked and victimised. There is a
climate of intimidation and recrimination, and he is
the type of person who, were he not so forthright,
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would unquestionably be on the front bench as a
minister of the government. However, because he
dares to speak out for country people he is treated
shabbily and is relegated to the back bench.
An article in the Herald Sun of February this year
under the headline 'Farmers miss out on flood
funds' states:
... Nathalia farmer Tom Robinson, with four-fifths of
his dairy farm left a sodden mess by last October's

floods, is surprised to hear the Victorian government
talking about having $28 million for flood assistance.
'1 got nothing from the government nor did any other
farmers I know', Mr Robinson said.

,A heap of blokes finished worse off than I have'.

The government could find no money whatsoever
for flood victims despite the fact that hundreds of
millions of dollars of damage has been done to the
north-east. All we get from this shabby, measly
government which could not care less about the
interests of country people is $28 million.1hat
amount did not even trigger federal grants. For an
extra $3 million or $4 million we could have
triggered another federal government grant which
would have been a huge advantage for the people in
the region.
A headline from the Mclvor Times reads 'We'll fight'
and refers to council mergers, and a headline from
the Cohuna Farmers' Weekly reads, 'Water sell-out'.
The article says that the government's plans will
mean that water prices will go through the roof and
dramatically affect water rates in Cohuna.
The Northern Times in Kerang, which is hardly a
Labor stronghold, reports in an article on
30 September:
Power depots threat. The State Electricity Commission
may close its Kerang depot and reassign its 12 linesmen
to other areas, the SEC's regional customer service
manager said this week.

Country jobs are being lost because the SEC is
restructuring in the light of future privatisation.
Everywhere across country Victoria offices are being
closed, staff are being put off and country people are
getting fewer services as a result
The Cohuna Farmer's Weekly has the headline'Local
SEC in doubt.' The article states:
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A State Electricity Commission proposal to close all of
its facilities in Cohuna is 'distressing' according to shire
president, Cr Neil Crouch.

Melbourne will be supplied by four of the new private
companies. Rural Victoria will buy its electricity from
the remaining two companies.

One has to ask: why is this occurring? It is occurring
because the government is flogging off SEC assets
and it is the country people who will pay. The
Kowree Advocate, a leading newspaper in the
north-west of Victoria stated on 14 September:

Alan Stockdale has already admitted that the price of
electricity will not fall as much for country consumers,

The Kowree public says: 'It's tragic that our community
has been a great supporter of a conservative
government; yet they are the ones who are tearing the
guts out of communities like ours! We'll fight!'

There is one editorial that we ought to circulate
throughout Victoria. It carries the headline,
'Kennett's credibility in tatters'. We know that. The
editorial quotes what Mr Kennett said in opposition.
It compares that with what he is doing now that he
is in government. The Northern Times of Kerang has
the headline, 'Urban water shock'. It states:
We may as well be served by Melbourne Water.

It also has the headline 'New plea for hospital
appeal'. The community is desperate for funds for
the public hospital because this government is
slashing funds. The article continues:
A decision to include Kerang in a water authority
covering Mildura and Swan Hill has shocked and
horrified local civic leaders.
Not only has Kerang borough council already sent a
letter of protest to the state government but
neighbouring water authorities have also questioned
the logic of the decision.

Although Kerang is closer to Melbourne than
Mildura, this is the way this government treats
country Victoria. The Colac Herald of 26 August
reports:
Mayor warns about future of local democracy. The City
of Colac's last mayor, Cr Jim Ryan, sounded a warning
about the democratic future of local government at the
city's commemorative meeting on Wednesday night.

He goes on, and I shall address that issue later. The
Swan Hill GuardiJm of 14 September has the headline
'Meeting demands answers'. It reports:
An angry crowd of about 240 people demanded a
moratorium on the merger of the Swan Hill Water
Board with the Suruaysia authority after a public
meeting on Monday night.

Two weeks later the "ame newspaper reports:
Natural resources minister, Geoff Coleman, has been
condemned for his rent-a-<:rowd jibe and support will
be sought to stall his plan for the restructure of water
authorities in the region. An angry crowd of more than
230 attended the public meeting called by the water
board on September 12 and called for a moratorium on
Mr Coleman's plan.

Another article in the Swan Hill Guardian of
19 September reports:
A group of local National Party members are reported
to be plotting to stand an anti-Labor independent
candidate against Barry Steggall.

I shall refer to that again later. On·29 August the
Warrnambool Standard reports:
Ubs angry. The state government has come under fire
from Western District Uberals who claim that rural
communities are being brought to their knees by
'inflexible' government bureaucrats.

It goes on and on. The Mansfield Courier of

28 September reports:
Rally sends government a message. Mansfield closed
down for business last Thursday to send a message to
the government that it did not want to merge with
Benalla and considered itself as a high country shire.

He then went on to attack the government. A letter
on electricity tariffs to the editor of the Warmambool
StantUzrd of 9 September states:

The Border Mail of 28 September has the headline
'MP ignorant, says councils' - that is accurate. It
states:

For 76 years all Victorians have paid the same for
electricity. The coalition agreement spells the end of the
uniform tariff system. Under the new agreement,

The member for Benambra, Mr Tony Plowman, was
ignorant, isolated. and should 'pull his head in' over
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north-east shire amalgamations, the Wodonga mayor,
Cr Terry Corcoran, said yesterday.

The Mayor of Wodonga is saying that the
honourable member for Benambra is ignorant.
Where is the honourable member for Benambra? He
is not in the chamber. He could not care less about
country Victorians. The McNamara effect is at work
again. The McNamara effect causes honourable
members to disappear; they vanish and go missing
when the going gets tough.
Many other comments have been made throu~hl';;:
country Victoria. I shall say a few words about
privatisation because there is no doubt whatsoever
that the government's proposals for the privatisation
of water, gas, fuel, the ports, the Grain Elevators
Board and a range ot other essential services will
have a disastrous impact on country Victorians.
Although during the budget debate I referred to
some of the more general implications of water
privatisation, I shall now refer to the specific impact
it will have in country Victoria. Firstly, I refer to the
Maryborough District Advertiser, which has a wide
circulation in the area and which is represented by
the honourable member for Ripon. No wonder he is
missing from the chamber; he is also suffering from
the McNamara effect. On 30 August the Advertiser
carried the headline 'Maryborough people to be
slugged!.' The article states:
Maryborough people will be massive losers from the
state government's seizure of the city's water assets.
The council will have to find up to $1 million a year
from local ratepayers to cover the loss of the city's
water assets ...
By taking away the city's water and sewerage
responsibilities, the state government has put a
$1 million hole in the council budget.

One cannot find the honourable member for Ripon;
he is never in his electorate office. He has a message
recorder on his telephone, and he does not care
about the interests of people in central Victoria. If
that report was inaccurate, one would have though
the honourable member would have pointed it out
in the next week's newspaper, but he did not. A
week later on 2 September the same newspaper
carried the headline 'Ratepayers about to be fleeced.'
The article states:
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The state and federal governments have been accused
of lying to the public over plans to private water and
sewerage assets.

I notice the honourable member for Ripon has come
back into the chamber. He is ripping off the
ratepayers of central Victoria.
Mr Elder interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - I think there is a rule about
chewing gum inside. Are you going to take the gum
out of your mouth, or do you chew like that in
Parliament and in your electorate?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr J. D. McGrath) Order! We have the potential to whip ourselves up
into quite a frenzy. The honourable member for
Ripon is interjecting provocatively across the
chamber. He is out of his place and I ask him to
desist to allow the Leader of the Opposition to
progress his motion without that kind of support.
Mr BRUMBY - The honourable member for
Ripon is certainly out of his place. He will not be in
his electorate after 1996.
The point about water reform is that the state assets
to the value of $SO million that the people of
Maryborough, over many generations, have built up
and paid for through rates and capital contributions
will be put into the central highlands water
authority, and there is no doubt whatsoever,
accordU;g to the policies of this government, that
that authority will be sold off in the future. So,
550 million worth of the assets of the people of
Maryborough are about to be put into another water
authority that will be sold off, and the capital loss
per ratepayer in Maryborough, which has the
highest unemployment rate in Victoria because it is
represented by an honourable member who will not
look after his electorate, will be $6000.
So, here is a city that will be slugged by this
government! Everybody is paying the $100 home
tax, everybody is paying $1600 extra in taxes and
charges, and the government is about to take away
$50 million worth of water assets, which the
Maryborough people have built up over
generations, and this will cost the average
Maryborough family $6000 a year because the
government plans to flog off the utilities to an
overseas water interest.
Mr Slockdale interjected.
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Mr BRUMBY - You plan to sell it off, don't you!
You are going to own up in this debate and tell us
when you are going to sell them! The only person
who is a fool is you! You are useless as a Treasurer!
You are going to sell them, aren't you, and I will tell
you what would happen!
Mr Stockdale interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - I will not respond to the
interjection, but I shall say that the Treasurer is
backing off at 100 miles per hour on his plan to
privatise water. If he says what I am saying is
wrong, let him get up in this debate and spell out the
timetable for the privatisation of water utilities in
Melbourne and in country Victoria.
The autumn statement shows that this government
and this Treasurer were gung-ho about Hogging the
state's water utilities. Now, the Treasurer is running
away and I ask: what is the timetable? That is what
the people of Victoria want to know! What is the
timetable for selling off the state's water assets to
overseas-owned utilities so that Victorians will pay
through the nose for a high-quality service that
already meets the needs of Victorians. The Treasurer
wants to Hog them off! So, give us a timetable! If
there are no plans for privatisation, we welcome that
because we have campaigned for that. But, there is a
plan for privatisation of either Melbourne Water or
the country water utilities and I say again: give us
the timetable. All of the documentation that the
Treasurer has put out confirms that he intends to sell
off Melbourne Water and country water utilities. Let
me--
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Water up by 69 per cent in five years; Severn Trent
Water up by 69 per cent; Welsh Water up by 75 per
cent; North West Water up by 65 per cent; and
Northumbrian Water up by 80 per cent.
That is what happened to water tariffs after
privatisation over a five-year period, and this will
happen to country Victorians if this government gets
its way and privatises. Worse still is what happens
to the boards because across country Victoria we
have people from the local community who serve on
water boards, often in an honorary capacity. They
have done so because they know the importance of
quality water to their communities. They know the
importance of community networks; they know the
importance of building up a community
infrastructure. But once you privatise these utilities,
what you get is a bit of a director catcher. You get a
bit of a consultant catcher, you get people taking out
of the system whatever they can in a greedy grab for
money.

I shall look at directors' salaries in the UK after
privatisation: South West Water's head chairman of
the board's salary went up from 49 000 pounds to
153000 pounds; for North West - An Honourable Member - More Mr Wilsons!

Mr BRUMBY - For North West, the highest
director's salary went up from 50 000 pounds to
167000 pounds; for Southern Water, it went up from
46 000 pounds to 170000 pounds; for Anglian, it
went up from 49 000 pounds to 187000 pounds; and,
this is the best one, for North West Water it went up
from 58 000 pounds to 360 500 pounds.

Mr Stockdale interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - In one of your infrastructure
policy documents!
Mr Slockdale interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - I shall bring them into the house
in the next debate and quote them and then you will
really look stupid!
For the purpose of this debate I shall indicate what
Melbourne consumers and country consumers can
look forward to if this government gets its way and
flogs off our water utilities. The opposition has just
received a report of the first five years of
privatisation of 15 water utilities in Britain. I shall go
through some of the figures because they need to be
emphasised. This is what the consumer had to pay:
South West Water went up by 138 per cent; Anglian

Have a guess who was the representative of North
West Water in Australia? It is Mr Greiner, the
previous Liberal Premier. He has had meetings with
the Premier and as an agent of North West Water he
is trying to get North West Water to buy Victorian
water utilities to get what he can out of any
directorship in the future.
I invite the Treasurer in this debate to say if neither
he nor the Premier has never had meetings with
Mr Greiner about water privatisation, and to put it
on the record in Parliament because the fact of the
matter is that he and the Premier have talked about
privatisation of water utilities.
I shall move to the question of electricity tariffs and I
make the point at the outset that we have had in
Victoria for decades under the Liberal and National
coalition governments, and under the Labor
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government, a uniform electricity tariff. We have
had that because we believe that whether you live in
Broadmeadows, Toorak, Mildura, Maryborough or
Gippsland you should pay the same for electricity.
That is what the uniform tariff is all about.

Rubbish. Agreed, it takes nerve to so blatantly freeze
power prices until just before the next election. But the
facts are that any government - coalition, ALP, Maoist
or League of Rights - would be able to promise
Victorians cheaper power for the rest of 19905.

If the late Sir Henry Bolte knew what this
government was doing to electricity tariffs he would
be turning in his grave because he fought }'" .rj for
uniform tariffs. This ideologically driven
government is trying to strip away that protection
for country Victoria. I must say it is a very different
policy to that of the Court Liberal government in
Western Australia, and I quote an article in the
Australian Financial Review of 27 September under
the heading 'Uniform power rates decreed in
Western Australia':

The article goes on, but the fact is that this has been a
whitewash. This is no promise at all for country
Victorians. This is a policy and a commitment which
sounds the death knell of country Victorian
businesses.

The complex question of the future of community
service obligations for public authorities has been given
a new twist with a decision of the Western Australian
government to force its power utility to maintain and
pay for uniform electricity tariffs across the state ...
Successive W A governments have decided that people
living away from the areas serviced by the
interconnected grid - roughly a line drawn from
Geraldton to Albany and stretching east to
Kalgoorlie - should not be penalised by having higher
electricity tariffs.

That is the pOSition in Western Australia; that is the
position with the Liberal government there. But
apparently it is not a pOSition we can arrive at in
Victoria because this government is not driven by a
sound, realistic or pragmatic policy. This
government is not inspired by a sense of fair go for
country Victorians. This government is ideologically
driven and will sound the death knell of country
Victoria.
Some weeks ago when the Treasurer announced his
new power structure for Victoria and its power
tariffs the state's economic correspondent David
Walker had this to say for the Melbourne Age of 2
September:

~r Walker produced an interesting graph with his
article. It shows that by the year 2000 the promised
household maximum price for electricity consumers
will be 10 cents a kilowatt hour, whereas the dotted
line on the graph for the expected. future average
price for all users, including businesses, shows a
totally different picture. This graph is in the Age for
everybody to see.

The more interesting debate on wtiform tariff was
the leaked. paper prepared. by Mr Peter McGauran,
the National Party member. It was a very interesting
paper that was leaked. to the parliamentary library.
After the opposition obtained a copy of it
Mr McGauran went to extraordinary lengths to try
to have it removed from the library and removed
from circulation. And well he might, because it is a
quality, professional paper. It shows that this
government is hopelessly driven by its ideological
agenda and that to do away with the unifonn tariff
will cost country Victoria around 7000 jobs.
Let us be clear about this. The detailed analysis in
the paper was prepared. by the National Party MP,
Mr Peter McGauran, who is a federal shadow
minister. He savs that the removal of the wtiform
tariff will hamPer economic growth in country
Victoria, cost jobs, cost businesses and that it will
cost country people. His calculation is that it will
cost around 7000 jobs. I would not have thought
country Victoria could afford to lose 7000 more jobs,
but that is what Mr McGauran says will happen.
Mr McGauran's paper states:
In rural Victoria, there is less demand for electricity

With the Premier, Deputy Premier and energy minister
lined up behind him to emphasise the importance of
the occasion, the Treasurer, Mr Stockdale, declared
yesterday'S power price announcement an unmitigated
government triumph. It had been achieved, he said, 'by
much better management and particularly by the
benefits of competition'.

than Melbourne due to the smaller number of
customers dispersed over a greater area. Also given
that the distance between the generator and customer is
greater in rural areas, there are increased transmission
and infrastructure costs compared to the city. As a
result, the cost of supplying electricity is higher to rural
areas, and the more remote the area, the higher the cost.
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He goes on to say:
Thus the rural consumer already makes a substantial
contribution to the cost of receiving electricity.
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The economic effect of removing cross-subsidies cannot
be exactly quantified, but an indication is available
from a previous study.
In November 1987 the Australian Chamber of

TItis is what the National Party says about the
uniform tariff:
The uniform tariff means that households throughout
Victoria pay the same price for electricity. Small
business pays a different price, but again, this is
uniform throughout Victoria. This is an important
example of a socially desirable community service
obligation, since the uniform tariff does not
discriminate between rural and urban consumers.
The provision ot electricity is a basic 'good', as ready
access to electricity is an essential part of Australian
standards of living and employment, which
governments have acknowledged through prior
sustained and intensive investment in the electricity
industry. There should be no geographical
discrimination in the provision of basic services such as
electricity.

Manufactures estimated that a 1 cent increase in
electricity prices in Victoria would reduce
manufacturing activity by 0.6 per cent to 0.7 per ~ent
and increase unemployment by a similar percef' .1ge,
corresponding to around 7000 people at that time.
These figures give an indication of the magnitude of
economic and social dislocation that flows from high
electricity prices.
However, rural residential consumers would then be
paying around 1 cent per kilowatt-hour more for
electricity than under a uniform tariff and, based on the
1987 figures, we can estimate that there will be some
thousands of extra unemployed people in rural areas as
a result, with accompanying economic and social
problems.
In the longer term, increased costs of living and doing

business will restrict regional development.

Hear, hear! 1bat is what Mr McGauran sayS, and it
is a reasonable point of view. We on this side of the
house support it, but the jelly backs on the other side
went to water. They have sold out country Victorian
interests. Mr McGauran further states:
Moves to discriminate between rural and urban
consumers will contribute to the creation of an
'underclass' with heavy penalties for not living in a
city. This issue goes to the heart of deciding what rights
rural Victorians are to enjoy relative to urban dwellers
in the 21st century. There are economic, social and
cultural arguments for encouraging regional
development rather than penalising rural dwellers.

Hear, hear! He has it dead right! We on this side of
the house support absolutely those comments.
Whatever way you look at it, the decision reached
and announced by this government is a disaster for
country Victorians. When he made the decision
about rural electricity tariffs the Treasurer released a
graph, which was wlsourced. I might say, though,
that it was headed 'Rural tariff average yearly bill
1993-94, constant prices'. There are lies, damn lies,
and statistics, but this has to be the most dishonest,
misleading and deceptive piece of literature I have
ever seen. It is designed fundamentally to give a
false impression of the real impact the loss of
cross-subsidies will have on rural consumers.

He then speaks about the impact:
Furthermore, tourism can only be encouraged by
'keeping the provision of services to tourists cost
competitive with competing regions and the city.

The very comprehensive study by Mr McGauran
concludes that the National Economic Review of
December 1993 estimated that if cross-subsidies
were removed in New South Wales the impact for
farmers would mean they would end up paying
57 per cent more for electricity. That is what it said.
It is the first time the issue has been studied in
depth. Farmers in rural New South Wales would
pay 57 per cent more. What a slug for country
Victorians. Mr McGauran's paper continues:

The reality is that - working back to September
1992, which was the last month of the previous
Labor govenunent - the rural tariff in the average
yearly bill to which the Treasurer referred in his
WlSOurCed graph would have been around $910. If
you go back to when this government was elected,
the rural tariff would have been $910. If you work
that out on the basis of the agreement announced by
the Treasurer it means that in actual money terms
country consumers will be paying around $1150 for
the same amount of electricity by the year 2000.
Far from any bargain or special deal for country
Victorians and far from any tariff arrangement that
will actually generate jobs and regional investment,
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the policies announced by this government and this
Treasurer will mean the average rural consumer will
be paying more than $250 more for the same amount
of electricity over that 8-year period from September
1992 to July 2000. I seek leave to have the graphs,
which are unsourced - The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Will the
Leader of the Opposition advise the Chair whether
he has run these graphs past Mr Speaker?
Mr BRUMBY - Not at this stage, Mr Deputy
Speaker.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER -Order! That is the
normal procedure.
Mr BRUMBY - Thev are verY similar to the
graphs Mr Speaker agreed could"be tabled during
my speech on the budget last week.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! It puts the
Chair in a very difficult pOSition. It is customary in
this place for any proposed incorporations in
Hansard to be cleared first with Mr Speaker. At this
stage I have to deny the request.
Mr BRUMBY - The graphs show rural
electricity charges. The real picture is that from
September 1992 rural consumers paid around $910.
By the year 2000 they will be paying more than
51150, which is an increase of $250. I suppose, just as
importantly, if you plot the minimum difference
between average city and country electricity bills
under the maximum uniform tariff system outlined
by the Treasurer, you find that in August 1994 the
maximum difference between metropolitan and
country tariffs was around $370. Under the poliCies
outlined by this government, by the year 2000 that
difference will have increased to around $420.
Whichever way you look at it, whether you look at
the nominal increases in electricity prices paid by
country consumers or the widening gap between
what city and country consumers pay, country
people are being slugged and are paying through
the nose. I repeat: the uniform tariff has been around
for generations. Country, Liberal, National, and
Labor parties have maintained the uniform tariff
when in office because it is fair, decent and the right
thing to do for country Victorians.
The Court Liberal government in Western Australia
is corporatising and privatising government
businesses and entities, but it has made it clear that
it will not sell country people down the drain and
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will maintain uniform electricity tariffs. The Court
government has shown decency and respect for the
great contribution country people make to that state,
but not this government. In country Victoria 130
schools, 6 country hospitals and 6 railway lines have
been closed. It is selling off water boards and the
Grain Elevators Board and now, through abolishing
unifonn tariffs, it is selling off the realistic prospects
country Victorians will have for strong growth in the
future.
Have a look at what Senator Julian McGauran and
the National Party have said: if you do away with
unifonn tariffs and implement this policy mishmash
which is a disaster for rural VictOria, you will lose
700 000 jobs throughout country Victoria.
The honourable member for Ripon does not care
about jobs in country Victoria. He does not care that
farmers are working 18 hours a day, 7 days a week
earning valuable export earnings for this state and
nation.
This government has turned its back on country
Victorians. At the next election voters will
remember. For many years country Victorians
thought that if they voted for a Liberal government
they would get good government. The honourable
member for Murray Valley has said that it is harder
to get anything from this government than it was
from the previous Labor government. Senator Julian
McGauran has said that this is a party and a
government that is dominated by the Premier and
the Treasurer. The Treasurer is obsessed with
ideology. He has come up with a lame-brain
proposal to end uniform tariffs, which will mean the
destruction of new opportunities in country Victoria.
However, one looks at it, whether it is the graphs or
other documentation, the people who will pay for
the privatisation agenda and the government's
obsession with ideology are country Victoriansthe people who work hard to make a living. They
will pay $250 more than their city counterparts for
the first time in the history of the state. I say that is
disgrace.
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - I doubt whether
this debate will be widely reported throughout

country Victoria, but if it is it will do nothing more
than magnify the leadership problems of the
opposition. Imagine John Brumby, saviour of
Victoria! That would have to be presented in the
cartoon section of papers; it would certainly not
make a feature. It would be another joke for country
people to laugh at.
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After 10 years of a Labor government bringing
country Victorians to their knees, where the
standard description of government in this state was
that the government thought Victoria ended at the
tram tracks, the Leader of the Opposition is charging
around the countryside sniping at every area of
discontent in the policies the government had to
implement to deal with the crisis left behind.
Let us look at the Labor Party representation in
country Victoria. The closest it can come to rural
representation is the honourable member for
Morwell as the shadow Minister for Agriculture.
That is the best it can come up with as someone who
can identify with the country and with whom the
country can identify.
The honourable member for Morwell is an
admirable fellow who knows something about
electricitv. He has slothed off the days of his
academic past when he at least look~d at matters on
merit. His knowledge of farming is gained from
driving up and down the Princes Highway between
Melbourne and Morwell! He is a person who knows
little about agriculture and who is remarkably
absent during debates on agricultural issues.
The honourable member for Yan Yean might say
that he has a small section of country Victoria
surrounding his electorate and, to give him his due
if one is generous, the honourable member for
Geelong North could be said to have elements of
rural Victoria in his electorate.
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as much credibility as his endless smear campaign in
Parliament. He is the great mud stinger of the
Victorian Parliament. If you live by slinging mud
you will die by slinging mud.
I am advised that before the Leader of the
Opposition made the transition to this house he gave
a solemn commitment to the people of
Broadmeadows that if they elected him as their
candidate for Parliament he would move into the
electorate. He would leave Bendigo and move into
the electorate of Broadmeadows. No doubt such
commitments are part of the game of preselection in
the Labor Party. Other potential candidates faced the
fact that the anointed one of the federal Labor Party
had chosen to take up the position by moving to the
electorate of Broadmeadows because the former
leader skipped out of Parliament under pressure.
This Leader of the Opposition took up his position
on the basis of a solemn commitment that he would
live in Broadmeadows. Did he honour that
commitment? He is here today as the saviour of
country Victoria on the basis of a pledge broken to
the constituents he represents. He left them
unrepresented. He does not travel through the
streets they travel through every night going home.
He does not walk through the shopping centres they
walk through or go to the community organisations
that they use. He wanted to go up-market so he
rents a house in Strathmore. 1bat is a bit more
up-market for the alternative leader, but it is a
flagrant abuse of the undertaking he gave to the
electors when he was put in this position.

Ms Marple interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - Do we have farmers in
Werribee South? The honourable member for Altona
jumps into the fray to defend her colleagues. What
could be more the paradigm of the tunnel-vision
member of metropolitan Melbourne on the left of the
Labor Party than the honourable member for
Altona? These are the people who hold themselves
out as the saviours of country Victoria.
The Leader of the Opposi tion held the provincial
seat of Bendigo but he got rid of that seat in his rush
to take up the factional deal that put him in as
Leader of the Opposition. He abandoned a regional
electorate to take up his position yet he holds
himself out as the saviour of country Victoria! He
has as much credibility in that as he has in refusing
to name the people who he claimed to the Herald
Sun would be in gaol and in refusing to clear the
names of the rest of Victoria's businessmen as not
being the people he smeared and defamed. He has

The Leader of the Opposition has the gall to criticise
the honourable member for Ripon who serves his
electorate and the City of Ballarat extremely well.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - We will see at the next
election. We will see in whom the people of Victoria
have confidence. We have plenty of evidence about
what the people of Victoria think about the Leader
of the Opposition in terms of the support he offers.
Mr Brumby - You are big on the issues.
Mr STOCKDALE - We will get to the issues. If
the Leader of the Opposition is right in the criticisms
he has made this morning one would think the
coalition government would be on the nose in
country Victoria and the Labor Party would be at the
top of the heap.

PRIVATISA TlON: IMPACT ON COUNTRY VICTORIA

Wednesday, 12 October 1994

ASSEMBLY

If we are on the nose, Lord knows where you are,

because I will quote some of the figures that show
that in relative terms whatever country people think
of the coalition they think a damn sight less of the
Labor Party. We do not just have this as a one""ff
aberration, every - Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - They are going to swing
over, are they? They are taking a damn long time to
swing over! If I remember correctly, the figures have
been getting worse, not better, for the opposition.
They are not only taking a long time to swing over.
they are actually first heading in the wrong
direction. Perhaps they are like those elderly drivers
you see on the road who have to veer right before
they turn left! Perhaps the polls are getting ready to
flop over to the Labor Party!
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every hospital he can scare people about, every area
where there is concern about electricity tariffs, every
area where he can provoke unfounded concerns
about water reforms, every area where there is a
school that has had to be closed or refonned and
every one of those areas where transport is being
reformed to give people a better service. He is out
there telling people the usual Brumbies. In country
Victoria they know-Mr Brumby interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER -Order! The leader of
the Opposition is not only out of order in interjecting
across the table but has just used an
unparliamentary tenn. I ask him to withdraw it.
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
withdraw.

I doubt it very much, because if that were so one
would expect that the Labor Party would have a
large number of seats just on the cusp of falling to it.
If the Leader of the Opposition looks at the voting
margins he will see that the liberal and National
parties hold their country seats by substantial
margins on almost every occasion. That is why he is
campaigning in marginal electorates where we do
not hold them by such great margins. What is his
strategy here? Is he appealing to people in country
electorates?

Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - One would
expect that if all of the Leader of the Opposition's
ambulance chasing and all of his scaremongering
were serving his purpose the polls would be
showing that he is gaining support.

let us look at voting intentions. The last Bulletin poll
in which a detailed breakdown is available, which
was in August 1994, shows support for the coalition
at 50.2 per cent and support for the Labor Party at
38.2 per cent -a historically large margin of
12 per cent between support in country Victoria for
the Liberal-National party coalition on the one hand
and labor on the other hand. If that were to be
reflected right across the electora te the Labor Party
would be virtually wiped off the map. Yet the
leader of the OppOSition is telling us we are
unpopular in the country!

Mr STOCKDALE - Do you want me to respond
to that or are you just going to mouth off all day as
usual? Go on, just sit there.

It may be that country people have some legitimate

concerns about the things that are being done to
repair the damage that the Labor Party did to
Victoria but they are expressing through the polls
their support for what the government is doing and
they are expressing their antagonism towards the
Labor Party.
What about leaders! The Leader of the Opposition
holds himself out as a champion, storming around
Victoria pumping himself up on every issue -

Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - You just finish interjecting.
Mr Brumby interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER -Order! When I am in
the chair I always try to allow a bit of banter across
the chamber because I think it is good for debate,
but when it reaches a certain level we need to
perhaps contain our enthusiasm a bil Exchanges
across the table are fine if they are brief but if they
get to the level they are heading towards I will need
to silence everyone in the chamber. I ask the
Treasurer to continue without that high level of
across-the-chamber banter.
Mr STOCKDALE -let me take up the spirit of
the opposition's interjection, which is one the leader
of the Opposition repeatedly makes. It is inevitable
when any health service and ambulance service are
operating that there will be occasional emergencies
where a service will not be able to respond in time. It
happened under labor, it happens under the current
government and it happens under governments and
in ambulance services around the world. It is a
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scandal that when those events occur the Leader of
the Opposition and his health spokesman make
capital out of the health problems or even the deaths
of people.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - There are more ambulances
available now for people who require ambulance
services than there were when Labor was in office.
There are more ambulances available now for
emergency services than there were when Labor was
in office, and the Leader of the Opposition and his
health spokesman know it.
The Leader of the Opposition is great at dishing it
out but when you put it back to him he skulks out
with his tail between his legs as he has been doing!
Why hasn't he been holding press conferences for
the last week on his allegations against Victorian
business people? Is it for the same reason that he just
left this chamber, that he is not telling people the
truth? Right aroWld Victoria people are disgusted
with his behaviour, with the way he is capitaliSing
on the people's human misery because of their
injuries, their lack of health and their deaths. He is a
disgrace to this Parliament! He skulked out of here
with his tail between his legs because he is great at
dishing out the lies but he is not very good. at being
held to account for them.
Let's see what the people of Victoria think about
him. In the poll mentioned earlier, 47.5 per cent of
people in metropolitan Melbourne expressed
support for the Premier and 27.6 per cent expressed
support for the Leader of the Opposition - a
margin of 20 percentage points between the attitude
in metropolitan Melbourne on the Leader of the
Opposition and the Premier. In country Victoria the
same poll produced almost the same margin:
46 per cent support for the Premier and 27 per cent
support for the Leader of the OppOSition. He is not
only an embarrassment to the people of Victoria, he
is an embarrassment to his own party.
That is not an aberration in the way country people
register their support in the polls. The Saulwick Age
poll of 10 October 1994 asked people about their
voting intentions. In country Victoria, 29 per cent
said they would vote for Labor and 60 per cent said
they would vote for the Liberal-National party
coalition. That is more than double the support! For
every one country person who supports the Labor
Party there are two country people who support the
coalition. Yet if what the Leader of the Opposition is
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saying were true one would expect those figures to
be reversed.
The latest AGB McNair poll on voting intentions
published in the Bulletin shows that 50 per cent of
voters in the country say they would vote for the
coalition if an election were held next weekend. The
figure for the Labor Party is 38 per cent. Again in
country Victoria we have a 12 per cent margin
between support for the coalition and Labor.
Let us look at the support for the Leader of the
OppOSition, who has been out in the COWltry seeking
to play up the legitimate concerns of people and
running scare campaigns to capitalise on all the
things that are being done to rebuild from the Labor
years. It is true that country people have had to bear
a proportion of the bfWlt of that campaign. That is
the point the Premier and I put to them and the
point our members put to them week after week
when we are out in the cOWltryside listening to and
talking with people about their concerns and seeing
what can be done to reassure them about the terrific
future of this state as our reforms build the economy.
What are they saying about their political leaders?
Outside Melbourne in COWltry Victoria the support
for the Premier is 45 per cent. With all these policies
being implemented that the Leader of the
Opposition rabbits on about before he scurries off to
his bunker we would expect to find that the
government is unpopular. Yet even the AGB McNair
poll shows that there is 45 per cent support for the
Premier in country Victoria. That is an historic high
for political leaders in the COWltry. But what are they
saying about the Leader of the Opposition? What is
his rating? Is it 32 per cent, so that there is a 12 or
13 per cent margin, similar to the margin between
the parties? Is it 25 per cent? Is it even 20 per cent?
No! It is 16 per cent! The Leader of the Opposition is
Mr 16 Per Cent! He is Mr 16 Per Cent! He has 19 per
cent support in the city. That is an embarrassment
for the Labor Party because it means that unionists
and hard-core Labor supporters are saying they do
not support him. In the latest poll one-third of Labor
voters said they preferred Jeff Kennett over John
Brumbv as Premier of Victoria. The Leader of the
Opposition does not have the hard core of Labor
behind him, and the figures suggest he does not
have Labor Party members behind him. He certainly
does not have Labor members of Parliament behind
him other than in the literal sense that they sit
behind him. One has only to watch their faces at
question time.
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The only one who smiles is the honourable member
for Sunshine. He can hardly contain himself at
seeing this guy stumble through question time. I
note the completely unconvincing denial of the
honourable member for Sunshine. I do not wish to
do him harm. I accept his assurance that he is right
behind the honourable member for Broadmeadows
and that he is one of the Brumby bunch. He does not
tell Brurnbies! He has what is for Labor an
unfortunate candour about him and lapses into the
truth. He has told the truth about the Leader of the
Opposition through his actions, his body language
and the kind of support he gives him. We know this
man is going around Victoria giving birth to a new
expression that is the definition of giving a
knowingly false statement: a Brumby. Parents ail
over country Victoria are telling their children,
'Don't let me hear you telling any Brumbies. Don't
tell the teacher any Brumbies. Tell the truth or you
will be caught out'. All over Victoria people
recognise a Brumby as a knowingly false statement.
Where did it come from? Mr 16 Per Cent.
If what the Leader of the Opposition has said were
true and country Victoria was up in arms and
newspapers were railing against the government
one would expect his support to be a bit higher than
16 per cent. I think the polls are pretty conclusive
evidence that his attempts to inflame passions are
not working for him.

Let us examine labor's record because this debate
plumbs the depths of its hypocrisy. Labor has
always been full of hypocrites. Its basic position is
hypocritical. Under Labor, everybody knew we
would have a Premier from Essendon or Sunshine
and a government that thought Victoria stopped at
the end of the tram tracks. The Leader of the
Opposition has made a big deal about education
reforms. At the next election we will ask whether
people think we now have a better education system
than the one we had after 10 vears of Labor. I for one
have no doubt about the outcome of that
referendum.
Let us consider Labor's willingness to payoff the
teacher unions rather than governing in the interests
of all Victorians. Between 1982 and 1992 there was a
decline of more than 60 000 in student enrolments.
One would have expected that a decline of that
magnitude would result in a 10 per cent decline in
the number of teachers, enabling resources to be put
into school buildings, facilities, books, learning aids
and special need requirements. That did not happen
because the teacher unions ran education. The
number of teachers remained virtually static
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between 1982 and 1992, despite the reduction in the
number of students.
~oney

was squandered on teachers who were not
needed, and the result was not smaller class sizes.
The research shows that class sizes were very much
the same as those in other states. They were certainly
not smaller. What happened was that the mates in
the teacher unions got more time off and spent less
time in the classroom. For example, between 1982
and 1992 there was a 15 per cent decline in student
enrolments in primary schools, but rather than
remaining static, the number of teachers began to
rise from 1991. While enrolments were falling more
and more money was being squandered on teachers
who were not needed in the system. Class sizes were
not smaller and teachers had less teaching time.
Teachers were not even required to comply with the
industrial agreement which provided that secondary
school teachers would spend 18 hours a week in
face-to-face teaching time. In virtually every
secondary school the actual teaching time was 1 or 2
hours less than the time required according to the
agreement.
Labor introduced advanced school teacher positions
but made no budgetary provision for the $70 million
that was needed to meet the commitment. There was
a black hole in education spending, which,
according to Commonwealth Grants Commission
figures, was 15 per cent higher than in other states.
Labor ran the education system into the ground. It
even closed schools! The closure of schools is not
some aberration that has happened since the
honourable member for Prahran became the
Minister for Education. It is not an issue that lacks
political consensus, nor is it a matter the Leader of
the Opposition can attack without assuming a
position of gross hypocrisy.
Labor closed 65 schools - 36 primary and 29
secondary schools - even while the teacher unions
were running the system. Labor says, 'Woe betide
Victoria! Country schools are being closed'. Let us
look at Labor's record. The secondary schools that
have closed include Morwell Heights, Avondale,
Portland and Brighton. All closed! Numerous other
schools in the metropolitan area have closed. The
primary schools that have closed include Mia Mia,
King Valley, Kotupna, Picola, Wangaratta South,
Bullioh, Dugay's Bridge, Mitta North, Nambrok
West, Pearsondale, Kilmany, Stony Creek, Mount
Best, Hallston, Budgeree, Boolarra, Buchan South,
Genoa, Woreen and Leongatha South. All closed!
How can the Leader of the Opposition stand here
and criticise this government for closing schools
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when Labor started the process in the second half of
its tenn of office?

reducing the disadvantages of schools that are too
small to provide sound education opportunities.

What is important is not the hypocrisy of blaming
this government for what Labor did but the
fundamental credibility of Labor's policy position.
Labor does not have a policy. All it has is some
rhetoric designed to capitalise on the concerns
people have about the policies the government is
pursuing to repair the damage Labor created. The
opposition's utterances are inconsistent with the
policy Labor pursued in government. It is
hypocritical in the sheer inconsistency of criticising
its own actions, and what is absolutely
mind-boggling is the absence of any philosophical
base, values and policy framework in which the
criticisms are set.

Large numbers of country schools are participating
in the Schools of the Future program, which offers
not only the opportunity to develop a sound,
skills-based work force for this country to rebuild
the economy to the sort of adaptable,
knowledge-based economy necessary for a high
living standard and a competitive country, but also
gives students the chance of unlocking all the rich
opportunities that a diverse culture such as ours
offers and of realiSing their full potential.

The Leader of the Opposition does not argue that we
should not get our budget on a sustainable footing.
He will put to Labor's state conference a plan to
adopt the sorts of fiscal responsibilities this
government is pursuing. Every time it comes to the
means of implementing that commitment he not
only squibs it and tries to capitalise on the measures
that are bringing about the very thing he says he
supports and the concerns the community has about
these outcomes, but he also throws out the window
the policy imperatives the Labor Party pursued. The
worst thing about the Leader of the Opposition is
not his gross hypocrisy or his glass jaw, which
means that he is able to dish it out but not take it; it
is the absence of any policy prescription for running
government.
What does he stand for? What are his policies and
values? He does not have any! Today he did not
utter one word about the policies Labor would
pursue. He simply catalogued the only means of
implementing the policy prescription of financial
and fiscal rectitude he savs he stands for. He is a
disgrace even to the Lab(;r Party. What has the
coalition done?
Labor endorsed in government the policies we are
pursuing because they represent a more effective,
high-quality distribution of resources in the state
education system. We are delivering better quality
education by not wasting resources on an
unnecessary proliferation of small schools which
denies students educational opportunity and which
puts WU"easonable demands on teachers.
We are giving better quality education and better
curriculum choices by having a more rational
distribution of school resources. We are actually

We are not just helping the disadvantaged with
remedial programs and special needs attention, we
are giving gifted students the opportunity of
reaching their full potential. Just as Labor victimised
and discriminated against the gifted students, so this
government is giving - Ms Marple interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - The honourable member for
Altona says, 'Rubbish'. Where was Labor's gifted
student program? Professor Smart of
Monash University recommended the establishment
of a gifted student program but the former Premier,
Joan Kirner, branded it an elitist concept and said
we should not have programs for gifted students
and that we should actually deny them the
opportunity of reaching their full potential.
Joan Kirner said it was an elitist program that
should not be tolerated.
We proposed to identify the students requiring
remedial support through not having gained the
necessary basic learning and communicating skills,
but Joan Kirner branded that as an elitist program
which would give disadvantaged students a sense of
failure. It was better in her view not to know that
students had failed to attain the basic building
blocks for their future education. It was better to
ignore them and deny them access to remedial
programs and special support. It was better not to
know than to have a testing system. We have
introduced the Schools of the Future program,
which will reinstate excellence as the benchmark for
the state education system.
Victorian rural schools have the best staffing ratios
in Australia. Labor had kids standing while
travelling on buses all over COWltry Victoria at
speeds of more than 80 kilometres per hour. Their
lives were put at risk by buses that simply were
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inadequate for the task. We are resolving that
problem by increasing the conveyance allowance.
After eight years during which Labor refused to
realise the needs of country families, we have put
additional funding into small disadvantaged rural
schools. Recognising the special disadvantages of
the remaining small schools, we have put an
additional $5 million into the rural reconstruction
fund for schools with fewer than 124 students. We
have provided special support programs for
students with disabilities in rural schools and, most
important of all, we have introduced interactive
satellite learning programs so that students have
access to the best teachers available in Australia and
the world.
Country staff can be supplemented with centrally
based learning aids that will give access, for
example, to languages other than English that could
not be taught in the country before. Special
programs can be introduced for teacher training so
that teachers as well as students are given additional
support. The drug education strategy plan has
provided five regionally based consultants to
support country schools in drug education
programs. All of those are examples of how every
student in the state is benefiting from government
programs and how the special needs of rural
families and students are being met by the
government.
The Leader of the Opposition is running a scare
campaign in the health area. No doubt the shadow
Minister for Health will respond with the outright
lies he has told before about the government's
current perfonnance and plans. He is running
around Victoria telling people, on his own say-so,
that their rural hospitals will close. Fortunately,
those people will never suffer the disadvantage of
his leading the government in this state because
there is no chance he will be re-elected to carrv out
his threats, which are simply not true.
.
When in government the Labor Party recognised the
need to adjust hospital resources to new patterns of
demand across the state. Labor proposed to close,
for example, the Elmore, Maffra, Koroit and
Creswick hospitals. Elmore has now been closed, but
the Leader of the OppOSition refers specifically to
Elmore as one of his examples. In fact, Labor
proposed to close that hospital too! As I said, it was
also Labor policy to close the Maffra hospital, which
is still operating; the Koroit hospital, which has now
been converted to a 3O-bed nursing home; and the
Creswick hospital, which is still in operation.
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Therefore, our government has adopted a rational
approach which involves listening to the people and
adopting the most sensible pattern for the delivery
of health services.
When in government Labor had a policy, but it
obviously believes it does not need policies in
opposition - it just runs an irresponsible scare
campaign which capitalises on the misery of illness,
injury and even death.
These are ambulance chasers of the worst kind,
capitaliSing on human misery through illness,
disease and injury for political purposes. Those
people are simply exploiting the fears of country
people. What is the policy prescription to underpin
these criticisms? Is it any different from when Labor
was in office? Who would know, because Labor
does not burden itself with describing a policy. All it
does is run scare campaigns. I note at this stage that
only two opposition members are left in the
chamber to support their leader's motion. The
honourable member for Albert Park is here. He is
scurrying together some notes to defend his own
outrageous scare tactics and behaviour - the
misstatements and the distortions. The other
member present is the honourable member for
Altona.
Shortly the shadow Minister for Health will burden
the house with Labor's policy prescriptions, but will
he outline the rationale behind Labor behaving
differently in opposition from the way it did in
government? No chance. There will not be one word
of policy from him; we will merely hear a diatribe of
abuse and distortions, copies of which will be posted
to the country media with one radio and television
porky - sorry, Brumby - after another. He is
another one of the Brumby clan - he repeats a
knowingly false statement until people start to
believe it is true.
The Labor Party opposition has no policy and
nothing to offer the people. All it did in government
was run health costs through the roof and run
services down. It was in the pocket of the trade
unions. That explains why Labor policy was not
carried out even when that party was in
government. It had nothing to do with listening to
people or recognising the legitimate concerns of
country people; it had everything to do with
knuckling under to their mates in the trade union
movement because they ran this state.
The Labor Party's trade union mates sat at the
cabinet table and gave orders to the ministers not
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just in the transport field but in the health and
education areas too. The Labor Party did not
implement its own policies or what it knew was
necessary for the interests of the people of Victoria
because the trade unions called the shots and told it
what to do.
The government has a vision for rural health. We are
expanding the networks of breast screening services
so that women of all ages in rural areas will have
access to screening and assessment facilities. We are
supporting a range of projects to improve healthy
lifestyles and we are using health-care services as
part of the government's cancer and heart offensive.
In partnership with local government and bodies
such as Farmsafe, we are moving to reduce the
number of deaths caused by injuries in rural
settings. We are introdUCing preventive programs
that the Labor government never did.

We are redeveloping alcohol and drug services,
including rural drug withdrawal services and rural
clinical advisory services. We are continuing
education and training for GPs, nurses and other
health practitioners in rural areas. There is the
development and implementation of regional public
health units, which Labor did not set up. We have
introduced on-the-spot immunisation for people
living in remote areas and a pilot project to
investigate the benefits of following up on notified
cases of gastrointestinal illness to help identify local
infectious diseases.
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are enhancing birthing services in the
Loddon-Mallee region and refurbishing and
improving hospitals - something about which the
Labor Party has been critical. We are introducing
multipurpose services.
In respect of mental health, there are new or
expanded 24-hour crisis assessment and treatment
teams to be prOVided in all major population centres
in rural Victoria. Mobile support and treatment
services will be established across Victoria to
provide intensive long-term community support for
the mentally ill. Additional disability support staff
have been appointed for the 200 new psychOSOCial
rehabilitation and accommodation places across
Victoria. A pilot scheme for teleconferencing in
psychiatric service provision has been established,
linking Swan Hill with Bendigo. Additional staff
have been appointed to the Gippsland region
providing specialist service support for the aged and
mentally ill. Extra treatment and support services
have been provided for young Victorians in sparsely
populated areas.

Existing rural health and aged care services will be
assisted to redevelop and adapt to their ageing
communities. There will also be the extension of
more flexible services and social support for older
people living in remote areas with the development
of three multipurpose services in 1994 and with
more planned over the next three years. There will
also be an expansion of specialised geriatric health
services within extended care centres and provincial
hospitals.

All those programs are part of statewide programs
supporting health service delivery for all Victorians.
As one would expect from a government that has a
large number of rural representatives, there is
recognition of the special needs of country Victoria.
More than $30 million is being spent on hospital
capital development. Wimmera hospital will receive
$12.5 million; Bendigo hospital, $5 million; the
MOrnington Peninsular hospital at Rosebud,
$3.8 million; Seymour hospital, $3.4 million;
Wodonga hospital, $2.5 million; Kilmore hospital,
$2.1 million; and the Maryborough hospital,
$2 million. There are also programs in a wide range
of other hospitals, including the Latrobe regional,
Castlemaine and Hamilton hospitals. Some
S11 million is being spent in the Grampians region
for new community-based facilities, and $3.5 million
has been allocated for the relocation of an acute
admission and in-patient unit from Ambermere to
the Goulburn Valley Base Hospital.

The government has introduced new funding
arrangements to encourage hospitals to improve
access to treatment by reducing hospital waiting lists
right across the state and providing better health
status and outcomes for country Victorians. The
government has introduced the innovative
hospital-in-the-home project in Myrtleford, Bright,
Mount Beauty and Beechworth. It is giving country
Victorians the option to receive safe and effective
treatment at home, thereby aVOiding long stays in
hospital away from their families and friends. We

A further $5 million is committed to multipurpose
centres at Apollo Bay, Corryong and Orbost. On the
basis of a task force report the government has
offered an additional $5 million for capital works to
small rural hospitals. Despite the fact that Labor was
a high-borrOWing, high-taxing and high-spending
government that virtually abandoned capital
investment in Victoria's public infrastructure in
health and many other areas, capital investment in
the health system of this state has been reactivated.
What does Labor say about that?
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Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr STOCKDAlE - One has only to look at the
budget papers. Obviously not only the Leader of the
Opposition but also the opposition health
spokesman are incapable of reading them. More
than $70 million in new capital works will be spent
by the Department of Health and Community
Services this year. The government has given
priority to health capital works. I have just listed
projects that could not get on the books under Labor.
They are now proceeding. What does Labor say
about that? From the line of the Leader of the
Opposition and his health spokesman one would
think that the rural voice of Labor would be saying,
'There should be more money spent on country
health facilities'. However, the Warrnambool
Standard of 19 August states:
Funds bonanza for south-west. Warmambool, Portland
and Polwarth electorates received twice the average
school capital works funding last year, prompting an
opposition claim that coalition MPs were favoured.

In relation to the capital works program generally,
the honourable member for Dandenong issued a
press release. He campaigned in the rural media
saying that too much money is being spent in
country areas and that country electorates are being
unfairly advantaged. He said more money is being
spent at the behest of the well-placed rural
representatives of the coalition. He said that too
much money was being devoted to and preferential
treatment given to the country. He is not claiming
that the government is not spending enough; he is
claiming the government is spending too much! Of
course, since he is the member for Dandenong, one
would not expect him to be out in the country
running the same argument that the Leader of the
Opposition has been nmning.

The record of Labor is abysmal in a whole raft of
areas. Country people know Labor neglected service
delivery in the country. It was a high-spending,
high-taxing, high-debt government that did not
invest in country infrastructure. It virtually
abandoned public investment in the country. The
views the Leader of the Opposition articulated today
are not even shared or endorsed by his own
backbench.
I turn now to micro-economic reform. The great
scare tactic the Leader of the OppOSition is running
marks off the labor left's dominance over him. That
is not where he came from; that is not his political
cultural heritage. One would not expect Senator Ray
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to put a Keating man into Victoria. The numbers
from the right got together in Canberra - but they
disowned him last week, and little wonder! The
mates in Canberra put their man in here. And they
thought things were going fine when they had a
right-wing deputy and a right-wing leader. They
thought the right was on the ascendancy, that it was
clawing back ground from the left - from the trade
union movement and the parliamentary party.
Then came the big spill with the honourable
member for Sunshine set up as the stalking horse to
send a shot across the bows of the Leader of the
Opposition. The left reined in: it sacked the
honourable member for Niddrie as the deputy and
appointed the honourable member for Richmond.
That was to be a tangible reminder that when the
Leader of the Opposition puts out his hand or looks
out of the corner of his eye, he will see the left
watching what he is doing and making sure he toes
the left line.
Before the spill who would have expected him to go
to the national conference in Hobart and champion
against micro-economic reform and to spit in the
eyes of Senator Ray, Paul Keating, Ralph Willis and
the other people who got behind him to get him his
job? What do they think of him? A cartoon in last
weekend's newspaper labels him 'Mr DUmby',
because that is what Paul Keating calls him. That is
what he is called in Canberra now because he ratted
on his mates. The New South Wales right does not
like people who rat on mates, so it abandoned him.
He is left here now dancing not to his tune, not to
Paul Keating's tune, not to the tune that is played
right around the world in former communist
countries, but to the tune of the remaining
spokesgroup for socialism - the Socialist Left in
Victoria with its discredited ideology that has failed
even in countries that tried it for the best part of a
century. He is dancing to their tune, and he is alone.
He is virtually an aberration in the world.
Most countries in the world are introducing the sort
of micro-economic reform the Kennett
Liberal-National party government is introducing in
Victoria. Most governments in the world, not only in
the United Kingdom and the United States of
America, where one would expect it to be
happening, but throughout Asia and Latin
America - in Chile and Peru - are rebuilding by
moving economic activity from a sterile public
sector to a productive private sector. Massive
privatisation programs are being established not
only in Europe, Asia and the Americas, but also in
Eastern Europe. Virtually every one of the previous
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communist countries is engaged in a massive
privatisation program.
Why? Because they recognise the need to attract
investment from around the world into building
their infrastructure. And I have to plead guilty
because recently I was picked up. A former Laber
minister in Canberra once described the Victorian
ALP as the Albania of the south, reflecting the fact
that it is the last bastion of communist values. I
actually used that expression recently and was
flooded-An Honourable Member - Robert Ray!
Mr STOCKDALE - Yes, Robert Ray used the
expression. I take back part of what I said; he is not a
former minister, just a former friend. He is still a
minister. He was a friend of the Leader of the
Opposition, but not any more. I was deluged with
letters from Albanians, and they wrote to the
newspapers saying, 'You're out of date. Albania is
not like that any more! We are not like the Victorian
left, we've seen the light. We have introduced
micr~onomic reform, we are introducing
free-market principles. We've got a big privatisation
program and our economy is being rebuilt by a new
government along lines that are compatible with
what's happening in Victoria, Australia and the rest
of the world'.
I apologise to the people of Albania. I got it wrong. I
was out of date. I was using a metaphor the Labor
Party had used, which was apt when it was used,
but is no longer apt. Albania has seen the light. The
people who have not seen the light sit on the other
side of this chamber, virtually alone in the world,
adhering to a set of values which have not just been
discredited, but which have been actually
demonstrated by hard experience to fail. They stand
for the values that dominated eastern Europe until
the wall came down.
Why did the wall come down? Among other reasons
it is because it simply did not work! It did not put
the goods on the shelves. It didn't put people into
jobs. It didn't make you internationally competitive.
It didn't let you export to the rest of the world. It
failed! It will fail here and people know it will fail
here. All the scare tactics in the world will not alter
the fact that when Albania has seen the light, the
Victorian ALP remains the sole remaining
spokesman for discredited ideas.
Even the Labor Party is not of the view of the
Victorian left. The agenda for the Council of
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Australian Governments set by the Kedting Labor
government involves water reform, introducing
competitive discipline into water right across
Australia. A report commissioned by the federal
government has delivered recommendations for
water reform precisely in line with the reforms being
introduced in Victoria.
In the area of electricity COAG has endorsed the
reforms Victoria is introducing and the Victorian
reforms have been adopted as a model by the
National Grid Management Council for the national
market. Who is driving hardest outside Victoria to
get those reforms implemented? It is the Keating
government. The Keating Labor government is
driving nationally to have other states adopt the
model in Victoria. And when Ralph Willis, the
Federal Labor Treasurer, came to the opening of the
Loy Yang B power station, he recommended the
Victorian model as something to be endorsed by the
federal government and to be adopted right across
Australia as the model for electricity reform.
In gas, who is driving the introduction of
market-based, open access regimes? It is not the
Victorian government, which has a few problems
with RRT, and pending litigation and restrictive
contracts. No, all of the pressure for reform to
implement market-based reforms is coming out of
Canberra. It is coming from Paul Keating, Michael
Lee, and George Gear, who are driving the states to
get with it, accel~rate the pace of reform and move
away from the policies of the Laber left in Victoria.

Is it any wonder that the mates from Canberra have
dumped the Brumby? They have had enough of the
Brumby. They have had enough of the deliberately
false statements. They have had enough of the scare
tactics. They have had enough of kowtowing to the
people who almost wrecked this country. They have
had enough of kowtowing to the left-wing unions
who are still trying to wreck it. The federal Labor
government has dumped the Leader of the
Opposition because he is doing that kowtOWing!
So the opposition stands alone in the world, turning
its back on reforms that are reinvigorating
economies right around the world. Why is the
Leader of the Opposition in this position? It is not
because they are his values. It is not because they are
where he came from, and not because they are what
the people who put him in his pOSition demand. It is
because the people who will keep him in his
position demand that he sell out the interests of
country VictOria, and sell out the interests of the rest
of Victoria.
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In the area of water, the Leader of the Opposition
again told a number of brumbies - knowingly false
statements. I challenge him to produce any evidence
whatever that this government is committed to
privatise rural water assets. Indeed although I do
not resile from the fact that the government supports
as a general principle the privatisation of
government businesses to introduce competition
and competitive discipline, the government has not
actually announced the privatisation of Melbourne
Water.

The government has, in fact, not stated that it will
privatise rural water assets and I am not even sure
how you do that. It has actually proposed the
introduction of competitive discipline through the
introduction of trading rights which will allow
people to direct water to where it has its highest
use -to the community.
Then we have the nonsense of the Leader of the
Opposition that privatisation involves whipping
assets off people. He conjured up the picture of rural
water assets being sold to overseas companies.
There is no evidence whatever for that claim but that
just puts it in a long list of hysterical claims he has
made for which he has produced no evidence at all.
He produced no evidence, but does it make any
sense? Is he suggesting that even if assets were
privatised they would be ripped out of the ground
and taken away somewhere else, that they would
not serve the people who are currently connected to
those assets? Why would anybody buy water pipes
that have been in the ground, in cases for decades, to
cart them away? The only reason they would buy
them is to improve the service to the people who are
serviced by those pipes and other infrastructure.
The Leader of the Opposition even does not make
any sense in his claims. Not only are they not
substantiated, on their face they are palpable
nonsense. Then he talked about the UK experience,
one of the great furphies of the left and one of the
indicators that he is towing the left's line. We have
him constantly regurgitating this nonsense.
It is true that prices for water have risen in many
places in the United Kingdom. Why? It is because
the regulator has allowed the prices to rise. Unlike
electricity and unlike gas he has not had in place an
RPI-minus formula to drive prices down in real
terms. He has actually had a pricing regime that
allowed prices to rise. Why? Because the reason the
United Kingdom's water system was privatised was
that by virtue of European regulation, the United
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Kingdom under Thatcher was required to improve
the quality of its water supply.
It did not meet European standards. The
government could not finance the capital
required - more than 3.5 billion VI< pounds - to
invest in the water industry. So the regulator has
oversighted that investment program; he has held
down the level of price increases that would
otherwise occur; but allowed prices in nominal and
in real terms to rise to facilitate that investment.

As a result, water standards have risen in the United
Kingdom and the cost of securing those quality
improvements has been less than it would have been
under a government monopoly water authority.
Contrary to the story that the Leader of the
OppOSition has spelt out, the British have actually
benefited by much more efficient returns from
investment, much better quality water, much better
managed businesses and massive gains in
productivity in the water industry resulting in price
increases lower than they would otherwise have
been.
Then we have the classic Brumby. We have another
set of brumbies here. Let us just look at consistency.
On the Saturday, the week before the Labor Party's
conference in Hobart, the Leader of the Opposition
went to the media and made some extravagant
claims. He claimed the Victorian Uberal National
Party government was going to break Melbourne
Water up into four corporations. For once his
researchers got it right. We have actually announced
that we are going to separate Melbourne Water into
four corporations. The Leader of the Opposition
built a great scare scenario that there would be no
water running out of your taps, you would pay
more but you would not get any water. He savagely
attacked the government on the basis of some
outdated reports prepared by consultants in the
days when Melbourne Water was opposing the
introduction of a competitive discipline into
Melbourne Water's operations.
He attacked the government for unbundling,
creating four separate companies - that was on the
Saturday. By Tuesday he had abandoned the
research to go to Hobart and he had a flight of
fantasy, another Brumby was on the scene. No
longer was the government guilty of unbundling the
water industry into four corporations. No, he was
actually telling journalists that we had already sold
Melbourne Water as a single integrated monopoly to
an overseas water utility. So between Saturday and
Tuesday he had made fundamentally inconsistent
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claims and extravagant scare campaigns based on
totally inconsistent stories - neither of them
entirely true - and Tuesday's story was a total
fabrication! Why? It is because by Tuesday he had to
support a motion in the federal ALP conference that
privatisation would create private monopolies.
Whereas on Saturday, he had been attacking what
the government was actually proposing to do, by
Tuesday it did not suit his agenda at the national
conference and he went out and told a few
Brumbies. He invented a story that fitted the case he
wanted to run on Tuesday.
This is the sort of man we have here. He has no

understanding at all of the demands on the Leader
of the Opposition to stand for something, to have
policies and to even maintain a pretence of
consistency. The man is a fool. He is discrediting the
Labor Party and he will be consigned to the dustbin
of history.
I shall deal now with electricity. Standing against the
lessons of history that are being learned right across
the world the reforms being introduced here in
Victoria are being studied in places as far afield as
Asia and California. The biggest electricity system in
the United States has currently adopted a set of
policy prescriptions very similar to those being
implemented in Victoria, and it is out here studying
those reforms as a desirable model for it to
introduce. We have learnt from the mistakes of the
British and we are aiming to introduce more
effective competition. I do not think anybody could
overstate the Significance of these reforms for
Victoria.
Much of our economic strength has been built on
low--cost energy. We have hundreds of years worth
of brown coal reserves that have little alternative use
and no practical opportunity cost except the cost of
digging the coal out of the ground. We are
potentially a base-load supplier of electricity to the
whole of southern Australia. We are potentially the
home of energy-intensive industries capable of
exporting on that competitive advantage right
around the world. We can create jobs for Victorians
in energy-based industries that will rebuild the
golden era of development when Henry Bolte was
attracting investments to this state because of
abundant supplies of low-cost energy.
The Labor Party rhetoric was that it would capitalise
on that advantage and improve Victoria's standing
throughout the 19805. But in 1982 when the Liberal
government left office Victoria had the lowest
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electricity charges in Australia. By 1992, after
10 years of Labor, Victoria had lost that competitive
advantage. Victoria was third behind Queensland
and New South Wales in low-energy cost. Labor
squandered our competitive advantage.
The government's policies are redirected at building
back that competitive advantage, of turning Victoria
into a major energy supplier for the whole of
south-east Australia and at building on and
recapturing investment. Who will be the major
beneficiaries? People in the Latrobe Valley have
been frightened by the lack of success of the Labor
Party during the 198Os. They were petrified that the
Latrobe Valley, the home of a low--cost energy
industry, was going to be decimated. Although it is
true that Labor started the process of productivity
improvements which saw job losses in the electricity
industry, in the long run capitalising on our
competitive advantage will turn Victoria into a
low-cost energy state and will reinvigorate the
Latrobe Valley, not just as the home of an
internationally competitive electricity industry but
as the home of industries that come here because of
their access to low-cost electricity and low-cost gas.
Labor is opposed to the very reforms that will
reinvigorate the Latrobe Valley.
What are the examples so far? Labor introduced
Mission Energy into the industry as the operator of
the Loy Yang B power station. Is the opposition
opposed to that? Is it opposed to the outcome of that
arrangement? It ought to be opposed to it on
anti--competitive grounds. The take-or-pay contract
it signed means that although Mission imposes no
direct competition in energy supply, it certainly
imposes competition by example. The end result of
Mission operating the Loy Yang B power station can
be seen by its availability factors being in the 90s.
Since Mission commenced operation at Loy Yang B,
Loy Yang A power station has lifted its availability
from the low 80s to the high SOs. In the few months
that Mission has been the operator of Loy Yang B
there has been a massive reduction in the cost of
capital achieved in the production of electricity from
that more than $3-billion power station. There has
been a reduction of more than 10 per cent in the cost
of capital just by bringing in a competitor to operate
another power station, and not even under a
price-competitive arrangement. That shows the
advantages for the Victorian electricity industry, and
the benefits will flow right across Victoria.
Contrary to what the Labor Party has put around, it
has always been the intention of this coalition
government, with the Liberal Party and the National
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Party and rural and metropolitan members working
together, that the benefits of reform should benefit
all Victorians. We have put in place reforms that will
guarantee that the benefits flow to country people.
We have written down the assets of the rural
businesses so that they have lower costs and will be
able to provide adeq~ate returns at the same pricing
regimes.
The government has introduced averaging for
distribution and transmission charges. That will
mean country people will pay the same distribution
and transmission charges within very narrow bands
right across Victoria as metropolitan people pay. We
are reinvigorating investment right across the state.
We are giving country people, whether they are in
Mildura or in the Latrobe Valley, the opportunity to
get together to form economical buying units to
exert market power.
What market power do the customers of any utility
have if they are the victims of a government-owned
monopoly? Labor is not standing for government
utility monopolies in order to protect the interests of
customers. Although they rail against private
monopolies, they are the first out to defend public
monopolies.
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Today the Leader of the Opposition did not
represent the interests of country people. He has no
credibility. He does not tell the truth. He does not
back up the scandalous allegations he makes. He
will not even name in the Parliament the people he
has named to the Herald Sun. He has no credibility
whatever. He goes out and tells Brumbies to try t~
scare people and, increasingly, as he is held to
account, people are seeing that he is a teller of
Brumbies, that they cannot believe or trust what he
says and that he does not stand for anything. At a
personal level he is losing the people of Victoria.
The Leader of the Opposition said today that the test
of the performance of this government is the relative
standing of the Labor Party and its leader compared
with the government and its leader in country
VictOria. The people have spoken in the polls. They
are rejecting Mr 16 Per Cent and, despite their
legitimate concerns about the policies this
government has to pursue, country people are
rejecting the Labor Party. They are saying at a higher
margin than ever before that they will not vote for
the people who destroyed this state. They will not
vote for the people who are even at odds with their
own party members in Canberra.

Opposition members interjecting.
What is the record of public monopolies? Have they
been benevolent monopolies? No. They have ripped
off everybody else like every other monopoly. What
did the opposition do in government? In most of its
years in government it took alleged dividends,
which were more than the 100 per cent that was
historically profit, and maintained monopolies so
that the government could rip off consumers. The
opposition does not stand to defend government
monopolies in the interests of consumers. It stands,
as it always stands, to protect government
monopolies in the interests of its trade union mates
and not to protect the workers. Look at the workers
who paid with their jobs in the 1980s for the
inefficient electricity industry Labor managed in the
Latrobe Valley. It is not the workers who benefit; it is
the trade union bosses in the Lobor Party who
benefit from the maintenance of unproductive
government monopolies.
I am proud to have played a leading role with the
Minister for Energy and Minerals in rebuilding
energy as a competitive advantage for Victoria.
When people come to write the history of this
government they will regard our most important
reforms as those that deliver the benefits of
micro-economic refonn in our energy industries in our electricity industry - to every Victorian.

Mr STOCKDALE - See how angrily they react,
Mr Acting Speaker, when you remind them of the
fact that they are out of step with Paul Keating. They
are out of step because he is in government and they
are in opposition. They do not stand for the interests
of the people of VictOria; they stand beholden, as
they always stand, to the trade union bosses. The
people see through the rhetoric of the Leader of the
Opposition - they see through the Brumbies.
The real test is yet to come. It is all very well to
criticise and run scare campaigns, but there comes a
time when people will hold the Labor Party
accountable and will want to know what it stands
for. They will want to know if it stands for anything.
This man is an empty suit because he does not stand
for anything. He has not uttered one word of policy
prescription for health, education and transport. He
does not state alternative policies, he does not go to
the country and explain what he would do if we
were ever unfortunate enough to have him in
government. He is simply a carpin~ whingeing
critic who does not tell people the truth; he does not
stand for anything and simply offers Victoria a
repetition of the Guilty Party which destroyed the
state.
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The polls show that at the next election the people
will recognise that if country people are to have their
living standards raised rather than reduced and if
jobs are to be restored we need to go through the
government's current rebuilding process.
Country people rejected the Labor prescription at
the last election; they rejected the Labor leadership
at the last election; they rejected the Labor failure
and the dreadful damage it did to country people.
A t the next election they will endorse this
government and reject again the people whose
vision extends only so far as the end of the tram
lines, who engage in nothing more than hypocrisy
and who trade on the concerns of country people.
The Labor opposition portrays itself as the champion
of country Victoria. Rural people are not that stupid.
They have a lot of commonsense and will see
through the Leader of the Opposition and reject him,
and the polls show it.

Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - Prior to the last
state election the Uberal-National coalition
promised that country hospitals would not be
closed. When in opposition the current Minister for
Health stood on the steps of Parliament and
addressed a delegation of residents of Elmore and
promised that if the Elmore hospital was open at the
time of the 1992 election it would not be closed.
The honourable member for Narracan, who is now
the Speaker, promised his community that the Moe
hospital would not be closed should the coalition be
elected. The honourable member for Narracan even
put paid advertisements in his local newspapers
assuring the residents of Narracan that the Moe
hospital would be retained. Of course, what does he
say now? Nobody knows because he cannot be
found, just as the minister cannot be found when it
comes to speaking about country hospitals.
When country commwlities want the ear of their
local member there is no-one to speak to. In a sense
that is why we are here now. The country members
of Parliament, whether they be members of the
National or Uberal parties, have sold out their
communities. They are nowhere to be found. That is
what people in country Victoria are saying. That is
what the Victorian Farmers Federation is saying and
that is what the Weekly Times said in an editorial a
few months ago:
Victorian farmers have served. notice that they are no
longer willing to accept without consultation state
government cuts which affect rural communities ...
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And for a community which suffered longer and
harder than the rest of the state, and one which is
recognised as the backbone of the Victorian economy,
the cuts to services are a difficult pill to swallow.
Anger over the 'inconsequential' level of assistance
given to last year's flood victims in northern Victoria
has not helped the government's popularity.

The editorial concludes:
Perhaps it is time for the National Party to go back on
the hustings and talk to its constituents about what the
government is doing - as it did so regularly before it
came to power.

That is an interesting comment. National Party
members had a reputation in opposition for acting
on behalf of their constituents and for taking up
issues. But for one exception, the honourable
member for Murray Valley, members of the
National Party have ignored their constituents in
government. Why? Because they are more interested
in the white cars, the perks of office and the extra
salaries for being parliamentary secretaries, or
ministers. That is why they completely ignore their
communities and why country hospitals all over
Victoria are threatened with closure despite the clear
promise that was given to them prior to the state
election.
Not only are country communities having to face the
loss of their hospitals, they also have to face the fact
that they have been sold out by their own
representatives. Country people obviously find that
difficult. They have been let down and sold out.
The Treasurer is big on asset sales. The asset the
government has sold off in bucket loads is the
goodwill of country people, who in many cases have
contributed hundreds of thousands if not millions of
dollars to those hospitals over many years and who
now have been told 'Your hospital has to close'.
One of the big lies put about by this government is
that it is not closing hospitals but that the
communities themselves are deciding to close the
hospitals; that by some means the communities are
taking the decision to close their hospitals. Of
course, as the president of the board of the Mortlake
and District Hospital said in an article published in a
local newspaper:
The government does not dose hospitals these days,

ther just fund you out of it.
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There is no difference so far as country communities
are concerned. If you are' funded out of it', as the
president of the board said, you do not have a
hospital or acute beds any more, and that is what
they need.
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to work, the board was told to make another decision
as this affiliation was unacceptable.
Obviously the minister, local politicians including the now-departed member for Ripon -

The other big lie put out is that hospitals are not
closing but merely changing their roles. It is a bit like
the facetious comments made by the Minister for
Public Transport as he left the chamber earlier
today - that is, he has not closed any train lines, he
has ~imply withdrawn a few trains. The Minister for Health has not closed any hospitals,
she has simply withdrawn beds! There are signs
outside hospitals 'Enter if you dare, but there are no
beds inside or doctors or nurses'. The hospitals have
none of the services country people understand are
necessary for proper health care, but they have
hospitals!

have known for many months of the government's
intention to close the beds, but were not game for
political reasons to come out and tell the board and
Clunes community its decision.
This is a brave and, I presume, short-lived board
member. He continues:
The board was slowly forced into a corner with
massive budget cuts so that the hospital became
unviable to the extent that the board was given no
alternative.
So much for Mrs Tehan's statement that 'no hospital in

I want to go into these two big lies in more detail:
firstly the lie that hospitals are not closed; and
secondly the lie that it is not the minister who is
closing the hospital but a decision taken by the
community.
In relation to the latter issue I refer to the Clunes
District Hospital. The Minister for Health and the
Minister for Aged Care once again claimed that this
was a decision of the board presumably based
around some community need and the claim by the
government that an acute hospital was no longer
needed. What does a board member say to this claim
by the Minister for Aged Care? In a letter to the
Ballarat Courier of 4 January 1994 he states:
I feel as a member of the board of management of the

Clunes District Hospital I should comment on a
statement made by Mr Peter Axten (Acute Health
Services Manager with the Health and Community
Services Department).
He said that it was the board of management, not the
minister, that closed the beds at the Clunes Hospital.
Mr Axten attended a meeting at the Minister for Aged
Care's Peel Street office, at which nine board members
were present, when Mr Knowles stated that the board
was in charge of the hospital's future and whatever
option it chose, he would support.
'That seems pretty reasonable on the surface. The
letter continues:
But when the board elected to seek affiliation with the
Queen Elizabeth Centre, which could have been made

Victoria will close', when the government's intention
all along has been to slowly starve small hospitals to
death. The government's decision to close our local
hospital will not be forgotten at the ballot box.
Mr Axten, I as a board member am not prepared to be
blamed for something that has obviously been
government policy for some time.
That is one example of a hospital where the board
was forced into the position of having to close the
hospital, not because of any proper health
considerations but simply because the government
left it no other option.
Exactly the same thing is happening in Lismore. In
fact, the Lismore hospital board is being blackmailed
by the government. It is being bullied and abused.
Lismore hospital, which at one stage was one of the
benchmark hospitals, is an efficient hospital that is
meeting appropriate throughput targets and
meeting the needs of its community. The Lismore
board has come up with a proposal that would
enable the Lismore hospital to survive, a proposal
that the government and the minister ought to
acknowledge and give proper consideration. The
Lismore hospital put its proposal to the Department
of Health and Community Services and either today
or yesterday received a letter from the department
which states:
I am unable to support the proposed model.

I will only discuss outreach and community based
services with the board of management .. ,
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The department is making dear that it is not
prepared to discuss any option that allows the
lismore hospital to remain open. It is not prepared
to consider it because it has had a directive from the
minister. It has been told that the hospital is on
Mrs Tehan's hit list, that it is one of the 50 hospitals
on the government's hit list of hospitals that have to
be dosed. So, no proper consideration can be given
to any plan that would enable the hospital to remain
open.
What is the government doing in the meantime? It is
bullying and threatening the board. Telephone calls
are being made. -:->eople who have been Liberal Party
supporters for m.my years are being abused and the
local Liberal branch is outraged by what is
happening. But the government does not care. We
heard the Treasurer give an hour-long diatribe. In
how much of that diatribe did he mention country
communities? He was talking about schools that
were closed and referred to a Brighton school.
Presumably he thinks that school is in the country
because he obviously has no understanding or
appreciation of country communities.
Unfortunately, it appears that the same approach is
being adopted by the Minister for Health. She is the
same person who, when she was the shadow
minister in another place, was a great supporter of
country hospitals. She said in a debate in that place
on 18 September 1991 that if country hospitals were
closed along with schools, police stations and
courthouses, country towns would disintegrate. Of
course, that is true, but what does she think is
happening now?
The Minister for Health is the same person who
stood on the steps of Parliament and promised to the
community of Elmore that its hospital would be
retained, but who has now sold out that community.
She is the minister who in April last year promised
that no country hospitals would be closed but who
is now closing hospitals.
The government is doing this by telling the two big
lies. 'That is the device it is using. The first lie is that
the country communities themselves are choosing to
close their hospitals. The second is that hospitals are
not closed when we all know there are no beds
inside them.
I refer to the case of Mortlake hospital, another
hospital on Mrs Tehan's hit list. That hospital is
being forced to close and the two big lies are again
being told. First, that the decision is allegedly not a
decision of the government but is a decision of the
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board and, secondly, that the hospital has not been
closed but is simply changing its role.
Mr Loney interjected.
Mr THWAITES - Very little. A meeting of the
Mortlake hospital board was held on 18 August. At
that meeting board members were presented with a
report that was to be tabled at a public meeting on
30 August, a fortnight later. The board members
were given only about 3 minutes to look at the
report. Not only were they given only 3 minutes to
look at it, they also had to sign it within that time!
Ms Marple - Even bank managers give you
longer than that!
Mr THW AITES - As the honourable member
for Altona says, even a bank manager would give
you longer than that. The purpose of the report was
to tie the board up to a situation where it would
agree to close the acute beds at that hospital. It was
given no choice, no opportunity to debate it and no
opportunity to come up with an alternative plan,
even though there was an alternative plan in
existence. It was not allowed to consider that plan
because the Department of Health and Community
Services had instructions from the minister - it had
its riding instructions and gave the board its riding
instructions.
The board members had 3 minutes to sign it, and
that was all they could do. They had to read the
document prepared by the regional office and it was
clear that unless they signed the letter that had been
prepared and acute beds were given away they
would not receive funding after 31 August - their
funding would be cut. In other words, they were
blackmailed! The health of the community came
second because the number one priority was the
minister's hit list. It was to knock off another
hospital!
On 30 August the Mortlake hospital board of
management called a public meeting to present to
the community the consultants' report on options for
Mortlake. Did the community have a real
opportunity to have an input at that meeting and to
present an alternative plan that had been prepared?
No! The board had its instructions, which were that
the community was not to be able to vote, not to be
able to come up with an alternative. The only option
it was given was the plan to close the beds at the
Mortlake hospital. Again we have the big lie! Some
400 to 500 people present at the meeting voiced their
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dissent and anger but none of that meant anything
because no recommendations were put or vote taken.
Mr Andrianopoulos interjected.
Mr THW AITES - There may have been the odd
government member in attendance, but no-one
really noticed because they are remarkable by their
lack of size. The same situation occurred in Lismore
when the local member, the Minister for Finance,
was not present at a public meeting. Unfortunately
he had an illness. All I can say is that I hope it was
not so severe that he needed hospital attention
because through his government's negligence there
will be no hospital at Lismore.
I suppose he is not too concerned because he spends
most of his time in Melbourne and there are
sufficient hospitals for him here, but if he were a
citizen of Lismore he would be in severe strife. His
illness prevented him from attending the meeting.
Manv local residents attended, as did the Leader of
the Opposition. During his contribution the
Treasurer put a lot of emphasis on the polls, but he
should listen to the people of Lismore because they
gave the Leader of the Opposition a magnificent
reception. I am not sure whether it was a standing
ovation but he certainly got a strong ovation, in
contrast to the reception which met the
annOWlcement that the Minister for Finance would
not be attending. PeOple booed and showed a great
deal of dissatisfaction with the minister.
More important than the reactions to politicians is
what is happening to the commWlity. The Lismore
commWlity is being sold out and is losing its very
efficient hospital. In human terms that means that
nursing home residents will be thrown out of that
hospital. Where will they go? Who knows?
Glenda Hirth wrote in a letter:
My father suffered a severe stroke in 1989. Since then
the Lismore and District Hospital has been his home.
The dedication and support of the staff there has
enabled the family, as well as my father, to come to
terms with - and adjust to - the situation we have
found ourselves in.
If this hospital closes, where may my father end up?
This is my emotive case; but, for mine, there must be

hundreds of other families going through the same
turmoil and anguish.

I can vouch for the fact that many families are going
through the turmoil and anguish of worrying about
where their parents will go when they are thrown
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out of nursing homes because of this callous,
Wlcaring government. The residents of the nursing
home beds in CIWles were moved without any
proper notice and told to find somewhere else. They
were simply shoved into cars. In some cases the
relatives were not even told. I cite the tragic case of a
woman who I was told was taken out of the hospital
and dumped in another hospital without her
90-year~ld husband even being told. He broke
down in tears and his health was affected by the
situation, but the government and hospital
management did not have the decency to tell him
where his wife was. That is the sort of Wlcaring and
callous approach the government has towards
COWltry Victoria.
Glenda Hirth's letter continues:
Is this how we treat the aged? Is this how we repay
their lives, their loyalty, their contributions to the
growth of their country ... by reducing their life's worth
to financial negotiation?
Inquiries to nursing homes within 100 kilometres are
met with the reply - 'We have an extensive waiting
list'.

That is the situation facing Glenda Hirth. She does
not know whether her father will find a bed, but the
government proceeds regardless.
I received a letter from Mrs Linda Hirth, which
states:
I am writing to you to state my concern about the
plight of our rural hospitals, namely, the Lismore and
District Hospital ... My husband has been in the
nursing home part of this hospital for five years, and it
concerns me what health hazard it will have on him,
myself and our family if our hospital has to close and
he has to be shifted from us.

These people, who live in country Victoria and make
their contributions to the community, are the
unheard victims of the government's policies.
Conservative governments have been known to
refer to the silent majority. These people are the
silent majority. These country people have given
their best over many years and are now being sent
down the drain by this government, which is more
interested in grand prix races and multi-storey
buildings than in people's health.
The one thing that does not figure in this
government's calculations is people. The
government comes up with formulas such as
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case-mix funding, but they are designed to hide the
basic fact that it does not care about country Victoria
or people like Mrs Hirth's husband who will be
thrown out of the Lismore hospital. It does not care
about the people in Mortlake who have an
alternative proposal to save their hospital but have
been unable to present it. The hospital is on the hit
list and the department has been told that under no
circumstances is it to consider any option that will
allow the hospital to remain open.
The people of Clunes, Lismore and Macarthur were
told that their hospitals would close, and the people
of Moe will soon be told that their hospital will be
forced to close, not for any health reason but to fit in
with the formula of the empty chair over there and
the accountants on Collins Street. The interests of
country people are being ignored.
Moe has a population of about 18000 or 19 000
people who have contributed hundreds of
thousands, if not millions, of dollars to the hospital
which has about 90 beds, and yet the government is
proposing to close the hospital. The Premier has said
in the newspapers that the hospital will change its
role rather than close. It is a bit like an episode of Yes
Minister. The hospital in that program was the most
efficient hospital in England. It had all the beds, but
the marvellous thing about it was that it had no
staff, it had no waiting lists and it had no patients.
That was why it was so efficient. That is the sort of
hospital this government wants for Moe: an empty
hospital with no beds, no patients and no services. It
is a direct contradiction to the clear promise given
by the honourable member for Narracan prior to the
last election, just as the closure of the Elmore
hospital contradicts the promise given by the
honourable member for - Ms Marple interjected.
Mr THW AITES - I do not know where he is
from. The government does not know who he is
either.
Mr Maughan interjected.
Mr THW AITES - The honourable member for
Rodney! The local people are not sure who their
member is because they are not getting any
representation. The Elmore hospital is not the only
one that is being closed. What is being said in
Echuca? What is happening to the hospital? Wards
are being closed. What about the Goulburn Valley
Hospital? The ophthalmology services are being
removed so people have to travel to the city for eye
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operations. Why not travel to the city? They could
take a train, except that the trains have been cut out.
The lines are still there but the trains are gone.
The hospitals are still there but the beds have gone,
and you cannot get an operation there. Services at
Mildura and Moe have been cut and the boards of
hospital after hospital are being forced to cut
services not for any health reason but because the
government is forcing hospitals to close services
through massive cuts in their budgets of more than
30 per cent. What business can survive a cut of
30 per cent? No business can but that is what the
government is doing - slashing budgets by so
much that hospitals cannot survive, and the country
people know it.
I conclude with two paragraphs from a letter
relating to the Clunes hospital from a resident of
Maryborough, Mr Bill Musgrove:
Monday, 6 June 1994 was D-day for the rest of the
world. It may be, but for the people of Clunes it will
remain as '0' for deception, destruction,
disappointment and death.
The deceitful and secretive way that this Kennett
government went about the destruction of yet another
service to country people and the people of Clunes in
particular highlights its continual attack on people of
country Victoria.
No matter what Mr Knowles and his gang might say,
the outcome for Clunes was a careful plan.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - The honourable member for
Albert Park has finished his contribution by talking
about deception and misleading comments, and that
is quite appropriate because if ever a motion
attempted to portray a picture that was incorrect it is
clearly the motion put forward by the Leader of the
Opposition. We are used to the muck-raking and
scaremongering of the Leader of the OppOSition, and
I suppose we can expect no better from the
honourable member for Albert Park.
Clearly, the moves made over the past two years
have had positive effects for the state, and as Leader
of the National Party I am delighted to announce
that the measures introduced have certainly been of
parti~r benefit to regional Victoria. People need
to understand that the state was insolvent after
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10 years of mismanagement by the previous Labor
government. When I came to this Parliament in 1982
we had a core state debt of $11 billion.

Mr Andrianopoulos - Mr Speaker, I direct your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr McNAMARA - Obviously the opposition is
getting a bit oversensitive if it needs to call a
quorum to stop me speaking. The point I was
making is that we inherited a disastrous situation in
this state in 1992. In 1982 the core debt was
511 billion together with unfunded liabilities. The
audit taken after the 1992 election showed that the
total liabilities of this state had increased to almost
570 billion - from $11 billion to 570 billion in only a
decade!
Worse than that was an absolute disregard for
having income match expenditure, and the budget
this government inherited in 1992 included
expenditure of $15 billion but income of only
$12 billion. That shortfall of $3 billion had to be
addressed, and we set a target in our first term of
government of reaching a balanced budget. The easy
way to do that would have been to push taxes
through the roof, but we recognised that that could
not be done, particularly at a time of recession.
However, if we had done nothing at all, the
messages we received from financial officials in the
various departments was that within two terms of
government we would have been spending more
than 70 per cent of state revenue purely on debt
servicing.
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on land tax and introduce a range of other draconian
measures. We decided early in the piece that that
was not on. We had to get back to the position the
Labor Party inherited in 1982 -a balanced budget.
This year's budget makes it clear that we will meet
that target, hopefully within 12 months.
We have tried to create efficiencies in government,
and it is worth ruruting through some of the things
that have been achieved because the opposition
would have people believe that in the process of
getting Victoria back to a balanced budget a harsh
approach has been taken in rural areas. In fact, quite
the opposite is the situation.
We inherited a horrifying drain on the public purse
in the form of the public transport system. The easy
option would have been to terminate a range of
transport facilities which were not well patronised
and which were certainly not paying their way. The
government said from the outset that every country
Victorian who had access to public transport would
continue to have access to public transport. In some
areas, there was a change in mode from train to bus
and in other areas public rail services were
privatised, but the results are interesting because all
communities that had public transport still have
publiC transport.
That commitment of the government is clear, yet the
opposition gives the impression that with this
change people have walked away from public
transport. The opposite is the case. More country
people now use public transport than was the case
prior to the reforms.
Ms Marple interjected.

At that stage the options were not to fund a whole
range of services or push taxes through the roof. The
alternative to increased taxes would have seen the
reintroduction of a range of measures such as
probate tax.
Ms Marple interjected.
Mr McNAMARA - You want probate tax back,
do you? Is that what you said?
Ms Marple interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Altona may not continually interject
across the table. I ask her to remain silent.
Mr McNAMARA - Another option would have
been to remove exemptions to rural property owners

The SPEAKER - Order! I will not warn the
honourable member for Altona again.
Mr McNAMARA - The proof of the pudding is
that country people are supporting the changes. The
great successes are the privatised rail service,
particularly the Shepparton and Warmambool rail
lines. They are showing the way ahead for the public
transport system. The service delivery on those
privatised rail services is welcomed by the patrons
in those areas.
In relation to health, clearly case mix has been a

great success. There has been a Significant reduction
in waiting lists, an increase in the number of patients
being treated and increased efficiencies in various
hospitals. One should commend the Minister for
Health for taking the initiative that the Labor
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government had never been prepared to take, such
as the provision of acute hospital beds in bush
nursing hospitals. We could never get that from any
Labor government anywhere in Australia, but the
coalition government provided that initiative, which
is a breakthrough in the provision of services and
something bush nursing hospitals never expected to
get.
There have been real benefits to rural communities
in the education area. Changes had to be made in
face-to-face teaching hours. Everybody had to pull
their weight in this process and there has been a
marginal increase in the face-to-face teaching hours.
The primary area has increased from 22.5 hours to
23 hours.
Mr Carli - A disgrace!
Mr McNAMARA - Do you call increasing
teaching hours to 23 hours a week a disgrace? What
do you call the increase in the secondary area from
16.5 hours to 18 hours? Is that also a disgrace?
Mr THW AITES (Albert Park) - On a point of
order, Mr Speaker, the minister was imputing words
to the honourable member for Coburg that he did
not use. On a number of occasions the honourable
member for Coburg used different words. He
referred to retention rates. The minister imputed the
words, 'Is that a disgrace?'.
The SPEAKER - Order! I take it the honourable
member for Albert Park is raising a point of order
under standing order 108. I do not believe the matter
is serious enough for me to uphold the point of
order.
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - Country secondary schools
with fewer than 500 pupils - medium-sized
country high schools - have the best
student-teacher ratios anywhere in Australia. We
could never get that under a Labor government. The
government wants to ensure that it maintains the
best teacher-pupil ratio in country high schools. The
ratio for country primary schools of fewer than
26 students is the best in Australia.
The conveyance allowance was last increased under
a conservative government in 1981. It had not been
increased until the change of government in 1992
when the coalition increased the allowance from $30
to $300, an increase of 600 per cent since its coming
to office. We could never get an understanding from
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the previous Labor government that that was
discrimination against rural people.
The government has also retained the free bus
service. Where buses travel at speeds of more than
80 kilometres an hour, the government is making
moves to introduce a no-standing rule. Again, that
issue was never addressed by the previous
government. Satellite dishes, which will give
statewide coverage, have been introduced to
700 schools. That technically advanced facility will
provide science, mathematics, languages and a
range of other facilities that country students have
never had. It required a coalition government to
provide that sort of service. Furthermore, an
additional $3 million will be allocated for rural
school reconstruction. That will be greatly
appreciated by many of the country schools, which
will receive grants of $10 000, $20 000, $30 000 or
S40 000, funding that was not forthcoming under the
previous Labor government. The government has
also recognised that smaller rural schools require an
injection of funds for staff rooms to ensure that
facilities are adequate. That is greatly appreciated. A
lot is happening across a range of departments that
will benefit rural and regional Victoria.
Earlier the Leader of the Opposition commented on
power prices. Under the restructuring of the SEC we
will guarantee a drop in power prices over the next
six years. The alternative put forward by the
opposition was that the electricity authority had a
debt of some $9.5 million. That debt almost trebled
under 10 years of Labor with the result that most of
householders' electricity bills were going towards
debt-servicing costs. Coupled with that there is also
a 40 per cent surplus of generating capacity in the
state.
As we move towards a national grid the real danger
will be interstate power being supplied at cheaper
rates. We could see surplus generating capacity
increase, debt increase and conswner costs
increasing markedly. Change has to occur. It will
put competition into the market and that will drive
prices down. The Treasurer quoted a document on
SEC pricing from a federal minister. That document
was prepared some six or seven weeks before final
resolution was achieved on the electricity issue.
There have been a number of major concessions, the
most important being that the government is
prepared to write down $440 million. It is expected
that it will cost the government $1 billion off the sale
price. That write~own applies only to the two rural
distribution districts. It is a recognition by the
government that we must ensure that everyone
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across the state receives the benefit of electricity
reforms.
The government has led Australia in the abolition of
stamp duty on family farms. In a similar fashion to
the :'ueensland coalition's abolishing of probate,
thi~ 0 tate has led the way in removing an impost on
family farms. It will enable generational changes in
the ownership of family farms. Elderly family
members will be able to qualify for the social
security benefits they should have.
The government will also ensure that the $100 state
deficit levy that applied to rural properties will not
apply to every Crown allotment and title. It will
apply only once, even if the family farm spreads
over two or three municipalities.
The government is providing direct financial
assistance in a range of areas. In my electorate,
$3 million has been positively received by the
tobacco industry for restructuring. The Mallee
pipeline, which was talked about for a decade and
for which we could never get a commitment from
the previous government, is being funded by this
government. The support for industry in country
Victoria is enormous. Some $20 million has been set
aside to give industry a financial incentive to move
to regional Victoria.
I have already spoken about tourism. We know
tourism funding has received a 50 per cent increase.
Half of the funds went into regional promotion to
provide jobs in rural and regional Victoria. Clearly
the government is on the move.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.

PHOTOGRAPHING OF PROCEEDINGS
The SPEAKER -Order! I advise the house that I
have given permission for still photographs to be
taken during question time today. No additional
lighting or flashlights will be used.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Crown Casino: road signs
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to the many Vicroads
advertisements around Melbourne directing
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motorists to the Crown Casino and I ask: will that
facility be made available to other Victorian
businesses?
Mr KENNElT (Premier) - Well, Mr Speaker,
what a question of absolute waste!
An Honourable Member -Go for it!

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNElT - Luckily the Archbishop was
here yesterday. If he had not been, what would you
have asked then?

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNElT - When in doubt, refer to the
media the night before! As the honourable member
would know, I am not personally responsible for
road signs. I am responsible for the government, I
am responsible for managing the team, and I think
that if you wish - sorry, what?
Mr Brumby ~ Are you going to extend it to other
businesses?
The SPEAKER - Order! Discussion across the
table is disorderly.
Mr KENNETI - Am I going to extend it to other
businesses? I have just explained that I am not
responsible for road signs, I do accept that
responsibility for - Mr Brumby - Are you going to extend it to other
businesses?
Mr KENNEIT - The buck stops here! I accept
that and I have seen a lot of signs that indicate other
tourist facilities around Victoria.
Mr Brumby - There are 60 signs!

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposi tion has asked his question. He is not
pennitted under standing orders to ask
supplementary questions by way of interjection.
Mr KENNETI - Mr Speaker, that explains
everything! We have been wondering where you
have been for the last week!

Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The Premier will
address the Chair.
Mr KENNETT - The media have been
wondering where you have been as you have
hidden in your bunker! I do not know how many
signs are out there. I can just imagine the Leader of
the Opposition counting the signs - 1, 2, 3 - and
he got up to 60.
If this is a matter of such priority to the Leader of the
Opposition, can I suggest that he direct the matter to
the appropriate minister, if he knows who it is.

Racist remark
Or DEAN (Berwick) - I refer the Premier to the
racist remark made in the other place yesterday by
the Honourable David White. Given the failure of
the Leader of the Opposition to exert leadership in
requiring his shadow minister to apologise, what
action will be taken by the government to redress
this appalling slur directed at a person of Greek
origin as well as at the Greek community?

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I not only answer this
question as Premier, but I also answer it as the
Minister for Ethnic Affairs. One can imagine my
concern yesterday when in another place, the
Honourable Mr White, by way of interjection, made
a racist slur against Mr Petro Georgiou, who had just
won the safest Liberal seat in Australia, a seat which
he won on merit, much to his credit. He also
happens to be of Greek origin.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENN£IT - The interjections only further
compound the attitude of the ALP to the comments
made yesterday by Mr White. Mr White interjected
and referred to Mr Birrell as 'The non-member for
Kooyong'. He then said, in a most discriminatory
manner, 'He got beaten by a Greek!'.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Gude - Shame!

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I do not know what the
agitation is among the members of the oppOSition,
but they should listen to the answer in silence.
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Mr KENNETT - As I said earlier, this is a radst
slur not only against Mr Georgiou, but against the
whole Greek community and the Australian
community that in this day and age that comment
can be made.
Mr McNamara - It is unacceptable!

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNETT - I refer to the fact that from time
to time individuals make comments which they then
regret and invariably apologise for, and it has
happened on this side of the house and no doubt
will happen on the other side from time to time, so
much so that when a couple of my colleagues were
accused of making the same sorts of comments, I
received a letter from the Leader of the OppOSition,
which said:
Dear JeU,
Please find enclosed a letter and enclosures which have
been sent to Mr Mick Dodson.

The Leader of the OppOSition sent a letter to the
Acting Race Discrimination Commissioner on
reports of racist comments by the honourable
members for Cranboume and Mordialloc. At the
time they made those comments, whether they were
taken in context or out of context, I spoke to both
members and both members immediately
apolOgised.
Mr Sandon interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the honourable
member for Carrum that he may not ask questions
by way of interjection. He will remain silent.
Mr KENNETT - The Leader of the OppOSition
then went on to say:
I am bringing this to your attention because of the
extremely serious nature of this issue.

He concluded:
You have an obligation to investigate these matters and
take steps to ensure that no member of your
government engages in activities or comments of a
racist nature.

Mr Brumby wrote to Mr Dodson and said:
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It is regrettable that a number of elected representatives

seem to have embarked upon a course of ethnic
bashing and I believe it would be inappropriate for the
comments of Mr Rowe in this case and the purported
comments of Mr Leigh to go unchallenged.

Both members on this side apologised when the
matter was raised. Yesterday David White did not
apolOgise. He tried to explain his position. He never
apologised. I think it now lies with the Leader of the
Opposition to be consistent and to demand that
Mr White apologise. If he does not apologise, for the
Leader of the Opposition should write to
Mr Mick Dodson, the Acting Race Discrimination
Commissioner. The only reason the Leader of the
Opposition will not demand an apology from
Mr White is because he has not got the strength.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Question time cannot
proceed under the present circumstances. I ask the
house to come to order. I ask the Premier to
conclude his answer.
Mr KENNEIT - The time has come for the
Leader of the Opposition to be consistent about
what he professes in public. Mr White did not
apologise - Mr DOLLlS (Richmond) -On a point of order,
Mr Speaker, the Premier is laughing. He knows,
however, he himself on previous occasions has been
engaged--

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER -Order! Unless the honourable
member can refer directly to the standing orders I
will no longer hear him.
Mr DOLLlS - I would like to ask the Premier,
through you, Mr Speaker, in the interests of fair
debate--

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! There is no point of
order.

Crown Casino: bid
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to his letter in the Age yesterday in
relation to the casino licence when he says that the
Crown consortium bid was recommended by the
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finance committee of the Victorian Casino Control
AuthOrity. How does the Premier reconcile that with
the statements by the chairman of the finance
committee, Mr Graham Cunningham, that the
committee did not recommend the Crown
consortium? In fact, it recommended:
As both proposals are very similar we recommend the
Casino Control Authority select the applicant on
grounds other than the financial attributes of each
applicant's proposal.

Mr KENNEIT (Premier) - Today in another
place your college and friend the Honourable
Mr White has continued a barrage against the
integrity of men and women in this state who have
been associated with this development. Not once
today has he been able to put up any new evidence
that in any way at all substantiates the claims that
have been made in this or the other house.
The Leader of the Opposition today asks me how I
reconcile what I think the leader of the finance
committee is reported to have said and my own
comments. It is very, very simple - Mr Brumby - They are quite different.
Mr KENNEIT - I beg your pardon? Good! You
will happen to note that I am a different person from
the other individual who made the comment The
answer is very simple, as it always has been. On the
night the cabinet subcommittee went down to the
Casino Control AuthOrity to be informed of the
result the cabinet subcommittee was there. So, too,
was the chairman of the Casino Control AuthOrity,
Mr Richards, who was appointed by the Labor
government - a man of great integrity - and
members of the planning and design committee and
the finance committee.
My question to Mr Richards was, 'Have you made a
decision? If so, who is now the preferred tenderer?'.
He said to me, 'Crown Casino'. I then said, 'Is that a
unanimous decision?'. He said, 'Yes'. I said, 'Is that
agreed upon by both the other committees?'. He
said, 'Yes'.
It might take the Leader of the Opposition the rest of
his life - his very much shortened political life - to
come to the realisation that that was the only
information we received. We did not meet with the
finance committee or the planning committee. What
the individual indicated in terms of discharging his
responsibilities is his business. But on the night that
we met as a cabinet subcommittee, prior to giving
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the decision to cabinet, they were the three
fundamental questions that we asked. On all
occasions Crown Casino was the unanimous
decision agreed upon by both committees. I cannot
say it or make it any clearer than that.

Yellow Pages: small business index
Mr WELLS (Wantima) - I refer the Premier to
media reports of the results of a special survey on
small business attitudes to government by the Yellow
Pages small business index. Will the Premier inform
the house of the findings of the survey on the
attitude of small business to state governments?
The SPEAKER - Order! The question is very
wide. I ask the Premier to limit his answer.
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - Although it might be
a very broad question, it is a very important part of
Victoria's fabric. It has been a major reason why the
Victorian economy is picking up so quickly. I
suppose it comes as no surprise to members of this
house and those viewing this chamber that the
opposition has neither affinity for nor concern about
the importance of small business in this state and
within Australia generally.
The Yellow Pages small business index, which has
been just released, focuses on businesses employing
19 people or fewer. That represents very small
business, but there are many throughout Victoria
and Australia. More than 1000 metropolitan regional
small businesses throughout Australia gave their
views. The small businesses that were surveyed in
Victoria, South Australia, the Northern Territory and
Western Australia saw state government policies to
be particularly positive. Small businesses in Victoria
particularly were extremely positive about the
leadership and the security of policy that have been
delivered to them by the incumbent government.

In many senses this acknowledges the work of the
Minister for Small Business. It also reflects the
corporate decision-making processes of the
government, particularly when you see how small
business has played a very major leadership role in
recent times. Unfortunately, the same small
businesses were overwhelmingly negative about the
federal government and its actions in creating
opportunities for small business to flourish. Only
6 per cent see Canberra as being supportive of small
business. It again indicates that Labor governments
or Labor oppositions - there is a good example in
this house because not one of them to my
knowledge has ever fW\ a small business - -
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Opposition members interjecting.
Mr Thomson - Yes we have!
Mr KENNETT - Who has? Yan Yean?
Mr Gude - The sandwich shop man.
Mr KENNETI - Sorry, I take it all back. I have
been reminded that the Leader of the Opposition
was the sandwich shop man's apprentice, so he
obviously had a great deal of experience! The Yellow
Pages small business index is just that - an index. It
is another indicator that confidence levels in this
state are growing; but, importantly, from our side of
politics, which has a very big relationship with
medium and small businesses, the level of
confidence - Mr Sandon interjected.
Mr KENNETT - Look at that! Here we go. The
honourable member for Carrum talks about
measuring outcomes, Mr Speaker. You had the
opportunity for 10 years to measure outcomes and
you failed on every test. There was a vote on your
outcomes, and you were very lucky to hang onto
your seat! 1his is an important index and indicator
and shows yet again that the Victorian small
business commwtity is going from strength to
strength under the Minister for Small Business and
the government.

Crown Casino: gaming machines
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to the government's decision last
year to place a new limit of 45 ()()() gaming machines
in Victoria and restrictions on the number of gaming
machines in all venues within 100 kilometres of the
casino. Why did the government make this decision
during the bidding process for the casino licence?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I tell you what, we're
in real trouble, chaps! We're going to have real
difficulty!
Ms Marple - Chaps? No women on your side?
Mr KENNETT - Did you hang on to your seat?
You're gone. You were sacked!
Why did we make the decision during the process?

1his question will pull down the government!
During the process we had to look at the exclusivity
of the distance of the casino from another casino,
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when another casino could be established, the
period of the licence, which in this case is 12 years,
and other issues because the preferred applicant
would have to invest and borrow a lot of money and
would not have access to that borrowed money
unless it had some security. Also part of the process
was the decision on how many machines the state
would allow both at the casino and outside the
casino in order to give those lending the money
security for the money they were lending.
Mr Thomson -

Did it apply to both bidders?

Mr KENNETI - They both came to us. The
outgoing member for Pascoe Vale -he is about to
jump ship - asked whether it applied to both
bidders. We only assume it did because we never
spoke to a bidder.
Mr Seitz interjected.
Mr KENNETI - Do you want to learn anything?
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Keilor should remain silent.
Mr KENNETI - The companies left in the
bidding process went to the Casino Control
AuthOrity and said, 'We want to borrow our money.
We need to have some security in order to invest the
money in the state'. A number of factors were
involved including questions of exclusivity, distance
from the GPO and poker machines. The authority
came to the cabinet subcommittee and said, 'We
need these matters resolved to process the bids'.
Mr Thomson -
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the criteria established and then refined slightly by
us as a result of the review.

On those bases the information was relayed back to
the authority and to all the parties. I do not know
whether at that stage there were two or three
applicants left. Every time an applicant wanted
matters of legal interpretation or other matters
clarified the authority came back to the cabinet
subcommittee, which addressed those issues as best
it could. These major issues were handled with great
integrity at arm's length, and we are still in
government.

Leader of the Opposition: allegations
Mr TURNER (Bendigo West) - Given the
importance of business confidence for the
government to facilitate Victoria's economic
recovery, is the Premier aware of claims made by the
Leader of the Opposition over the past 24 hours that
his naming of two businessmen who he thought
would be gaoled by 1996 was taken out of context? I
ask the Premier whether this new claim satisfies the
government that the Leader of the Opposition has
been tragically misunderstood.
The SPEAKER - Order! I have some difficulty
with the question because there is already a notice of
motion on the same subject.
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - On a point of order,
Mr Speaker - Mr Micallef - Got the answer in your pocket,
have you?

When did they do that?

Mr KENNETI - I don't know the date. In that
process we came to a decision. During the same
process we made a decision to review poker
machines generally. Under your system they had
been introduced and pushed out into the
marketplace in an ad hoc way and it was time to
review implementation of process. About 10 000
machines were in the marketplace and about 15 000
applications were before the gaming authority.
We said we would put that matter on hold until we
finished the process. We said only 2500 poker
machines would be allowed on the casino site. New
South Wales has had poker machines for a number
of years and it has about 60 000 in the marketplace,
so it was decided that 45 000 machines outside the
casino would be more than enough over a period on

Mr KENNETT - I've got a hanky. Mr Speaker,
government bUSiness, notice of motion no. 5 was
placed on the notice paper yesterday. This question
refers to something that happened after the notice of
motion was placed on the notice paper and to
comments made by the Leader of the OppOSition
yesterday afternoon on a radio station. It is a
distinctly different matter and, importantly, it goes
to the core of business confidence in the state. I put it
to you that this issue was raised publicly yesterday
by the Leader of the OppOSition on a radio station
and therefore the question is entirely admissible.
The SPEAKER -Order! I admit the question.
MrTHOMSON (Pascoe Vale) -On a further
point of order, Mr Speaker, your initial ruling is
correct. This issue goes to the interview with the
Herald Sun reporter, which is covered by
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government business, notice of motion no. 5. There
is an expectation that this matter will be debated at
the earliest opportunity. I put it to you that your
original ruling is correct, and if the Premier or
anyone else wants to debate this question they have
the opportunity to do so when that debate comes on.
It is quite inappropriate for you to reverse your
previous ruling on the basis of the Premier's
comments.
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - On the further point of order,
Mr Speaker, if the honourable member for Pascoe
Vale were to read government business, notice of
motion no. 5, he would see that it refers specifically
to a report by the Herald Sun reporter Damon
Johnston. Those honourable members on the other
side who had their mouths closed and their ears
open would have heard that the question asked by
the honourable member for Bendigo West relates
specifically to remarks attributed to the Leader of
the Opposition yesterday afternoon on Melbourne
radio and is a different matter.
A different issue has been raised. The point of order
raised by the Premier is factual, and your ruling on
the Premier's point of order is correct. Mr Speaker,
you should rule forcefully against the further point
of order.
Dr COG HILL (Werribee) - Mr Speaker, the
Leader of the House has misrepresented the facts,
misrepresented the question and attempted to
mislead you. The fact is that the question referred to
comments yesterday related to the interview with
the Herald Sun and, as such, it related directly to the
matter which is listed on the notice paper for
possible consideration today with the expectation
that it will be discussed at an early opportunity.
The fact that the question referred to a radio
interview yesterday does nothing to alter the fact
that that interview concerned statements allegedly
made by the Leader of the Opposition in an
interview with a journalist from the Herald Sun.
Or NAPTHINE (portland) - On the point of
order, Mr Speaker, the question raised by the
honourable member for Bendigo West clearly asked
the Premier to comment on the effect on business
confidence in the state of comments made on
Melbourne radio yesterday by the Leader of the
Opposition.
The notice of motion, which is item no. 5 of
government business, notices of motion, on the
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notice paper referred to by the honourable member
for Pascoe Vale is clearly a distinct and separate
issue concerning allegations made to a Herald Sun
reporter and - this is a critical issue - makes no
mention of the effect on business confidence of the
allegations, whether they be correct or incorrect. It
merely provides an opportunity for the Leader of
the Opposition to comment on his naming of two
business people, to withdraw those names or to
make them public.
Clearly the question asked today concerned the
effect of the issues raised yesterday and the earlier
comments of the Leader of the OppOSition on
business confidence in this state and the action the
government is taking to ensure that business
confidence is maintained. Clearly business
confidence is the subject of the question, which is
not covered in notice of motion no. 5 of government
business on the notice paper.
The SPEAKER - Order! I do not uphold the
point of order but I ask and instruct the Premier that
in giving his answer he may not stray to include any
reference to item no. 5 of government business on
the notice paper.
Mr KENNETI' (Premier) - I thank you very
much indeed. Last night when I was driving to a
meeting down the coast I fortunately or
unfortunately had the opportunity of tuning in to
the dulcet tones of the Leader of the Opposition on
3AW. As you would know, Mr Speaker, over the
past couple of weeks I have been ill Perth, last
Friday I was in Sydney and as well I have attended
many functions here in Victoria with businessmen
and businesswomen - Mr Seitz interjected.
Mr KENNETI' - Yes, on business, George. A lot
of those businessmen and businesswomen are
increasingly incredulous at the comments of and
attitude taken by the opposition and particularly by
the Leader of the Opposition and the Honourable
David White in another place.
During the interview yesterday with the compere,
Paul Barber, an exchange occurred which I found
even more incredible than things that had been said
by the Leader of the Opposition in recent weeks on
this issue. He said, and I quote:
I have never ever named any particular individuals
who I said would go to gaol. Never named any that I
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said would go to gaol, could go to gaol, might go to
gaol or will go to gaol.

Mr THOMSON (Pascoe Vale) - On a point of
order, Mr Speaker, I put it to you that the Premier is
quite clearly straying into the territory covered by
government business item no. 5 on the notice paper.
The Premier is quite clearly talking about the
comments made by the Leader of the Opposition
concerning his interview with the Herald Sun
reporter. That is exactly - precisely - the subject
matter covered by the government business item
no. 5. If the Premier wants to participate in that
debate he is welcome to do so but he should not take
up question time making his contribution on that
debate now.
The SPEAKER - Order! I uphold the point of
order that the subject of the question and the notice
of motion which is item no. 5 of government
business are so closely entwined that it is impossible
for the Chair to allow the question.
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - On a point of order,
Mr Speaker, may I suggest to you that the question
goes to business confidence.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr KENNETI - So was another one a moment
ago. The question quite dearly goes to the
confidence of small business and also relates to
comments made by the Leader of the Opposition
yesterday when he had a totally contrary view to
one that he acted on earlier. Given that you had
given me permission to answer the question, for you
then to change your view halfway through it is, I
t:hinlc., a clear indication that either the question was
wrong in the first place or remains admissible,
because all I was doing in my answer was referring
to what had been said yesterday afternoon on radio,
quoting comments by the Leader of the Opposition.
I suggest to you, Sir, that your latest ruling totally
contradicts your first ruling and, therefore, I put it to
you that what we are saying is absolutely admissible.
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the question is admissible. The time for questions
without notice has expired.

EMPLOYEE RELATIONS
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) introduced a bill to amend the
Employee Relations Act 1992 and make
consequential amendments to certain other acts
and for other purposes.
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - I move:
That this bill be now read a first time.

Mr MICALLEF (Springvale) - I seek a brief
explanation of the amendment.
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment)(By leave) - I am happy to respond to
the honourable member for Springvale. The
government's intention is to amend the act to make
provision for the introduction of sectoral industry
groups rather than having the 230 separate awards
that have applied in this state for many years and to
structure a situation in which the commission will
be able to fix and vary by arbitration minimum
wages, to provide for pro-rata annual leave and sick
leave and to provide for TCR provisions and for
other general purposes.
I will be happy to assist the honourable member
separately from this brief explanation. I trust that
will assist him in an understanding of the measure.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

CORRECTIONS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading

The SPEAKER - Order! When the point of order
was raised on the admissibility of the question to the
Premier I allowed the question, but indicated that
there was some difficulty. I indicated to the Premier
that he would have some difficulty in answering the
question; the fact is that he referred to the two
business people mentioned in the notice of motion
which is item 5 of government business on the notice
paper. I understand the Premier's difficulty but I am
not prepared to change my mind. I do not believe

Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) introduced a bill to amend
the Corrections Act 1986 to provide for the powers
of the minister and the Chief Commissioner of
Police in relation to certain agreements, to provide
for leave of absence for prisoners to travel
interstate and to provide for the improvements to
the administration of that act and to amend the
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Prisoners (Interstate Transfer) Act 1983 and for
other purposes.

recreational land, from which the reservation is
being lifted.

Read first time.

Ms Marple - I asked specifically about Janefield.
That is what you said before.

LAND (MISCELLANEOUS MAITERS)
AND NATIONAL TENNIS CENTRE
(AMENDMENT) BILL

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Altona has asked the question and the
minister has answered. She is now out of order.

Introduction and first reading
Mr COLEMAN (Minister for Natural Resources)
introduced a bill to amend the National Tennis
Centre Act 1985 to make further provision with
respect to National Tennis Centre land, to amend
the Land (Revocation of Reservations) Act 1994, to
continue leases over the Eastern Market site, to
remove several reservations over land, including
land set aside for the Janefield Colony for the
Treatment of Mental Defectives, to repeal the
Mordialloc Public Hall and Courthouse Act 1965,
the Buninyong (Recreation Reserve) land Act 1971,
to amend the Land (Further Miscellaneous
Matters) Act 1994 and for other purposes.

Dr COG HILL (Werribee) -On a point of order,
Mr Speaker, the minister has not answered. The
honourable member for Altona asked a specific
question that was not addressed by the minister in
his response.
The SPEAKER - Order! There is no point of
order. It is up to the minister to reply as he sees fit. If
the house is not satisfied with his answer,
honourable members can take the appropriate action
and vote against the question.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

Mr COlEMAN (Minister for Natural
Resources) - I move:

HEALTH SERVICES (AMENDMENT)
BILL

That this bill be now read a first time.

Introduction and first reading
Ms MARPlE (Altona) - I would like a simple
explanation.
Mr COlEMAN (Minister for Natural
Resources){By leave) - It would have to be simple
for you!

Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Health) introduced a
bill to amend the Health Services Act, to repeal the
provisions relating to nursing homes and hostels
and for other purposes.
Read first time.

Ms MARPLE (Altona) - On a point of order,
Mr Speaker, I ask for that comment to be withdrawn.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Altona has asked for an explanation,
and I understand that she would like certain words
to be withdrawn. I ask the minister to withdraw.
Mr COlEMAN (Minister for Natural
Resources) - I withdraw. Every sessional period
this house has before it a bill to amend various
sections of the Land Act. This is one such bill. It
deals with issues concerning the National Tennis
Centre and the Eastern Market site and its
occupation by the Southern Cross Hotel. It deals also
with some surplus land at Janefield from which the
reservation will be removed, the Mordialloc Public
Hall and Courthouse Act and Buninyong

LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION:
ALLEGATIONS
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I move:
That this house demands that the Leader of the
OppOSition, having refused to substantiate his
allegations of cronyism when given the opportunity in
the house last week, should now (a) name the two business people he identified during
an on-the-record interview with Herald Sun
reporter Damon Johnston, detailing how these
particular individuals benefited from the alleged
rorting of or departure from government processes
that would see them in gaol by 1996; or

LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION: ALLEGATIONS
Wednesday, 12 October 1994

ASSEMBLY

(b) if the honourable member is unable to meet the
requirements of the house, publicly apologise or
resign his position as Leader of the Opposition.

As honourable members would know, we attempted
to introduce this motion yesterday but, true to form,
the Leader of the Opposition hid behind the
mechanics of the house and squibbed the issue. In a
similar fashion to the way he went to ground after
making these allegations in the house, he could not
be Sighted all weekend - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The debate cannot
proceed-Mrs Wilson interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! If the honourable
member for Dandenong North defies the Chair, I
will take action against her. The minister, on the
motion.
Mr McNAMARA - By moving the motion the
government is attempting to give the Leader of the
Opposition the opportunity to produce some
evidence of the alleged cronyism. To date all we
have had is a running up of the white flag. There has
been no sign of evidence. The Leader of the
Opposition is totally discredited in the community.
As proof one has only to look at recent opinion polls
which show that only one in seven Victorians
regards him as the preferred leader.
In fact, he is becoming very much like the famous
Beatles tune Nowh"e Man. There is a remarkable
parallel between the lyrics of that tune and the
Leader ?f the Op~ition. It is almost as if the song
was wntten for him. The Beatles might have had
him in mind when they were writing it. To refresh a
few memories of the sixties, the song goes like this:
He's a real nowhere man, sitting in his nowhere land,
making all his nowhere plans for nobody.

The Leader of the Opposition is becoming Victoria's
Nowhere Man.
The SPEAKER -Order! Given the nature of the
debate it is very hard for the Chair to maintain
order. Although the minister is quite within the
bounds of the motion before the chair I remind him
that he should bear in mind the proprieties of the
house and exercise judgment in his words.
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Mr McNAMARA - Clearly, the opposition is
going nowhere in the polls and its leader is going
~owhere with his allegations of cronyism. More
lI~portantly, the Labor Party is going nowhere with
hIS leadership. He epitomises the nowhere man of
the song. If we look at the Leader of the Opposition's
career over an extended period we can see that it has
gone from nowhere to nowhere. Look at his
performance in federal Parliament. He spent seven
years as a backbencher running around with the
media and giving reports to the local press in
Bendigo. He was on the verge of being in the
ministry, but did he ever get in?
Government Members - No!
Mr McN AMARA - It was an uneventful seven
years for him, and a very sad and uneventful seven
years for the constituents of the federal seat of
Bendigo. In 1990 they woke up to him and threw
him out, and that is what his backbench is about to
do to him. He is used to being thrown out.
Unemployed, he went begging to his old political
mate Alan Griffiths, the sandwich shop man.
Mr Gude interjected.
Mr McNAMARA - I take up that interjection. It
not a case. of cronyism when he went running to
his mate for a Job. Who would believe that an
ambitious young minister like Alan Griffiths would
take on the all-time loser, the defeated member for
the federal seat of Bendigo? I put it to the house that
it was not cronyism; it was charity, a little bit of
social justice. There is no other reason that I can see
for Alan Griffiths to take on such a loser.
~as

The good people of Victoria might have been better
off if this opposition leader had stayed in Canberra
instead of giving them the benefit of his undoubted
political brilliance! I certainly understand why some
of Labor's powerbrokers said, 'You can have him.
We don't want him back. Send him into the
Victorian Parliament'.
Mr Gude - That is not what they're saying today!
Mr McNAMARA - No, it is not exactly what
they're saying today. The Labor Party found a nice,
safe upper house seat in Doutta Galla -not a bad
position for a disgraced federal politician! It
certainly was not what you would call a gift that
someone would cherish, but for a political loser like
this he seized it like a drowning man seizes a
lifebuoy. It was a scrap he picked up very quickly,
and of course this individual never let a lack of
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talent get in the way of his unbridled ambition! He
always pushed himself to the front. He was always
able to give a spiel and convince others that he had
ability far beyond those who had personally
experienced it.
When he came into this place, rather than showing
some dedication, hard work and loyalty to the Labor
Party, almost from day one he started the rumour
mongering, the spreading of innuendo and the
back-biting to undermine the opposition leader at
that time. The media in this place were being told
about this brilliant young member who had just
entered the other house and the continual muck that
he poured on Jim Kennan, the then Leader of the
Opposition. He did all he could to undermine him at
a time when the Labor Party was on its knees after
the most devastating election result that party had
seen in this state for 100 years.
When they needed people to work together as a
team, the white-anter was at work, and in the end it
was enough for Jim. Jim packed up his bags and he
was off! I can understand his frustration with the
white-ant performance we saw from the current
Leader of the Opposition. As a result, the poor old
taxpayer had to cover the cost of two by-elections,
which amounted to more than $200 000. Those
by-elections were not necessary and occurred only
months after the Leader of the OppOSition won the
Doutta Galla seat.
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He now tells us that as a second string to his policy
bow, the basis of which is his marijuana legalisation,
he will set up a royal commission - some sort of
combined WA Inc. and Fitzgerald inquiry. The
Leader of the Opposition has indicated that this
commission will be some grand inquisition where
businessmen who have created jobs and prosperity
in this state will be tried for the crime of helping
Victoria.
We have the outrageous situation of the opposition
leader naming two Victorian business people and
saying they would be in gaol by 1996.
Mr Gude - Who are they?
Mr McNAMARA -1bat is the question and that
is the purpose of the motion - to give the Leader of
the Opposition a chance to come clean. The other
day when this issue came up he said, 'I did not name
two, it was not two' but then he did another
interview on radio yesterday afternoon and said, 'I
did name two, 1 did'.
Mr Gude - Was that two or three?
Mr McNAMARA - Well, the story changes
every day. He named them but he, 'did not libel
them'. He does not want to name them because he
might embarrass them and they might think tha t he
libelled them!

It is interesting that the Leader of the Opposition
almost needed a road map to understand the
electorate he represented. In fact, he was reported in
one local newspaper as saying, 'There are some
really nice streets in Broadmeadows!' Again, this
Leader of the Opposition has never let hard work
stand in the way of his own personal ambition; it has
never interfered with his performance. In fact, he
had been here only a matter of days when he
instantly declared himself the next Premier of
Victoria. At that stage people had never heard of
him and asked 'Brumby who?'. He kept saying 'I am
going to be the next Premier of Victoria'.

The Leader of the Opposition has an opportunity to
come dean. He is being held up to ridicule in this
state. We need only listen to any Victorian, read any
newspaper editorial or look at any opinion poll to
know that It was almost with a heavy heart that we
became involved in this debate in the first place
because we are doing all we can to carry him and
keep him there. In fact, I assure the Leader of the
Opposition that he has more friends on this side of
the house than he has behind him, by a long way.

We needed some alternative vision or policy, but
what did we get from the Leader of the Opposition?
We certainly did not get any new material or new
direction, nor did we get any new policies on the
economy, health, education or transport. He did
introduce a policy of legalising marijuana, but that is
about the only policy we have got from the
opposition leader since he came to office.

Mr McNAMARA - Where does this second
policy of a royal inquisition come from? We now
have an opposition leader who has recruited as his
chief of staff a failed federal member. They all seem
to flock together. He is the member who lost the seat
of Kennedy, so they have something in common they are both losers, they both lost federal seats.
They have both had more than 70 000 constituents
wake up to them and give them the big flick. The
former member for Kennedy is now the political

Mr Gude - There's not many of them left
anyway.
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mastermind. He said it worked well in Queensland
if all you do is throw muck, but the difference here is
that there is nothing to throw it at. We recognise that
some practices were improper in Queensland. We
acknowledge that and we do not stand for that sort
of business in Victoria, but the Leader of the
Opposition now has the philosophy that all you
need to do is to throw enough mud and some will
stick.
TIlis government will not sit back and allow the
opposition to muck-rake and demean good, honest
Victorians. We will give the Leader of the
Opposition a chance to put up or shut up, and if he
is not prepared to name those individuals that he is
prepared to name to journalists - Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr McNAMARA - Well, you tell us who they
are. We are giving you the chance.
Mr Thomson interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! I will call the
honourable member for Pascoe Vale at the
appropriate time. In the meantime I ask him to
remain silent.
Mr McNAMARA - TIlis motion is very Simple:
it gives the opposition, particularly the Leader of the
Opposition, a chance to put up or shut up. We have
had the rumour mongering, the scare campaigns
and the smearing of Victorians who are committed
to helping get this state out of the mire that Labor
took it into in the decade from 1982 to 1992. What
we now want is an opposition leader who is
prepared to name names rather than hide Wlder the
privilege of the Parliament.
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We know about the VEOC, the State Bank,
Tricontinental and all the other dodgy arrangements
that went on. We know about the staffers and others
who got the golden parachutes - people employed
on five-year contracts who worked for six months
and walked out with a couple of hundred thousand
dollars at taxpayers' expense. There is plenty of
ammunition from that decade if we wanted to
establish some royal commiSSions, and I am sure
some real heat would come out of them!
Over a two-year period in a herculean way we have
been able to clear the muck out of the stables. It has
been a difficult task when one considers where we
started from. It is about time the Leader of the
Opposition came up with some information to
substantiate the claims he has been making. He
mentioned 15 or 20 names in the Parliament.
Mr Thomson interjected.
Mr McNAMARA - Evidence, you say; all guilty,
is that what you are saying?
The SPEAKER - Order! The house will come to
order.
Mr McNAMARA - In reference to at least one of
those names, Peter Ross-Edwards, my predecessor,
telephoned me shortly after he saw himself named
in the newspaper as a crony. He pointed out that for
a start the bulk of the positions he holds were
appointments made by the previOUS Labor
government. He was appointed to the tennis centre
by John Cain. In fact, he was appointed as chainnan
of-An honourable member interjected.

Mr Gude - I beg your pardon? How much?

It is not good enough for the Leader of the
Opposition to come in here with his half-baked
conspiracies and fanciful claims and make
allegations that we are becoming like Queensland.
The fact is that a rash of fairly dodgy schemes
occurred under the previous Labor government. The
Minister for Finance named just a few the other day
when he talked about the sweetheart SEC deals, and
we know David White's involvement with that and
some other dubious schemes.
Under the SEC scheme, for instance, we entered into
a long-tenn contract agreeing to pay four times the
market rate to lease the building for 20 years. It was
at a cost of several hundred million dollars to all
Victorian taxpayers and it was outrageous.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr McNAMARA - John Cain appointed Peter
to the tennis centre.
The SPEAKER - Order! Will the Deputy
Premier ignore interjections.
Mr McNAMARA - He was appointed chairman
of the Goulbum-Murray water board not by a
minister of this government but by Steve Crabb.
Based on his performance he was also appointed to
Bendigo by this government.
An honourable member interjected.
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Mr McNAMARA - So what? Is Frank Wilkes a
crony of this government? He was a former Labor
leader and is now a commissioner with the City of
Greater Geelong. This is so fanciful that at times it is
not worth talking about

The SPEAKER - Order! The Deputy Premier
enjoyed the protection of the Chair against the
barrage of interjections. I ask members of the
government benches to come to order and extend
the same courtesy to the Leader of the Opposition.

Many comments have been made about Ron Walker.
The Kirner government established the Major Events
Committee. Mr Walker was appointed by Joan
Kirner, not by this government. The opposition
leader should either name those businesses or those
individuals he said are involved in cronyism and
corruption or he should admit that he has no
evidence. If he has no evidence, he should tell us.
You are backsliding and changing your pOSition
every day. Every day he is interviewed by the media
we get a different version of the story. What is the
correct story?

Mr BRUMBY - The motion was moved by the
Deputy Premier. Although the Premier is in the
house, he did not have the courage to move the
motion. When questions are raised in Parliament
about conflicts of interest by the Premier and when
matters are to be taken before the courts, you use
this Parliament, Jeff's jury, to get yourself off the
hook. You have a contempt for it. You are spineless!
Come and sit in this chair. Come on, Alan, move
aside and let him in the chair.

On the one hand, he tells us he never named two
business people yet on the other hand last night he
told an interviewer that he did. I do not think this
opposition leader knows where he is going. We will
continue this issue. We will allow a limited debate
today and then adjourn it until tomorrow so that the
opposition leader can sleep on it and decide what
his position will be for that day. No doubt it will be
different from what it is today. Tomorrow we will
give him a chance to come clean on the issue. If he
does not we will adjourn the debate tomorrow and
resume it on Friday and give him another chance,
because, at the end of the day, this opposition leader
must come clean on the names. There is no doubt
that he has become Labor's nowhere man. We know
the factions are already doing the tallying. It is only
a matter of time before we see our fourth opposition
leader.

The SPEAKER - Order! The house will come to
order and members on the government benches will
cease interjecting. The Leader of the Opposition
must address the chair.

What we need is a day of reckoning for the
opposition leader. Finally, he needs to put up or
shut up. If he does not, he will be in the position of a
former Queensland Premier who was aptly
described as being caught with both feet astride a
batbed wire fence. We ask the Leader of the
Opposition to name the names he gave to the
journalist and come clean on this issue.
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - What
a total waste of the time of the Parliament! What an
appalling presentation by the leader of the National
Party. The Premier, the Joe Bjelke-Petersen of the
Victorian government, does not have the courage to
sit in the chair; he did not have the courage to move
the motion to start the debate.

Honourable members interjecting.

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr BRUMBY - We are waiting for the Premier
of this state to come forward. If one goes back three
years it seems the Premier has gone through a
remarkable reformation. Remember this one:
'Uberal warning on dirty deals'? Do you remember,
Premier, when you threatened Victorian businesses?
What about this one: 'Kennett to get back at ALP
linked businesses'. Do you remember what you
called all the business people of this state?

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! It is impossible for this
debate to progress if the Leader of the Opposition
addresses questions across the table to various
members of the government. He should address the
Chair.
Mr BRUMBY - rr.t?v are the kind of remarks
that were described tOl .v by the Deputy Premier as
smearing filth and innuendo. Identical claims were
made about business deals in 1992 when the now
Premier was opposition leader.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - Here we go! When the then
opposition leader was asked to name people, what
did he do? He didn't. You were prepared to say they
were part of deals that were defrauding the state,
you were prepared to say they were immoral deals,
you were prepared to say they were amoral deals
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and you said that you would get back at them when
you got into government. When you were asked to
name them, what did you do, Premier? Have you
forgotten what you did? You did not name them.
You did not have the courage to name them.
We are happy to have this debate and, as the Deputy
Premier said, to come back and debate it every day
of the week from now until the end of the session.
Every time we have this debate we will talk about
cronyism in Victoria and what is happening in this
state. We will talk about how jobs go to mates, about
how cronyism is rife and about how if you take
away the checks and balances cronyism will
eventually lead to corruption.
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time named any persons whom he expected to go to
gaol, notes the government's hypocrisy in seelcing to
have names named and thereby potentially bringing
people into disrepute, given its alleged concern that
reputations not be damaged, and further notes the
government's failure to understand the notion of
conflict of interest, failing to ensure that businesses
bidding for government work are treated without fear
or favour and that there are not special advantages for
mates of the government.

This motion represents and demonstrates the
hypocrisy and the cant of this government. It is a
motion which is a total waste of time.
Mr Kennett interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable members for Carrurn and Ripon have
been in this place long enough to know that sort of
behaviour is not acceptable. The Chair need not say
any more. If that sort of behaviour carries on I shall
ask both members to be removed from the
Parliament.
Mr BRUMBY - We welcome this debate and the
only thing missing from the debate is the Premier,
who ought to be in his chair, but as so often happens
whenever you put the Premier under pressure, he
squibs it. The Premier should be in his chair and part
of the debate!

Mr BRUMBY - It is a total waste of time.
Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr COLE (Melbourne) -On a point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker, the Premier has now sort of
scallywagged down the back of the chamber and has
just yeUed out that he's misled the house.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr CO LE - Well, if you want to get into this
debate you can! It seems to me those tenns are
extremely unparliamentary to suggest - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - The opposition will bring on this
debate every day. We shall talk about cronyism and
how it leads to corruption. We shall say every time
we bring on this debate how this government is
looking more and more like the disgraced
Bjelke-Petersen government - Mr McNamara interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - And you are just a thinner
version of Russ Hinze! Just a thinner version but you
are exactly the same as Russ Hinze! You are the Russ
Hinze of the Victorian government because that is
what you are; you are thinner, but you will get there!

Mr COLE - There are procedures with respect to
saying that somebody has misled the house, and in
this particular case the Premier has asserted that the
Leader of the Opposition has deliberately misled the
house. The rules are quite clear and the remark must
be withdrawn. I ask you, Mr Deputy Speaker to call
the Premier back and ask him to withdraw those
comments.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The point of
order is that the honourable member for Melbourne
said that the Premier said the Leader of the
Opposition deliberately misled the House. I did not
hear--

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - I have an amendment to move
to the motion. I move:
1bat all words after 'house' (where first occurring) be
omitted with the view of inserting in place thereof, the
words', given tha t the Leader of the Opposition at no

Mr CO LE - I did not say that. He said that he
misled the House, but not aCcidentally, he was
saying it deliberately - Mr KENNETr (Premier) - Mr Deputy Speaker,
on the point of order, the amendment, straight from
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the mouth of the Leader of the Opposition himself,
says in part
... given that the Leader of the Opposition at no time
named any persons who he expected to go to gaol,
notes the government's hypocrisy ...

And so on. That is quite contrary to what was in the
transcript and you cannot, as a member of
Parliament, even for political reasons, mislead this
house based on your own comments. I want to
prove the point. It is most important to note what
the Leader of the Opposition said, and I quote what
he said in the interview:
I go back to what you may have thought was a flippant
comment that you probably won't run on the record,
but the reality is that some of the people we mentioned
(words deleted for legal reasons) will be in gaol so
there won't be an issue about working with them ... I
won't have to work with them because I truly believe
some of them will be in gaol by then and if they're in
gaol I certainly won't be working with them.

On the point of order raised by the honourable
member for Melboume, I point out that I made the
comment because the Leader of the Opposition had
made those comments. He actually said people
would go to gaol. He actually named two and the
names have been deleted - Mr Cole interjected.
Mr KENNElT - He did! He actually said it and
now he comes into this house and misleads the
house by moving this amendment.

Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair has
heard sufficient on the point of order. The Chair is
not prepared to ask the Premier to withdraw the
comment of misleading the house. Had he used the
phrase 'deliberately misleading the house' perhaps
that would be a different case. The house is or
should be aware that there are procedures open
under the event that the house was misled that can
evoke a certain action, and that will take its place if
in fact that is the way it should evolve, but there is
no point of order.

Mr COLE (Melboume) - On a further point of
order, Mr Deputy Speaker, the Premier has clearly
misled the house, and he has done so because the
media happen to be here at the moment!
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! On the
honourable member for Melboume's point of order,
I go back to my previous comments that at this point
in time there is no point of order. There is a
procedure to deal with those sorts of issues as a
matter of course and that will occur if it is to occur.

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - As I
have said, this motion represents the hypocrisy and
the cant of this govemment and, in effect, it is a total
waste of time and the contribution by the Deputy
Premier was a total non-event.
If you have a government where there are no clear
rules of conduct relating to probity, if you allow
conflict of interest to thrive, if there are no clear
boundaries set in tenns of personal conduct, and if
you strip away the mechanisms of openness and
accountability, it is inevitable that cronyism and
eventually corruption will result.

The Kennett government is such a government. Its
largest export is Victorians to Queensland. What we
have imported from Queensland is that disgraceful
legacy of the Bjelke-Petersen era of cronyism, and
that is what we have got in return!
The government has purported to show a concern
for the reputation of business people. Its criticism of
the opposition has been based on its claim that the
opposition is endangering the reputations of
individual businessmen. As I said earlier, this is
something of a dramatic turnaround from the view
which was put by the now Premier and Leader of
the Opposition some years ago. In fact, it was only in
1993 that the now Premier used expressions such as
immoral behaviour, amoral behaviour, defrauding
the community and collusion to describe any
business person doing a deal with the then Kirner
government. What a remarkable refonnation it is?

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - It is there in the newspapers whether it is right or not - it is there! The Premier
seems to think that things in the newspapers are
right, but that is what he said. The headlines in the
newspapers of the days were along the lines of:
'Kennett to get back at ALP-linked. businesses' and
'Leaked warning on dirty deal'. When the Premier
was asked to name them he could not name them.
You used the words amoral, immoral, defrauding
the community, criminal offences and you wouldn't
back it up, would you?
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Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) - Mr Speaker, on a
point of order, time after time you have asked the
Leader of the Opposition to address the Chair and I
ask you to draw his attention once again to that rule.
The SPEAKER - Order! I uphold the point of
order and I ask the Leader of the Opposition to
address the Chair.
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to going to goal was after the Herald Sun headline
last week following the debate in this place which
the Premier did not like - the headline about
cronies: 'Brumby names cronies'. You rang up the
Herald Sun; you accused them and as a result that
article appeared - -

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - This
motion seeks to force the naming of business people
in this house, and it is apparently the objective of the
government to have those names widely published
in the media following their naming in this house.

Mr BRUMBY - We will have to wait for the
editorial tomorrow in the Herald Sun. Today we had
the editorial writer of the Herald Sun, Mr Peter
Game, in the Premier's office, so we will see what
you write tomorrow, Mr Premier.

Such naming in the context of the motion moved by
the Deputy Premier may, of course, given the
wording of that motion, taint the reputation of any
person so named. The motion purports to link the
names of two business people purportedly
identified during an interview with a Herald Sun
reporter with an allegation of, and I shall read it
from the motion:

The reports of the interview have been misleading in
some important respects. However, even on the
basis of the alleged transcript in the Herald Sun there
could be no suggestion that any named person
would be goaled or that there has been alleged
reporting of or departure from government
processes by any named person. This means that the
motion moved by the Deputy Premier is
fundamentally flawed. In fact, it barely warrants
debate. Given that the matter has been raised, albeit
in a hypocritical way, it is important to repeat in this
place the fundamental objection the opposition has
to the government's form of behaviour, which is
leading to cronyism and generally to impropriety in
this state.

rorting of or departure from governmental processes
that would see them in gaol by 1996.

I make it absolutely clear that I have never, ever in
any way, shape or form referred in any interview
with the Herald Sun or anyone else to the rorting of
or departure from governmental procedures. I have
never, ever, made that claim or used that expression.
I might say that at no time during my interview with
the Herald Sun reporter did I name any particular
individuals who I expected would or should go to
gaol or who will go to gaol. At no time whatsoever
did I say that.
Mr McNamara interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the Deputy
Premier that he enjoyed the protection of the Chair
when he was addressing the house. I ask him to
extend the same privilege.
Mr BRUMBY - I want to make a point about the
interview I conducted with the Herald Sun. It is
worthy of note that during the interview no
questions were asked about the naming of particular
individuals. There was no question raised
whatsoever. Moreover, when the article was printed
a nwnber of days later no reference whatsoever was
made to the naming of particular individuals.
The only time an article appeared purporting to
suggest that names had been mentioned in relation

Put simply, the government is playing favourites. It
applies one set of rules to its mates and another to
other businesses. This has led, whether you like it or
not, to a climate of cronyism. Left unchecked as it
was during the Bjelke-Petersen period it will
eventually and unquestionably lead to corruption.
In Queensland a number of businessmen and
politiCians were eventually found to be corrupt.
Some of them were goaled as a result of the
impropriety and cronyism that characterised the
Bjelke-Petersen government. It got to the stage in
Queensland where if you wanted to have a meeting
of the National Party you had to hold it down at
Boggo Road gaol. That is what happened in
Queensland where cronyism and corruption were
rife.
This government fails to understand the notion of
conflict of interest. I have continually stated - and I
stated it in the debate and in the interview with the
Herald Sun - that cronyism is the first cousin of
corruption. If you leave it unchecked it leads to
corruption. In Victoria we not only have cronyism
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where mates get preferential treatment but we also
have a government - Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - My point of
order, Mr Speaker, has two levels. The first is that
the Leader of the Opposition has again repeated
offensive remarks generally against the government
that people have had preferred outcomes in the
discharge of official duties. I request that you,
Mr Speaker, ask him to withdraw that.

Opposition members interjecting.
Mr STOCKDALE - This is what he had himself
thrown at! Secondly, I request that you give
consideration to cautioning the Leader of the
Opposition. His amendment to the motion has
directly put at issue his credibility. He is inviting the
house to make a finding on his credibility. He has
again made allegations that are completely without
any substance and for which he has not produced
any evidence.
A short while ago he made a specific allegation that
the Premier had influenced what was reported in the
Herald Sun. Not only is he not in a pOSition to know
the facts of that but the Herald Sun has published a
contradiction of the claim he makes. He is, therefore,
abusing the forms of the house. He has put his own
credibility at issue. I suggest that you caution him,
Mr Speaker, that he ought to confine his remarks to
matters he can substantiate.
MrTHOMSON (Pascoe Vale) -On the point of
order, Mr Speaker, in respect of offences under
standing order 108 relating to individuals or the
government as a whole, I draw to your attention the
fact that at page 382 May states:
... expressions which are Wlparliamentary when
applied to individuals are not always so considered
when applied to a whole party.

Rulings of Speakers on 18 April 1991, 17 September
1991,11 March 1993 and 24 March this year on each
occasion upheld that where there was no reflection
on an individual member there was held to be no
point of order under standing order lOB. The other
comments of the Treasurer go only to the substance
of the motion before the house. If he wants to speak
on the motion, he should do so at an appropriate
time.

The SPEAKER - Order! The house is well aware
that reflections against members are disorderly in
the usual form of debate. In a substantive motion,
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however, various allegations can be made in
accordance with the motion. In evidence of that I
allowed a wide-ranging debate and comments from
the Deputy Premier. There is no point of order. I
believe the honourable member has the right to
refute what has been said, and the next speaker for
the government may do the same. There is no point
of order.
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) Victoria has a climate of cronyism where not only
mates of the government get preferential treatment,
but the essential checks and balances that are set up
in any free and democratic SOCiety to ensure that
proper processes are followed are being removed by
the government.
This government has no regard whatsoever for the
protections required in a democratic society and the
protection of a free Parliament. It accepts no
responsibility whatsoever for guaranteeing those
rights and freedoms. The government has sacked the
Accident Compensation Tribunal judges, the equal
opportunity commissioner, the law reform
commissioners, members of the former Industrial
Relations Commission, members of the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal and elected local
governments. It has attacked the independence of
the Director of Public Prosecutions and, by passing
more than 50 acts of Parliament, it has removed
people's appeal rights under section 85 of the
constitution. The government has gagged the
Parliament on a regular weekly basis and
dismantled the Freedom of Information Act.
This government continually runs away from the
truth, hides from the facts of the matter, will not
own up, will not open up the files and will not let
the public of Victoria properly scrutinise its
activities and decisions. When those checks and
balances are removed and a government clearly
does not understand the concept of conflict of
interest, the environment is ripe for cronyism and
then it is ripe for that next step into corruption. The
Premier of this state has no understanding
whatsoever of the important concept of conflict of
interest.
This was clearly evidenced by the appalling
behaviour and attitude of the Premier during the
affair involving KNF Advertising. Oearly, the
Premier used his public office to enhance his private
business, which was undertaking work with at least
one statutory authority, the Urban Land AuthOrity.
The Premier was appearing in advertisements for
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builders and those advertisements were being
placed by his private company.
The Premier vehemently denied any conflict of
interest. Nonetheless, he used section 61A of the
Victorian Constitution to excuse himself from any
wrongdoing lest such conflict of interest was proven
to have occurred in the courts.
You used Jeff's jury. You would not face the courts,
so you used your numbers in here, but you never
understood for one moment the issue of conflict of
interest.
The Premier fails to understand this basic conflict of
interest and that failure sets a clear example for
others to follow. The Premier's failure to remove his
good friend, Mr Ron Walker, as Chairman of the
M~lbourne Major Events Company, the Melbourne
grand prix company, again shows that he has no
notion of the concept of conflict of interest.
On 8 August Terry McCrann pointed out in an

article in the Herald Sun the clear potential for a
conflict of interest with Mr Walker and the various
hats he wears. He states:
This brings us to the casino which focuses the potential
conflict precisely, and raises a more specific one: Ron
Walker, who wears three hats in all this.

First, as federal Liberal Party Treasurer - which is to
say, fundraiser. Second as the dr:iving force of the
Melbourne Major Events Committee which 'won' the
Grand Prix. And finally as one of the principals behind
Hudson Conway which last year was one of two
bidders - and the ultimately successful one - for the
casino.

Terry McCrann went on to say:
Mc Walker is an unabashed enthusiast for Melbourne
and we all benefit from his driving energy.

But, there is a disturbing aspect to Premier Jeft
Kennett's dismissive attacks on any who would
question his role; and that is of a ' can-<io' enthusiasm
overriding the proprieties and accountability of the
spending of public money.
Mc Walker was chasing, and locking up the grand
prix - on the basis of public money - at the same
time ~ the Hudson Conway-Ied consortium was
entering the final bidding for the casino licence. Which
is a government-awarded licence to print money.

935

This gave his Crown Casino a clear advantage in
bidding for the licence over the competing Sheraton-led
group which had no inkling that the grand prix was
coming to Melbourne ...

But the fact remains that this private knowledge of
success with the grand prix, funded, to repeat, by
public money, will deliver profits to his Crown Casino.
And that mix is deeply troubling.

Terry McCrann is not saying there is any wrong
dOing, in fact, he is saying the opposite. He is
pointing out there is a conflict of interest. He is
saying that you, Mr Premier, do not understand
conflict of interest.
Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - You do not understand the
conflict of interest. The Premier responded to
Mr McCrann's article and later on Mr McCrann
responded to the Premier and said that the Premier
is attempting to push aside the real issues. He points
out that it is a conflict of real issues and a conflict the
Premier does not comprehend.
When Terry McCrann raised these issues the
Premier publicly slammed him, because that is the
way he and his government operate.
To add to that spectacle the Premier was reported in
the Age of 9 August stating that the bid for the
casino licence would not have been influenced by
the exclusive knowledge of one of its members that
Victoria had won the grand prix. The Premier went
on to say:
... to suggest that Crown would alter its bid on the basis
of one week of a grand prix is so far fetched to be
unacceptable.

TIlat is a nonsense and the independent work done
by Price Waterhouse shows that the holding of the
grand prix in Melbourne will bring in more than
100 000 extra tourists to the Melbourne casino. In
commenting on what Crown did or did not take into
account when making its bid the Premier is
indicating that he is unable to extract himself from
the process as that was supposed to be at arms
length and independent of government.
The Premier's gung-ho approach to this important
conflict of interest has rubbed off on his friend, Ron
Walker, because when asked about a potential
conflict of interest in which he may be involved with
the grand prix, and the casino, Mr Walker was
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reported saying on 22 September that 'anyone who
wants to level conflict of interest against me can go
to hell'.
One of the most disturbing aspects of the
government is that as each day goes past it mirrors
more and more the characteristics of the disgraceful
practices of the former Bjelke-Petersen government
in Queensland.
Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr BRUMBY -If you look around Australia
you will note there have been royal commissions in
Queensland and in Western Australia and a
commission against corruption established in New
South Wales. Those commissions were established
because conflict of interest existed and people broke
the law. A climate of cronyism is developing in
Victoria and if it is not checked, especially when the
checks and safeguards have been taken away, it will
lead to corruption.
Let us look at what happened in Queensland. The
then Premier, Joh Bjelke-Petersen, like our Premier
in Victoria, had no idea about the important tenet of
democracy, the separation of powers under .the
Westminster system. The Fitzgerald royal
commission asked questions about that issue.
Mr Michael Ford, a barrister assisting the
commission, questioned Sir Joh Bjelke-Petersen
about the separation of powers under the
Westminster system. I shall read from the transcript
which records Mr Ford questioning Sir Joh about
this issue. It reads:
Mr Ford - The doctrine of the separation of powers
under the Westminster system.
Sir Joh - No, I don't quite know what you're driving
at. The document?
Mr Ford - I'll say it again. What do you understand by
the doctrine of the separation of powers under the
Westminster system?
Sir Joh - I don't know which doctrine you refer to.
Mr Ford - There's only one doctrine of the separation

of powers.
Sir Joh - I believe in it very strongly, despite what you
may say, I believe that we have a great responsibility to
the people who elect us to government and that is to
maintain their freedom and their rights. I did that,
sought to do it always.
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Mr Ford - I am sure you're trying to be responsive to
the question but the question relates to the doctrine of
the separation of powers under the Westminster
system, or the principles.
Sir Joh - Between the government and the ... is it?
Mr Ford - No, you tell me what you understand.
Sir Joh - Well, the doctrine you refer to in relation to
the ... where the government stands and where the rest
of the community stands and where the rest of the
instruments of government stand. Is that what ... ?
MrFord -No.
Sir Joh - Well, you tell me, and I'll tell you whether
you are right or not. Don't you know?

That demonstrates clearly that the former Premier of
Queensland, just like our Premier, had no idea about
the doctrine of separation of powers and the impact
the removal of proper checks and balances has on a
government.
One has to record this confusion between public
interest and private interest by again referring to the
KNF issue. The classic line used by the Premier
when he was shown categOrically - and he
confirmed - that he had been using his government
car to carry pay packets to a business in which he
had a Significant personal interest, Ultrafine, was,
'far from a misuse, I would have thought it was a
good misuse of facilities to build a company here in
Victoria that not one other person in Victoria was
prepared to invest a dollar in'. Apart from the fact
that the Premier was wrong because more than 20
people rang his office saying they wanted to invest
in just such a company, by saying that he misled
Victorians, he did not understand the conflict of
interest.
Mr Stockdale interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to address the Chair. I shall call the
Treasurer at an appropriate time.
Mr BRUMBY - The similarities between the
Queensland government and the current Kennett
government do not stop there and do not stop with a
lack of understanding about the separation of
powers. At page 126 the Fitzgerald report talks
about secrecy and states:

LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION: ALLEGATIONS
Wednesday, 12 October 1994

ASSEMBLY

937

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.

Apart from the established institutions of a
parliamentary democracy, informal methods of dissent
are useful mechanisms for checking the abuse of power
by governments. Dissent may also foster and provide
public policies and legislation not previously
considered by a government or bureaucracy.

Secrecy and propaganda are major impediments to
accountability which is a prerequisite for the proper
functioning of the political process. Worse, they are the
hallmarks of a diversion of power from the Parliament.

In the past when church and other community leaders,

including academics, have expressed independent
concerns with respect to public issues in Queensland-

for 'Queensland' read 'Victoria'Information is a linchpin of the political process.
Knowledge is, quite literally, power. If the public is not
informed it cannot take part in the political process
with any real effect.
The letting of contracts, the issuing of mining
tenements and rezoning or other planning approvals
are matters that should not generally be subject to the
principal of cabinet secrecy. In the majority of cases,
these decisions should be formal and merely give effect
to advice. In those cases where the advice is rejected
even for legitimate policy reasons, the decision and the
reasons for the decision should ordinarily be disclosed.

This is a government which thrives on secrecy and
which refuses, despite all requests, such as freedom
of information requests and requests in this
Parliament, to release important details of contracts
let by the government, whether they be for
advertising, for a grand prix, for a casino or for
anything else whatsoever. It refuses conSistently to
release details to the public!
This is a government which fights tooth and nail
every application the opposition makes under
freedom of information and imposes additional fees
on the freedom of information process. This
government has imposed a fee of $150 to be paid on
each occasion on which the opposition goes to the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal. The effect of that
is that if the opposition uses freedom of information
to the same extent as it was used by the government
when it was in opposition it will cost $350 000
between now and the end of the decade just to keep
the government honest and to find out details of
what it is doing. lhis is a government that has
pulled down virtually all the checks and balances on
its power and, as a consequence, the climate of
cronyism is rife in this state.
The Fitzgerald report deals at page 142 with
criticism and dissent and the right to dissent, which
is again something the government would not
understand. It states:

their comments frequently have been rebuffed by a
barrage of propaganda and personal abuse.
Many persons of ordinary sensitivity, who have not
been hardened by experience in public life, are
effectively deterred by such invective from valuable
participation in public affairs.

Whenever the government of this state is subjected
to any scrutiny, checks, balances, criticisms or
comments, whether they be from members of the
public, the press, Mr Justice Fogarty,
Mr Justice Nicholson or any teacher, it takes the
baseball bat to them. It threatens their jobs, and it
threatens recriminations against people. It
intimidates people. The government should read
what Fitzgerald says about governments that cannot
tolerate any sort of criticism or dissent whatsoever.
Every time the government gets that sort of criticism
it takes the baseball bat to those concerned.
As recently as yesterday we had the appalling
spectacle of the Premier slamming the Anglican
Archbishop of Melbourne, Dr Rayner, simply
because he raised the legitimate issue about
corruption of values in this city, about the 60 signs
around Melbourne that publicise Crown Casino. The
Premier got up and said, 'It was just a road sign'.
Premier, if it is just a road sign why doesn't it just
say 'Casino'?
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition must address the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY - Why are you out there every
day of the week supporting your friends at the
casino and getting them free advertising in 60 places
around Melbourne with maps that say 'Crown
Casino'. Archbishop Rayner raised it yesterday - Mr Kennett interjected.
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Mr BRUMBY - You didn't slam him! Of course
you slammed him.
The SPEAKER - Order! It is impossible for the
Chair to control interjections if the Leader of the
Opposition addresses remarks in the first person
across the table. I ask him to address the Chair. I also
ask that interjections cease.
MrTHOMSON (Pascoe Vale) -On a point of
order, Mr Speaker, I understand that the Leader of
the Opposition must address the Chair, but I draw
your attention to the fact that on 30 occasions during
question time yesterday the Premier referred to the
Leader of the Opposition as 'you'. In other words, he
did not speak through the Chair. You did not pull
him up once on that point. I urge you to apply to the
Premier the same rule of asking members to speak
through the Chair.
The SPEAKER -Order! The Chair is loath to
break in and to interrupt debate in the house. The
debate has to flow. However, there are times when it
is necessary in order for the debate to continue for
the Chair to indicate certain rules and conditions.
The point the Chair is making is that if the Leader of
the Opposition addresses government members
across the table that invites interjections. I will
endeavour to control interjections, but I ask the
Leader of the Opposition for some cooperation.
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) -It is
worth noting that on every occasion when questions
are asked about the processes of government, about
conflicts of interest, we get a sort of hysterical,
furious, abusive response of the government of the
day.
Mr Stockdale interjected.
The SPEAKER -Order! I will call the Treasurer
at a later time. I ask him to remain silent.
Mr BRUMBY - Under this government we have
seen three recent instances of that. The first was of
KNF Advertising when the Premier took great
exception to being asked questions about conflict of
interest. However, there is absolutely no doubt that
the Premier of the state was a major shareholder in a
business which was undertaking contracts with
govenunent authorities. The matter should have
gone to the court for a decision but the Premier
could not wait to see what the outcome would be
and used the numbers in Parliament to set himself
free, to plead not guilty. Jeff's jury used the numbers
in Parliament on the KNF issue!
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The second issue concerned the float of Tabcorp. The
Treasurer has cost Victorians more than $SOO million
through his appalling bungling of the Tabcorp float.
If you dare ask a question about it, about what
happened to commonwealth compensation, about
how someone can get an $8 million salary package
when they are not even on the short list, about
Michael Tilley or about how he got the job handling
the Hoat, about Tilley's previous association with the
Liberal Party, you get the sort of language that is
commonplace in this house every day where
government members use expressions such as slime
and filth and criminal garbage and say to members
that Victoria would be better off if they were dead!
That is the sort of filth and abuse that is in use in this
Parliament every day of the week whenever you are
subject to scrutiny.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the Leader of the
OppOSition to please address the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY - A letter to the editor headed 'No
"cronyism": then why the smokescreen?' published
in today's Age states:
The debate between Mr Brwnby and Mr Kennett about
'cronyism' is worthwhile for what it reveals about the
government's position.
One of the government's political strengths is that it
believes in the power of its moral stance, based on its
1992 mandate.
This allows it a highly refined degree of raw cunning in
its exercise of verbal abuse, going like this: you

highlight your opponents' apparent and inherited
weaknesses; by masterly expostulations of moral
outrage you deflect even justifiable criticism; you deny
your opponents the previously legitimate access to
public documents that allows everybody, not just your
opponents, to be properly infonned; then you
scornfully abuse them for not being infonned.
Especially, you accuse them of being wimps for not
producing the evidence you dare not release! (Who's
the wimp now?)
There are always enough fools and sycophants,.inside
and outside government, who think this use of power
is funny, or shrewd, or intelligent, or defensible. Just
look at how this happened for decades in Queensland
under B;elke-Petersen.
Queensland had to have a Criminal Justice
Commission; New South Wales a Commission against
Corruption; Western Australia a royal commission. All
because governments covertly abused the trust of their
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electors. It is the existence of these examples that must
concern voters here in Victoria. What happened
interstate could be happening here.
Forget the Guilty Party tag; it's worn out. Start asking
why any government retreats behind a smokescreen of
raucous abuse.
Until the government opens up its processes to
informed scrutiny, until it stops being touchy about
these processes, watchful voters will have to suspect
these charges of 'crony ism' are valid.
Only an honest government can prove they are not.

The author is Mr Bruce Williams of Mooroopna. Do
you know him? It is an excellent letter. The
government can bring this debate on every day of
the week from now until the end of the session and
every time it does we will debate cronyism, checks
and balances, the appointments, the contracts, the
land sales, the school sales and the tender processes.
Every time the government wants to bring on a
debate like this we will be happy to partidpate
because Victorians are concemed about this
arrogant, dictatorial, authoritarian style of
government. As Senator Julian McGauran says, you
have a party room full of obsequious sycophants
who never have the courage to stand up and
question the Premier or the Treasurer. He says 'Take
it from me, you have a backbench that is totally
intimidated by this government'. We will debate this
every time you bring it on!

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The level of interjection
is too high.
Mr BRUMBY - Every time from now until the
end of the session we will debate the issue. You
bring on a debate about cronyism and open up the
files! If you are not running away from anything and
i-f you have nothing to hide, we can examine the
appointments, the tenders, the asset sales and the
casino. As the Premier always says, if you have
nothing to hide, you can produce the files. If you
have nothing to hide, produce the files, open up the
books and let the people of Victoria properly
scrutinise the processes of government! We do not
resile from it one bit.
This is a government which is into mateship and
cronyism and which has stripped away the checks
and balances. Anybody who dares ask a question
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about the processes of this govenunent cops
personal abuse and vitriol. These are some of the
expressions the Premier has used in Parliament:
gutless, cowardly, brainless, stupid,'Do you sleep
with boys?', slime, grub, and wallowing in a pool of
slime. That is you! What quality remarks we get
from this Premier! The Treasurer has used the terms:
criminal garbage and 'you would be better off dead'.
Open the files and let the people of Victoria make a
judgment about the honesty or dishonesty of this
government!
Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) This is a very serious motion. It was serious when it
commenced' as a debate and it reached a new zenith
when ·the Leader of the Opposition put on the public
record in Parliament, admittedly under privilege at
the time, that he did not name two business people
who he believed would be in gaol within two years.
Very few people would believe he told the truth
when he made this latest claim.
He is saying that the journalist who ran that story
and who stands by that story must have made it up.
By saying it is a fairytale the Leader of the
Opposition thereby brands the editor of the
newspaper, who stands by his journalist undoubtedly he would have convinced himself of
the truth of it - a liar. Anybody in pUblic life who is
called a liar would sue. Is the Leader of the
Opposition issuing a writ? Has he suggested that he
is about to? His only form of defence is a letter to the
editor of the Age from a man in Mooroopna! For
successful leadership one word is paramount:
credibility. I do not know whether the Leader of the
Opposition realises it but today will be seen as a
turning point - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER -Order! I remind the
honourable member for Pascoe Vale that he is very
quick to raise points of order and address the Chair
on points of order when he believes the house is
contravening the standing orders. I ask him to take
some of his own medicine and remain silent.
Mr BROWN - Today will be seen as a turning
point in this man's leadership of the Labor Party. I
believe I can speak with some authority in relation
to the leadership of a major party. The Victorian
Liberal Party has had only two leaders in the past
decade. I was in the position for almost two years so
I know the pressures that leadership can bring. I
know also that when this man looks back on his past
he will see today as a turning point. The opposition
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elected him because he showed promise after the
disaster of the VEDC, the loss of State Bank Victoria
and the raft of other catastrophes. Labor turned to
this man expecting him to establish himself as a
credible alternative. They saw him as the man who
would lead them from the wilderness into
government in the future. All we have seen is the
Leader of the Opposition disappearing down a
vortex of disaster since the day he became the leader.
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He named them under the privilege of Parliament
and even included the Premier's driver, a young
man with a young family. It is an outrage to put his
name on a list of people in such a way. I know this
next comment will get howls from the opposition
benches, but he also named Roger Graham, a man
who has been used by the Department of Transport
for establishing a model to tender bus contracts. He
has been put on this list as a crony and he has a
cloud over his name.

Mrs Wilson interjected.
Mr BROWN - The honourable member for
Dandenong North says, 'No way'. Look at the polls!
Look at what people are saying! Look at the support
the Premier is getting as opposed to the incompetent
you have put in!

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The house will come to
order.
Mr BROWN - I have no problem in standing up
in this Parliament and saying point blank to the
Leader of the Opposition that I believe he did say
that to the journalist. I have no reason to even
suspect that the journalist would fabricate it: It is
beyond all credibility to suggest that a journalist
would make this up for whatever purpose. People
make mistakes; everybody has made mistakes. I
have no doubt that the Leader of the OppOSition
made the biggest mistake of his life by entering this
debate today and putting on the public record in
Parliament, where he can and will be held
accountable, that the journalist is a liar and that the
editor of the newspaper - Mr Cole interjected.
Mr BROWN - How can you misinterpret a
direct comment about two people you believe will
be in gaol within two years? It is not possible to
misinterpret something so direct!
Democracy requires that the leaders of political
parties use very carefully the privilege of the
Parliament, and that is something held near and
dear in countries under the Westminster system
around the world. However, in the height of the
fiasco where the Leader of the Opposition continues
to allege, as he has for a long time, corruption with
friends of the government, he put on the public
record the names of 20 citizens who now have a
cloud hanging over them.

To be a crony of any political party one would
expect to know them. One would expect that the
person either went to school with, is a friend of, is a
family acquaintance of or visits regularly someone
in government; but it would at least be paramount
that you know them. As the minister responsible for
the transport department, I can tell the house that
this man was totally unknown to me. I believe I had
not heard his name, and certainly I had never met
him in my life prior to him being used by the
department for that process.
Knowing that this man does live in Victoria, I will go
further and state that I doubt that any of my
colleagues had heard his name before or had ever
met him. How can he be labelled as a crony? It is an
outrage to do this when the man was, in effect,
unknown to the government prior to the
Department of Transport using him as a consultant.
He is exactly the same man as the Goss government
in Queensland has been using over recent months
for exactly the same purpose.
Time and again the Leader of the Opposition has
had the opportunity of withdrawing his slanderous,
untrue allegations towards many people. Recently
when speaking to the Leader of the Opposition on
radio Neil Mitchell said:
OK. Have you got information that shows Ron Walker
has done anything wrong?

Brumby said:
No ...

Neil Mitchell:
It is. You're putting a list of names up, these are
cronies. Surely the implication in that is that they've
either done something wrong or they're getting
favourable treatment. Now have they done anything
wrong?
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Brwnby:
Um, I think that you are trying to put words in my
mouth. A crony is a friend ...

He has named these people and put an appalling
cloud over their names, and of course this would be
a great worry to members of their families. Neil
Mitchell went on:
All right, so now you're saying they're harmless friends
of the government. Have they done anything wrong,
any of them?

It went on, and in effect the Leader of the
Opposition continued to say, 'No, they have done
nothing wrong' but to this day the pall hangs over
their heads because it is on the public record and he
has refused point blank to apologise to each and
every one of those people.
It will haunt this man in public office for as long as
he stays in public office. I have no doubt he will not
remain as leader, but if he chooses to remain as a
member of Parliament it will haunt him to the grave
if he does not apologise to the decent people against
whom he has made this appalling slur.

I direct to the attention of Parliament his misleading
of this house, for which he will be required to give a
personal explanation, and. the quicker he does so the
better. I quote from Hansard where the Leader of the
Opposition was talking about Roger Graham and
said:
The gentleman concemed was working for Price
Waterhouse, preparing tender documents at the same
time that he bid for the contract.

The gentleman concemed was working for Price
Waterhouse -

that is untrue preparing tender documents at the same time that he
bid for the contract.

It is a blatant, outrageous lie. TItis man never bid for
any contract. He was a consultant hired by the
government and by the Goss Labor government in
Queensland for the same purpose. You owe him an
apology; you owe a personal explanation to this
house and you must withdraw it because what you
said is untrue. If you rely on that person you think is
a credible shadow minister for transport, you are a
fool because he will lead you down the path of
destruction!

If it is not bad enough that he said these untruths in
this house, the Leader of the Opposition's statement
was quoted on the public record. In the Age of
6 October the Leader of the Opposition is quoted as
saying in relation to Roger Graham:
... advised the government on the privatisation of the
Met bus system. '[He] was working for Price
Waterhouse -

untrue, he was not; he was working for the
Department of Transport preparing tender documents at the same time that he
bid for the contract'.

It is in print on paper, and of course the man would
sue if it had not been said in Cowards Castle. But he
had better retract or, like the rest of the issues being
raised, he will be seen for what he is.

Liar! The man never bid for the contract, ever!
I will quote the Herald Sun of 8 October:

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BROWN - I am calling him a liar to his face
in the Parliament!
The SPEAKER - Order! The Minister for Public
Transport has been in this place long enough to
know it is an unparliamentary expression, and I ask
him to withdraw.

Mr BROWN - I withdraw it, but I repeat what
the record shows the Leader of the OppOSition as
having said in this house last week:

Mr Brwnby would not comment on a publication of a
transcript of an interview in yesterday's Herald Sun
where he suggested two high-profile businessmen
would be in jail by 1996.

The Herald Sun then ran an editorial to buy into the
debate, and even in today's publication the Herald
Sun absolutely stands by the claim that the Leader of
the Opposition made these statements to the
journalist.
Mr Thomson interjected.
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Mr BROWN - You have read it? Well you must
have cringed when you read it. The article of
8 October states:
Yesterday, the Herald Sun published an edited text of
the on-the-record interview with Mr Brumby in which
he said:
'(Names deleted) ... I mean, some of them will be in jail.
Seriously, some of them will be in jail. I won't be
w~rking with them in jail'.

They are not my words; it is a direct quote and now
they are trying to say it is not true and that you
didn't say it. No journalist on earth could get it that
wrong, and I will quote it again:
I mean, some of them will be in jail. Seriously, some of
them will be in jail I won't be working with them in jail.

I have no doubt those words were used. There is no
reason why the journalist would make up - Mr Brumby - What has that got to do with the
two names?
Mr BROWN - What has it got to do with the
two names? The article says that the Leader of the
Opposition gave the names of two businessmen,
which the paper deleted for legal reasons, and is
then quoted as saying:
Seriously, they will be in jail.

Mr Brumby - No, I didn't say 'seriously'.
Mr BROWN - I will read it again.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of
the Opposition has had an opportunity to make his
contribution and should cease interjecting across the
table.
Mr BROWN - An editorial in the Herald Sun
8 October states:
On September 26, Opposition Leader John Brumby, in
an on-the-record interview with the Herald Sun, named
two people as being mates of the Kennett government.
He suggested they would be 'in gaol' by late 1996.

'That is not my claim; they are not my words - the
Herald Sun attributed those words to you. Clearly, if
they are untrue you would sue them; any person
would sue them. This is as serious as it can get. It is a
direct challenge to your credibility. They are saying
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you are an open, bare-faced liar now and you have
no choice but to sue. In a court of law, of course, it is
under privilege. They will be called to make an oath
with their hands on the Bible. If you are now saying
they are liars you will have your day in the SWl. I
assume you, like the Prime Minister of this nation,
could move into a $22 million house as a result of
the settlement you would get.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Minister
for Public Transport should address the chair.
Mr BROWN - If his claim that they are liars and
that they have fabricated this are true it would be
the biggest defamation settlement in the history of
this nation. The Herald Sun said:
We maintain our position that ours was an accurate
report of what the opposition Leader said.
Mr Brumby's attempt to embarrass the government by
applying the whiff of corruption in its dealings with
leading Victorians has come unstuck. He has not
produced a shred of evidence to support this.

One can go on and on. I could quote the Herald Sun
again where it indicated - and it is right - that he
has besmirched the names of many fine people. And
besmirch their names and reputations he has. I turn
to an opposition paper, the Sunday Age. The editorial
of 2 October states:
Mr Brumby exceeded the bounds of credence and
justification in suggesting as he did at a recent ALP
national conference that some Victorian businessmen
would be in gaol by 1996 as a result of their dealings
with the Kennett government. Since then, under angry
counter attack by the government, he has retreated to
the limp explanation that cronyism can lead to
corruption, and corruption can lead to conviction and
imprisonment.

The Leader of the Opposition invoked that limp
defence again today. It goes on to say, in effect, that
if he does not withdraw and resile from this
outrageous situation he will be in hot water. Indeed,
I suggest the water is not only hot but boiling. Other
comments were made when the Leader of the
Opposition recently marked his 12 months as leader
of Victorians. A newspaper headline neatly
summarised his career as going from obscurity to
nowhere. lhat backs up what the Deputy Premier
said earlier. The article in the Herald Sun of 6 October
states:
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He took the extraordinary step of naming to a reporter
two business people he believed would be jailbirds
before the turn of the century.

In other words, they would be in gaol. The vast
majority of Victorians have no doubt as to the truth
of what the Herald Sun is claiming publicly, on the
record and in print. If the opposition leader now
wants to say it was a fabrication - there is no other
word to put to it - and if the editor is not a liar in
publicly defending his paper and his journalist, the
Leader of the Opposition has only one recourse: to
sue the teeth off the publication. I daresay he will
not do so for the very reason that he would be
worried they may, in a court of law, have some
method of actually proving the words. It would be
interesting if at some time in the future proof
positive - not just the claim of the journalist and the
editor - happened to come along. That would be
devastating for the Leader of the Opposition. He, of
course, would be out of public life within the hour.
I have no doubt: this man will never be Premier of
Victoria. Although because of the lack of a
replacement I do not know whether he will be
replaced before the next state election by his
membership, I do know that he does not have the
support of the majority. We know the deal that was
done to keep him there. Two months ago he walked
into the parliamentary room as a man who was
about to lose the leadership. They broke for
sandwiches and he did a deal with the Socialist Left.

Two weeks ago in Hobart he did a deal with the
Socialist Left. The only reason he remains in the job
now is because he sold his soul to them. He went
with them on the uranium debate.
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The Deputy Premier spoke of a song that could be
attributed to him. Given the recognition of the
Leader of the Opposition and his recent performance
in the house, his colleagues in the Labor Party must
feel like singing the song by the group, America,
'Through the Desert on a Horse with no Name'. That
is about where you are at. I can only imagine what it
must be like going through the desert on a horse
with no name!
Their idea of cronyism is not what put Brian Burke
and his deputy in gaol in the west; t.l-teir idea of
cronyism is, 'We will smear, brand and mark
anybody who might have any passing link'. That is
good. enough; anyone with a passing link with the
government or with the liberal Party, or for that
matter, the National Party will be labelled by the
opposition as cronies.
It matters not if they are innocent; the opposition
does not care about that. It is managing to get in a
cheap shot. It is bringing people into disrepute to try
to create an atmosphere, a concern, that something
untoward is happening in Victoria. Fortunately, as
the polls show, members of the Victorian
community are not fools, and they will not be easily
fooled. The polls show that they have confidence in
this government and they want this government and
this Premier to continue to rebuild Victoria after the
decade of devastation by the Labor Party. The
opposition has a McCarthyist approach. That is the
correct and proper term. It involves smear, gutter
allegations and guilt by association. When they use
Cowards Castle to put a cloud over a decent human
being like the Premier's driver they could not sink
any lower into the gutter. I have looked at the
Hansard of recent days. On 4 October the Leader of
the Opposition uttered such words as:

Mrs Wilson interjected.
We have seen the files, my friend.

Mr BROWN - It is absolutely true; read the
papers! He went with the fringe element of the
party - the left - on the uranium debate, and he
also went with them on privatisation. What did the
moderates in the federal Labor Party do? They
dumped him. They were the people who supported
him. They walked away from him because at
present he is an embarrassment at the federal level.
lbat is something many of us, including the Premier
and I, have heard directly from federal members of
Parliament. He is an embarrassment to them and I
am sure the quicker he goes the better.
The fact is that he has lost respect for the Parliament
and the institution of Parliament and what it means.
He is a Saddam Hussein who has no respect at all.

That was in relation to producing evidence of
cronyism.
Later, he says:
We've got the evidence, my friend.

This motion is about getting the Leader of the
Opposition to put up, not shut up! Put up! He has
gone past shutting up for his credibility, which is in
tatters, to ever be restored to any level. He must
come up with the goods, failing which he has no
option but to resign.

Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr BROWN - Well, it would be a tragedy for
him if he were hounded from office. I would not
wish that on anybody, but the fact is that I am sure
the Herald Sun will not sit back. I am sure that if the
editor of the Herald Sun is totally convinced that his
journalist told the truth and it is an accurate report,
he will not sit back and let the matter disappear
down the vortex -like the Labor Party itself seems
to be doing.

The Leader of the Opposition owes the 20 people on
the list an apology. His comments are on the public
record, and I have no doubt that the first available
opportunity will require him to withdraw those
allegations about Roger Graham because they are
untrue, and they are blatantly untrue!
The Leader of the Opposition is a bit like the weasel.
The weasel is an animal that is slim, carnivorous and
not well liked in its country of residence. I assume
the Leader of the Opposition does not want to be
seen as a weasel but the only way he can get out of
this situation and restore some credibility is to
address the motion.
It is clear the government cannot withdraw from this
motion, and I am talking not just about today but
about the days ahead as well. The Leader of the
Opposition has said he would welcome the debate
in days to come. The community will not welcome it
because the community wants the matter cleared up
today. It has gone on long enough; his credibility has
been called into question and if a leader of a major
political party has no credibility, he has nothing. He
has no future; he has no right to continue to lead the
party that he might otherwise represent, and it has
no future.
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Jeffrey Kennett's personal popularity is soaring, John
Brumby'5 is sinking, and if a state election were to be

held tomorrow, the coalition would romp home.

There is no option for the Leader of the Opposition.
He has cast an appalling slur over 20 people by
naming them. They are on an the ALP hate list. The
fact that the Leader of the Opposition has named
them, wlless he withdraws his comments, means
that the slur hangs over them, and if he does not
think of those 20 businessmen then he should think
of their families. There must be in his mind a degree
of unfairness - Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr BROWN - I suggest that if you cannot take
any more of this, the honest thing to do is to suggest
you have made a mistake, own up to it in the house
and clear your own name because the cloud now
hangs over you!
The reality is that the Leader of the Opposition
cannot refuse to own up to his mistake. I admit in
this debate that I have made mistakes in the past,
and when you make them and you are confronted
with them you own up to them. The Leader of the
Opposition should be man enough to own up, and if
he does not and it is hounded out of him, where is
his credibility? It is non-existent!
The government does not want to see this debate
continue for days; it would prefer the resignation of
the Leader of the Opposition - Mr Thomson interjected.
Mr BROWN - That is the reality of it - -

It is interesting to look at the last poll that has come
out because I shall make another prediction as to
what is going to happen to the Labor Party.

Mr Thomson interjected.

Mr BROWN - Admittedly, you are like a rat
deserting the sinking ship. You are off to Canberra!

Mr TholJ\son interjected.
Mr BROWN - On a political level, we would
prefer him to stay on and assist our popularity in the
electorate, but as a government we put the rights of
Victoria first, and the rights of Victoria demand that
a man who has no credibility leading the opposition
should not continue to occupy that role.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BROWN - Well, you hope to be off to
Canberra! I shall quote directly from the Age of 10
October 1994, which refers to the most recent poll,
says:

I suggest that the Leader of the Opposition does the
honourable thing, which is to either clear the air by
withdrawing the allegation and apologise to the
journalist and to the 20 people he has named, or to
resign before he is hounded out of office.

Hpnourable Members - Hear, hear!
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Mr COLE (Melbourne) - I support the
amendment. Before I start, this debate has been
vitriolic. I must say that the Deputy Premier has
excelled himself. I have never seen him be quite so
strident, certainly since he has been the Deputy
Premier and - An honourable member interjected.
Mr COLE - And he has probably not had the
opportunity with you around and when the Minister
for Public Transport comes forward.
I was astounded that the Deputy Premier quoted
lyrics from music. It really did shock me;
particularly as it was Lennon-McCartney. I thought
by and large that the Deputy Premier was a
philistine, very much a mediocre man with very
little knowledge. I thought perhaps he would have
known something like McNamara's band that he
would have heard down at the Celtic club, or some
basic songs like Roll out the barrel, but for him to
quote Lennon-McCartney was brilliant!
Nevertheless, if Lennon were alive he would have a
dim view of the Deputy Premier!
The opposition can quote back. If the government
seeks to drag out such wonderful and insightful
songs, the great one of course is The long and winding
road, which leads to your door, and, of course, it is
all about cronyism and corruption!
When we next sing The long and winding road, which
I venture to suggest I can do a little better in singing,
we would be thinking of the Deputy Premier and his
mate, the Premier. The Minister for Public Transport
has a couple of wonderful songs that he should have
been quoting, and that is Get on board the A train. I
have adapted that to Get on board the A train right
now because there might not be another one coming and,
needless to say, he would have got on the last train
to nowhere, except it was cancelled!

This is the sort of problem that the opposition now
confronts. We even have the government attempting
to prove or somehow show that it is above it all, that
the government is not just a limited pack of
mediocrities with somebody at the front firing the
bullets and somebody at the back, namely the
Treasurer, being the engine room of this wonderful
machine.
We actually have the Deputy Premier showing his
muscle and displaying what a great wit he is. Of
course we have always known that the Minister for
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Public Transport has the capacity to make things
sound funny.
Nevertheless the government unfortunately does not
have the capacity to address the issue. At no stage
has it really addressed it. Part (a) of the
government's motion, which we are unfortunately
debating yet again this week, says:
(a) name the two business people he identified during
an on-the-record interview with the Herald Sun
reporter, Damon Johnston, detailing how these
particular individuals benefited from the alleged
roeting of or departure from government processes
that would see them in gaol by 1996 ...

The simple answer to that request to put up or shut
up is that the Leader of the OppOSition did not say it.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr COLE - The Leader of the Opposition has
stated that he did not say it. I believe him, unlike the
Premier who believes Damon Johnston. But maybe
Damon Johnston did not even say that because it is
put in such clear terms that I think it is questionable
to the point of being extremely defamatory.
I do not know whether it is a case of interpretation,
but in this Parliament and in any place where you
look at things in a just fashion, the benefit of the
doubt ought to go to the person who says that he or
she did not say it.
In this place we try to pretend that we have
something that resembles honour, and that is what
we ought to do, but we are not doing it in this case.
We are not doing it because of the political
opportunism of the Premier, which is so obvious.
I do not know whether those comments have been
made by the Premier outside Parliament, whether he
has gone out and said that the Leader of the
Opposition has actually named people as going to
gaol. Has the Premier ascribed that comment to the
Leader of the Opposition outside the Parliament? Or
is he relying on this house to say it?
Is the Premier that confident about the Herald Sun
report, which I think from time to time one could
question? If he is so confident, if that is what it is, or
if he knows, has he made the comment outside? The
answer is no, I think, isn't it? There is one very, very
good reason: because the Leader of the Opposition
did not say it as you are putting it. Quite frankly, the
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Premier would be very, very unwise to go outside
and say it, because we know what the result would
be.
Mr Kennett - You would believe me, but not the
Herald Sun?

Mr COLE - That begs the question, my friend.
Why don't you go outside and say it? It is not true.
Mr Kennett - I think I have!
Mr COLE -It's not true!

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Melbourne should direct his
comments through the Chair.
Mr COLE - I did not say he had or had not said
it, I was just saying he should. He probably has.

Government members interjecting.
Mr COLE - The 'probablys' that are going on
here are enough to assassinate the Leader of the
Opposition! Get it right when you are making an
allegation like this against an individual, won't you?
You are politicising this. You are politicising-The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Melbourne will assist the
Chair by directing his remarks through the Chair.
Mr COLE - I am sorry, Mr Deputy Speaker.
Mr Perton interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Doncaster is out of his
place. He is being disorderly and should restrain his
enthusiasm.
Mr COLE - The Premier and the Deputy
Premier are not sincere. They do not care one little
bit about the two alleged businessmen who are
named. As is usual with this government they are so
outraged when they hear these things they have to
send their whole media unit up to expose and
protect the very thing they are trying to protect.
Have you ever seen such a thing? If you cared about
your business people you would not be doing this;
you would be playing it down. If they cared they
would not be going up and having the self-fulfilling
prophecy of trying to get two people named as
crooks. Would you? Of course you wouldn't!
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The reason they are doing this is politics. It has
happened before. I made a speech in this place
attacking the chief magistrate for spying on
Mr Bongiorno. By the time I got down to my room I
had every journalist on the phone. The government
made sure its media unit told the press how
outrageous my speech was. The government says,
'He shouldn't have said it but, just the same, we
want it publicised'.
What is happening now? You don't care one bit
about the business people who were allegedly
named. You don't care one bit. This is a great, big
political advantage for the Premier. He sees an
opportunity to embarrass the Leader of the
Opposition. That is what it is all about. The
government is full of cant and hypocrisy. It is so
concerned about particular individuals being named
or not named, it holds up Parliament in perpetuity
so that it can tell everybody how outrageous it is.
It is an old political stunt. It is not new. It is a terrible

thing to be doing. I am sure the businessmen
involved - whoever they might be - might well be
saying, 'Look, shut up. We don't want it going any
further'. But no, not with this government. It is too
good an opportunity to make a few political points.
Who else would use two weeks of Parliament to
raise all these matters about what the Leader of the
Opposition said, matters he denies emphatically
having said? What more is he supposed to do? What
we have now - A Government Member - Do you believe him?
Mr CO LE - Absolutely. I wouldn't be here
debating it if I didn't. The whole of Parliament is
being used. The Premier has the numbers on his
side. It is not all that different from the section 61A
case. He can continually denigrate the Leader of the
Opp~ition by using his numbers. There is no other
way this would get anywhere outside this
Parliament. It is not worth a cracker in court. There
is not an issue involved. It is just a bit of political
skulduggery and it is absolutely wrong, both
morally and, I think, ultimately, politically. Can I
alsosay-Mr Leigh interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Melbourne should ignore
interjections. The honourable member for
Mordialloc is out of his place. He should be quiet
and perhaps go and have a coffee.
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Mr CO LE - Last week the debate was
vociferous. The government had had it today. It
made its point and did all the things that it could
ever have wanted to do. Nothing new has come out;
nothing at all.
A government member interjected.
Mr COLE - I am sorry. There were two new
things. The first was a contract that the Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry
questioned on Saturday and the second was the
major issues to do with the casino. Although two
things happened afterwards, there was no reason
whatsoever to renew the debate. It is simply a
political exercise that achieves nothing. When you
control the numbers - 60 to 27 - it is a little hard to
argue the case. You can argue and you can win but,
as Pat Kennelly says, when you have the numbers
we know who wins. That is the case here. There is
no more, no less. We have the evidence. The Leader
of the Opposition did not say what you allege he
said. That is it. That is your motion and you are
saying, 'Is that right? We don't believe it'. You sue.
Go outside and say it. Go outside and say that he
said that. I bet you don't. I bet you won't go out on
the steps.
A government member interjected.
Mr COLE - At no stage does the Leader of the
Opposition have anything to worry about from this
government, however much a bunch of thugs it
tends to be at times. He has nothing to worry about
on this particular issue. The evidence will show that.
I do not see why he should have to sue. My
understanding is that he had discussions with the
Herald Sun. That is his business, not yours or mine.
You will probably attack his solicitors nowHolding Redlich, I think. You know, the one you
sacked because he was a member of the ALP.
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He knew he was in all sorts of trouble. This
Parliament was used to quell the problem of a
conflict of interest between the Premier's private and
public duty. Section 61A was used in a way it
should never ever have been used. It just goes to
show what this government is prepared to do to
protect its own, and particularly the Premier. Mind
you, I can understand it with half the backbenchers
you have; they wouldn't be game to confront the
Premier on anything. I don't say he would shout
them down, but he would certainly be able to take
them on.
Last week the opposition raised the very important
issue of Mr Ron Walker. We will raise it this week.
We will raise it again and again if you ever want to
raise this issue. Ron Walker is the de facto owner of
the Liberal Party. We all know that. What a poor
asset he has, really - particularly federally. Ron
Walker is extremely close to the government and to
the Premier. He has received substantial benefits
which, in the view of the opposition, question the
probity of this government. We also have Crown
Casino versus m. We are often told that we, the
opposition, are the party that is anti-business. I think
the Premier says none of us knows anything about it
because we have never been in it.
A government member interjected.
Mr COLE - It is a comment. I don't know that it
is fair. We are told that we will not work with the
business community and that we are doing all sorts
of terrible things. In respect of m and the Premier's
view - which he is entitled to - the company
spoke to the opposition in good faith. It made
representations to the opposition because it felt it
was hardly done by. m was not given a hearing by
the government. LOgically one should ask why it did
not go to the Premier.
Mr Kennett interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! TItis is all
very interesting across the table, but it would make
it a lot easier if you could direct your comments
through the Chair.
Mr CO LE - It is interesting to analyse why the
government talks about cronyism. It is inverse
cronyism. If you are in the ALP you get the sack
under this government - even Mr Redlich. We
maintain the first cousin of cronyism is corruption.
This government has shown its propensity for
corruption. There is no better example than section
61A, which was used by the Premier. Under
challenge by the Supreme Court, he couldn't cope.

Mr COLE - The company saw the Premier on
the day it lost the bid and when it found out about
the lOoo-room extension to the hotel.
Mr McArthur interjected.
Mr COtE - If you believe that you will not
retain the seat of Monbulk for much longer.
Mr McArthur - I do.
Mr COLE - The principal question is: who told
Crown Casino to increaSe its bid.
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Mr Brown - That has nothing to do with the
motion.
Mr COLE - The Deputy Premier talked about
various contracts and the Minister for Public
Transport spoke about public contracts in public
transport and how it was terrible to raise issues of
cronyism. Of course, the minister never raised
similar issues when he was in opposition, did he!

Wednesday, 12 October 1994

Mr COLE - I shall write them down. I cannot
mention their names because I would have to be
ruled out of order. I shall give you the note. You
know all about it and you will be there defending
them to the nth degree. It is scurrilous.
We also say, of course, that there is a problem with
the release of documents - Mr Baker - What about Fred Grimwade?

The Premier's approach is contradictory. We know,
as does the Premier, that he supports many people,
many business leaders, who are highly likely to go
to gaol. I cannot mention their names because it
would be sub judice.
Mr Kennett - What?
Mr COLE - You have never done that? You
supported Harry Beitzel.
Mr Brown - Did we?
Mr COLE - Yes, strongly. I recall when former
minister Steve Crabb kicked a bucket on good old
Harry and the sporting network defended him. Who
was the greatest defender of Harry Beitzel?
1bis is about natural justice. We can argue that the
Premier's approach in the case of the Leader of the
Opposition is to leave natural justice to one side. It is
a case of persecution. To use section 61A of the
Constitution was an outrage and the Premier knows
as well as I do that he was doing the wrong thing.
The Premier supported Harry Beitzel as well as
others, and if the Premier wants me to I shall write a
list and pass it across the table. Is that all right? At
least he will know who he is supporting.

Mr COLE - Yes, he is one who supported Fred
Grimwade and supported him by attacking the
prosecutors and saying all sorts of things.
Mr KENNETI (Premier) -On a point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker, this is typical of the ALP. The
honourable member for Melbourne and the
honourable member for SWlShine by interjection
have mentioned Fred Grimwade as being a person
who has gone to gaol. TItis is the trouble with a
campaign of this nature. Fred Grimwade was the
President of the Legislative Council, a very
distinguished individual who died an early death.
The honourable member for Melbourne should
apologise, as I am sure he will. 1bis highlights the
absolute stupidity and irresponsibility of the Labor
Party. For goodness sake, stick to the issue and do
not continue with this obscene slur.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! There is no
point of order. The Premier is raising a personal
explanation. I did hear the words 'Fred Grimwade'
uttered. I do not know who uttered them but the
record is sufficiently clear to indicate that it was not
Fred Grimwade.
Mr COLE (Melbourne) - I do apologise and
withdraw. It was Andrew Grimwade.

Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair is
interested in what the honourable member says
through the Chair, but not necessarily in any notes
he may hand across the table.
Mr COLE - The question is: is it sub judice for
me to mention people who are currently before the
courts, senior business people whom the Premier
has supported. Of course, the answer is yes. If the
Premier wants me to pass a note across the table I
shall do so, but his comments leave a lot to be
desired. You know the one in particular to whom I
refer.
Mr Kennett - Who's that?

Mr KE~TNETI (Premier) - On a point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker, Andrew Grimwade was
charged and acquitted. Is the opposition going to
exhibit any decency? Is the honourable member for
Melbourne going to apologise again, as he must? We
have a process of being innocent until proven guilty.
Sir Andrew Grimwade was very much a victim of
the process and in the final analysis was acquitted.
You should not make those sorts of remarks. I ask
you now to withdraw.
Mr COLE (Melbourne) - On the point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker, I accept that Sir Andrew
Grimwade was exonerated eventually. My point
was not whether he was convicted but that he was
supported by the Premier throughout the process.

LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION: ALLEGATIONS
Wednesday. 12 October 1994

ASSEMBLY

Mr Kennett - What is wrong with that?
Mr COLE - Can I make a further point? I do not
mind abiding by the processes; I accept that if
someone is found not guilty I should apologise and I
will, but there is no such thing as a process with the
government. When I hear the other side talk of these
things I must come to the conclusion there is one
rule for the likes of Sir Andrew Grimwade and
another rule for John Brumby, because he is on trial
and they are saying, 'If you don't withdraw we will
use our numbers to condemn you'.
The DEPUfY SPEAKER - Order! There is no
point of order. The honourable member is now
making a personal explanation. I remind honourable
members that they have a responsibility to this
house and to people outside the house to ensure
statements or comments made are accurate,
otherwise other procedures of Parliament can be
invoked to deal with them.
1 do not intend to hear any more of these points of
order, because they are personal explanations. I
request the house to tread carefully when naming
individuals.
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It does not matter what they think, the fact is that he
gets up and denies it and they say, 'No, it is not a
censure motion, it is a motion about something he is
alleged to have said. TItis is supposed to be a higher
court than the Supreme Court and should be used
accordingly' .

What is happening here is an example of Parliament
being used to deny the very thing it is set up to do. If
he has lied to Parliament, as is suggested, by default,
then there can be recourse to the Privileges
Committee. Of course, that equally would have no
meaning because it would be dominated by coalition
members. I recall only too well that argument being
raised when the Premier many years ago was taken
before the Privileges Committee. We do have that
problem.
1 believe quite paSSionately that the government has
no right to take this matter any further. It does not
relate to government business and it will not affect
government business if two people are named and
there are threats about going to court. The best thing
to do is to let it drop and go on. But the government
is not doing that because - Mr Honeywood interjected.

Mr COLE - I apologise and withdraw the
comments without reservation. The principle is the
same, and we had this debate last week. The Leader
of the Opposition is saying unequivocally, '1 did not
make the statements alleged. I did not name two
businessmen who are going to gaol'. He can do no
more than that. He is no different from anybody else
who would seek - Mr McLellan - He's a liar!
Mr COLE - The interjection was 'He's a liar!'.
The DEPUfY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Melbourne will assist
himself and the Chair by ignoring interjections,
difficult as that might be. I invoke the cooperation of
the honourable member for Melbourne.
Mr COLE - I accept that, but I was making a
legitimate point that the honourable member for
Warrandyte and the Premier were talking about
natural justice, rights and so forth and the Leader of
the Opposition says he did not make that statement.
If they want to go outside and say that he did, good
on them; but they should not go on with what is, in
effect, a kangaroo court, where the government's
numbers are so strong and on this particular issue
the evidence does not matter.

Mr COLE - Of course I would, because I think it
is a lot of nonsense. The best thing is to go ahead
with it for political purposes so that the Premier can
push on this issue against the Leader of the
Opposi tion.
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I do not wish to use
all of my allocated time, and hope I do not. I had not
intended to enter into this debate because my
colleagues were doing so admirably, but there are a
couple of points I wish to make. Firstly, the
government does not do this because it wants to
pursue the Leader of the Opposition per se; it does it
on behalf of every businessman and businesswoman
in the community, some of whom have been
maligned, some of whom have been defamed, and
all of whom are included in the general slur made
by the Leader of the Opposition. He ought to have
the decency to detract, confinn or butt out.
The second point is very important and points to the
difference between the honourable member for
Melbourne and the Leader of the Opposition. We
have just heard the honourable member for
Melbourne make two of the most appalling mistakes
I have heard in a long time when he mentioned the
highly respected fonner President of the Legislative
Council, the Honourable Fred Grimwade, and then
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Sir Andrew Grimwade. Appalling as those
comments were, to the credit of the honourable
member for Melbourne he recognised that he had
made a mistake and made a complete apology.
Although I still turn at the content of his remarks
about the individuals concerned, the fact that he
apologised is to his credit.
The point is that the Leader of the OppOSition has
also made an appalling error of judgment and
should have, and still should now, apologise. This
debate is going on, and this is particularly for the
honourable member for Melbourne, simply because
the Leader of the Opposition, rather than doing as
the honourable member for Melbourne has done
and apologising for having made a mistake, has
sought through further explanation to clear his name
but has in fact compounded the error.
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Barber, the compere, asks:
What about the transcript that has been published in
the Herald Sun?

Brumby replies:
The transcript is a transcript that has been edited and I
have never ever suggested that particular business
people will go to gaol ever.

I repeat those words:
... never ever suggested that particular business people
will go to gaol ...

I will read the comment again:

JB: I go back to what you may have thought was a
Two points are terribly relevant today. One concerns
the interview that took place last night. Earlier the
honourable member for Melbourne said that only
two new things have happened since the debate last
week, one of which was the introduction through
the Age article of the question over the PTC
outsourcing contract, which has been very simply
put to bed. The other was the allegations made,
understandably, by the Sunday Age about Crown
Casino.

flippant comment that you probably won't run on the
record, but the reality is that some of the people we
mentioned (words deleted for legal reasons)-

being names of people mentioned will be in gaol, so there won't be an issue about
working with them ... I won't have to work with
them-

people he has just named But there is a more important and pertinent point,
which is the publication on Friday, 7 October -last
Friday - of the transcript of a conversation the
Leader of the Opposition had with a journalist from
the Herald Sun. TIlat transcript was not available to
us when we last debated this issue. That interview at
page 3 of the Herald Sun of 7 October is as follows:

JB: I go back to what you may have thought was a
flippant comment that you probably won't run on the
record, but the reality is that some of the people we
mentioned (words deleted for legal reasons) will be in
gaol, so there won't be an issue about working with
them ... I won't have to work with them because I truly
believe some will be in gaol by then and if they're in
. gaol I certainly won't be working with them.

Clearly those comments were made. To compound
the problem, last night on 3AW, in an interview with
Mr Paul Barber, the Leader of the Opposition said,
and I will quote it in two parts:
I never ever named any particular individual who I
said would go to gaol. Never named any that I said

would go to gaol, could go to gaol, might go to gaol,
will go to gaoL

because I truly believe some will be in gaol by then and
if they are in gaol I certainly won't be working with
them.

TIlat is a direct contradiction of what was said in the
interview and the comments of the Leader of the
Opposition. It is not as though we are doubting or
questioning the transcript. These words are
supposedly a verbatim transcript. They are quoted
as the words of the Leader of the Opposition. We are
not questioning the detail of the words; we are
saying that yesterday the Leader of the Opposition
further compounded the problem. That was the
point I was trying to raise in question time when
you, Mr Speaker, ruled that I was out of order
because of this debate.
The second point is worse, and it is that everyone
knows that the Westminster system absolutely
insists that members of Parliament act in an honest
and honourable way and that they do not mislead
each other, and certainly that they do not mislead
de1ib~rately. Today the Leader of the OppOSition
moved a reasoned amendment to the motion moved
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by the Deputy Premier. The Leader of the
Opposition's amendment states in part:
I desire to move -

That all the words after 'house' (where first occurring)
be omitted with the view of inserting in place thereof
the words', given that the Leader of the Opposition at
no time named any persons who he expected to go to
gaol ...
Let me stop there and re-read what was said in the
interview with the Herald Sun.
The article states:
go back to what you may have thought was a flippant
comment that you probably won't run on the record.
but the reality is that some of the people we mentioned
(words deleted for legal reasons) will be in gaol. so
there won't be an issue about working with them ... I
won't have to work with them because I truly believe
some will be in gaol by then and if they're in gaol I
certainly won't be working with them.

I

How does that relate to what the Leader of the
Opposition has inadvertently but deliberately said
by moving this amendment? He says that at no time
did he name the persons he expected would go to
gaol. Today the Leader of the Opposition has
deliberately misled the house by moving this
amendment. Under the Westminster tradition
misleading the house is an unforgivable sin.
The SPEAKER - Order! I interrupt the Premier.
Allegations of deliberately misleading the house are
very serious indeed and can be proceeded with only
by way of a motion.
Mr KENNElT - We are debating a substantive
motion, Mr Speaker. I am not ranting and raving.
This is the most serious allegation that can be made
against an honourable member. The amendment
was not introduced by way of a mistake; it has been
deliberately put into the record. Therefore what is
said here is in direct contradiction to what the
Leader of the Opposition said in the interview, the
transcript of which is quoted in a newspaper.
There is a prima facie case that what I am saying is
absolutely correct. As was indicated by the Chair,
there are other forms to which we may have to
proceed at some point because there is no more
serious offence in Parliament than misleading the
house. I am happy to go on with this debate every
day of this week and the next. The govenunent is
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fine about that. Unlike the honourable member for
Melbourne who admitted his error, the Leader of the
Opposition compounded the sin by his actions last
night on radio, and today he has further
compounded it by moving the amendment to the
motion.
I do not know who put the words of this
amendment together but if it is defeated, as it
probably will be on party lines, it negates what the
Leader of the Opposition was seeking to prove namely, that at no time did he say those words. As a
house, we will say that he did mention them.
Mr Thomson interjected.
Mr KENNFIT - It is not political. He has
moved this amendment.
Mr Thomson -It's a stunt!
Mr KENNFIT -It is a stunt you played every
time you sat on this side of the house! It happens to
be part of the forms of the house and the
Westminster system. You may not like it. The
honourable member for Pascoe Vale says it is a
stunt. This is no stunt. It goes to the credibility of the
Leader of the Opposition and the ALP. The
honourable member for Pascoe Vale understands
the severity of what happened last night and what
has happened today. The amendment is more
serious than anything that has happened to date
because the Leader of the Opposition has defamed
individuals by saying they have all done something
wrong, although there is no evidence. Under the
Westminster system you can misuse Parliament in
that way. If you say it outside this place, as we
believe the Leader of the Opposition has done, you
can be sued for it, and he may well be sued. But
under this system you cannot deliberately mislead
the Parliament.
I do not want to say any more about it because there
is no need. The time has come when opposition
members who are serious about operating in a
constructive manner ought to take the Leader of the
OppOSition to one side and say, 'Let us cut the
tender. We must understand that we have gone
beyond the pale. Let us apologise to those we have
so loosely defamed. If we have evidence on any
other issue, let us raise it but let us apologise for this
amendment'. If it is ultimately dealt with in another
forum of this house and is proved to be incorrect, as
I believe it will be, it will mean that the Leader of the
Opposition is putting at risk not only his position as
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leader but also his position as a member of this
house.
I say to the Leader of the Opposition and his party
that the course it has been pursuing for some
months has not worked for it, nor has it hurt the
government in any way. In fact, it has lost the
opposition a great deal of credibility. Keep it up if
you will, but if you do not address the serious
position of this amendment by the end of business
today, we will have no alternative but to seriously
consider taking it to the next step. I can assure you,
Mr Speaker, and the honourable member for Pascoe
Vale that it will not be a stunt if we do it. It is part of
the process of the Westminster system that applies
in every Parliament around Australia.
The opportunity is there. I am happy to forget all
about it and drop the whole issue, but it will take a
bit of manliness on the part of the Leader of the
Opposition. The honourable member for Melbourne
exhibited that earlier today by admitting his
mistake. As the Minister for Public Transport said,
we have all made mistakes. However, when you
make a mistake you apologise and get on with the
rest of your life. If the Leader of the Opposition does
not do that the issue will hang around him and his
party until, to use the words of one of my federal
colleagues, he is cut down.
The ball is clearly in the opposition leader's court
tonight He has until the end of business today to
reconsider his position. His colleagues could best
assist him by reaching a position that will enable
him to close this issue tonight so we can get on with
the business of governing and opposing in a more
constructive manner.
Mr THOMSON (Pascoe Vale) - This is the sort
of motion you can expect from this government,
which engages in intimidation and bullyboy tactics
and which seeks to take away from the opposition
the right to opposition which is so important to
maintaining the spirit of the community and
democracy, as was referred to in the Fitzgerald
report into corruption. I support the amendment
moved by the Leader of the Opposition and note
that the amendment expressly points out that at no
time did the Leader of the Opposition name any
persons whom he expected to go to gaol and refers
to the government's hypocrisy in seeking to have
names named, which would potentially bring
people into disrepute, a matter about which this
government pretends to be very concerned. The
amendment refers also to the government's
professed concern that reputations not be damaged
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and notes its failure to understand the notion of
conflict of interest and its failure to ensure that
businesses bidding for government work are treated
without fear or favour and that there are not special
advantages for its mates.
This afternoon the Leader of the Opposition said
tha t he had never referred to businesses rorting
government processes and that at no time in his
interview with the Herald Sun reporter did he name
any particular individuals whom he expected to go
to gaol or who deserved to go to gaol. The issue
cannot be clearer than that. That is what he has been
saying. Why is it that the government wants to do
away with the important budget debate that was
prepared for this week and last week? Because the
government will guillotine it at 1.00 p.m. tomorrow
many honourable members will not be given the
opportunity to speak on it. We only agreed to the
government business program before the
government moved this item ahead of the
appropriation bill.
Why does the government say we want to talk about
this motion? It wants names to be named for two
reasons. The first is that if any names are named it
wants to sue for defamation whoever names the
names. I point out to the house that the government
Leader of the House has said he knows the names.
Therefore, if any government members genuinely
want the names named, all they have to do is ask the
Leader of the House. He knows the names. Don't
waste the time of the Parliament with this motion.
Just go and ask him!
The government seeks to have members of the
opposition name names so that they can be sued,
and I will come to what Fitzgerald says about
defamation actions as a form of intimidation in a
moment. The second reason the government wants
names named is so that people who may face
criminal charges will then be able to go to court and
say, 'My right to a fair trial is being abused. I cannot
get a fair trial and therefore I want the proceedings
against me dispensed with'. The government is
actually looking to get people off if particular names
are named, and in any circumstance that is a very
unsatisfactory way to operate.
The government comes before the house essentially
with a plan of entrapment. It says, 'We want you to
name names. You must name names or we will
condemn you or censure you'. Of course, if we did
name names all hell would break loose and we
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would be condemned for bringing reputations into
disrepute and so on.
The Leader of the Opposition and other members of
the opposition understand perfectly well rules such
as the sub judice rule and have no intention of
naming names and allowing government members
to take defamation action or allowing those people
the opportunity of getting off charges in court in the
event that they are charged. The Leader of the
Opposition says he has at no time named any
particular individuals he expects to go to gaol or
who he believes deserve to go to gaol.
The report of the Fitzgerald royal commission into
corruption has a section expressly dealing with
defamation actions, and it reads as follows:
The right to voice dissent from the opinion of the
government and its manner of decision making are no
less important for parliamentarians or the established
opposition party or parties.
A parliamentarian's role to review and constructively
criticise governmental activity could be hampered by
being inhibited from speaking out publicly by threats
of claims for damages. This is particularly so if the
defamation actions which result are funded out of the
public pwse.
The use of public resources at any time or in any way
to inhibit or suppress the expression of opposing
political opinion or a criticism of any administration is
wholly objectionable. Those in public life must accept
the risk of criticism even if it is at times unfair.

I direct the attention of the house to the fact that
throughout the course of this week the Premier and,
I think, other members of the government have been
leaning across the chamber and saying to John
Brumby, 'How's the house, John?' and threatening
him with defamation action which might adversely
affect his personal assets. The government wants to
intimidate the opposition by threatening defamation
actions and threatening the Leader of the Opposition
with the loss of his house, but it is not just the loss of
his house. I direct your attention to proceedings in
the Legislative Assembly on Friday last when the
Acting Attorney-General said when referring to the
Leader of the Opposition:
Under section 10 of the Wrongs Act a person who
makes allegations such as those made by the Leader of
the Opposition can be punished by one year's gaol.
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It is not enough to threaten the Leader of the
Opposition with loss of his property and personal
assets. The Acting Attorney-General - we know
why he is only acting - threatened the opposition
leader with gaol. That is exactly the sort of thing that
went on in the Bjelke-Petersen regime in
Queensland, and it is exactly the reason we are
raising these concerns. Anyone familiar with
Queensland politics when Bjelke-Petersen was in his
heyday would realise that the way the Premier and
government have behaved in this Parliament is
exactly the same as the Bjelke-Petersen government
acted - that is, anyone who spoke out against the
government in any shape or form was sacked or
attacked.
The government says to the Leader of the
OppOSition, 'We are unhappy with the attacks you
have made on cronyism. We are unhappy with your
raising of the casino issue and the KNF issue. We are
unhappy with your raising of the Leeds Media issue
and the way you have raised various contracts and
what you have said about the Tabcorp float. We will
get you and pass a censure motion against you'.
All that means is that the government has
61 members and the opposition has 27 members, so
the government can do what it likes. Even today
during the course of this debate the government has
been hinting at privilege motions. Certainly this
matter can be referred to the Privileges Committee,
which could also attack the Leader of the Opposition.
The Leader of the Opposition has been threatened
with defamation actions, gaol and Privileges
Committee resolutions by a government that is hell
bent on intimidating him as the Leader of the
Opposition and the whole parliamentary opposition,
just as it has been hell bent on intimidation of
anyone in the community who expresses concern
about the way the government behaves.
I also direct the attention of the house to the kind of
language the Premier and the Treasurer have used
as part of their campaign of intimidation,
harassment and abuse of the Leader of the
Opposition. On 5 October 1993 the Premier referred
to 'a gutless attack on the right of the individual'. On
20 October the Leader of the Opposition was
described as cowardly. The attacks continued: 'he is
yellow' and 'you are cowardly'. On 28 October he
was described as the 'new brainless leader', 'stupid',
and the 'most gutless politician I have ever known'.
He was asked 'Do you sleep with little boys?' and
described again as 'cowardly'.
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On 21 October he was asked 'Where is the rest of the
slime?' On 10 November the words, 'gutless
allegation' were used. On 5 October this year these
words were directed towards him, 'You're a little
grub', and on 11 October he was described as
'wallowing in a pool of slime'.

Is the Treasurer any better? No. He says, 'Crawl into
the gutter', 'the Leader of the Opposition has
stepped into ... a degree of filth that is unusual even
for him', 'Follow me into the gutter', 'What a pity
you're not dying, that would be a benefit for the
Victorian people' and 'criminal garbage'. That is the
kind of abuse to which the Leader of the Opposition
and any member of the opposition who dares
question any of the things the government is doing
is subjected.
As pointed out in the report of the Fitzgerald royal
commission into corruption in Bjelke-Petersen's
Queensland, it is important that:
An effective opposition is also essential for the proper

functioning of parliamentary democracy. The members
of the opposition are the constitutional critics of public
affairs.

So the role of the opposition is to be a constitutional
critic of public affairs, but when it criticises it is
faced with parliamentary abuse, censure motions
and the whole business program of Parliament being
rail-roaded to accommodate this debate.
Is it reasonable for the opposition to raise concerns
about the integrity of processes in Victoria today?
The answer to that question is yes. One can talk
about many issues in Victoria, but let us talk first
about the casino. As the government says, it is
correct that Labor set up the casino process - a
process with integrity - but what happened after
that process was set up by the Labor government?
Many things happened. The first is that the Premier
introduced a moratorium on gaming machines,
limiting their number to 15 000, and he admitted in
question time today that that was done to help the
casino. He did not admit that at the time. He said
there was a need to review the issue of gaming
machines, but in question time today he admitted it
was done to help the casino.
Secondly, via Ron Walker, the Crown Casino
consortium knew that the grand prix was coming to
Melbourne from Adelaide. The other bidders were
not aware of that. Thirdly, Uoyd Williams's
statement that he 'sensed that the Crown Casino
consortium bid was below the original m Sheraton
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bid' is interesting. How was it that Lloyd Williams
could sense that the Crown bid was below that of
the original m Sheraton bid? Did he move it up by
a little bit! He increased it from $170 million to
$262 million - an increase of $92 million! It beggars
belief that the Crown Casino consortium could
simply increase its bid in that fashion as a result of
sensing that it was behind the ITI Sheraton bid
without some prior knowledge.
Fourthly, the Crown Casino consortium revised its
accommodation proposal from 360 beds to
1000 beds, and tha t extraordinary expansion
prompted m Sheraton to argue that it should be
pennitted to rebid for the new proposal.
There was a new proposal for 120 self-contained
apartments on the site. Once again it was not part of
the original bid, and not something that m
Sheraton wanted done.
Late last year Crown Casino was given a licence to
manufacture its own gaming machines. Previously
only Tattersalls and the TAB could manufacture
gaming machines. Crown's licence is not subject to
the restrictions to which Tattersalls and the TAB are
subject. Next the TAB pulled out of the original
Crown Casino consortium bid when in fact it had
negotiated an excellent arrangement. If the bid was
unsuccessful the TAB was subject to no liability. If
the bid was successful the TAB would share in the
profits. What happened? Lloyd Williams, deputy
chairman of the TAB at the time and head of the
Crown Casino consortium, said to the TAB, 'Let's
get out of the Crown Casino consortium'.
His role is most WlSatisfactory. He was engaged in a
massive conflict of interest over his dual roles in the
TAB and the Crown Casino consortium. The
Premier had discussions with Ron Walker over the
Crown Casino consortium during the bidding
process. The Premier says cabinet was not involved
in the bidding process, and that it was all done by
the Casino Control AuthOrity. If one listened to
question time this afternoon it was clear that there
were discussions with the Casino Control AuthOrity
and the cabinet subcommittee. The Casino Control
AuthOrity was taking instructions from the cabinet
subcommittee on issues to do with the number of
gaming machines and so on. Next we have the
licensed sports bookmakers not being able to
compete with the sports book at the casino because
they pay taxes at the rate of 2.25 per cent of
turnover, whereas the casino is required to pay tax
only on profit rather than on turnover. All those
changes advantage the casino.
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One of the most extraordinary things that occurred
was that on 6 July the Tabaret at the Rialto closed it just shut down. It has had a turnover of
5476 million since it opened in 1990. It was taking in
about $1.2 million a week, and we are the owners. It
was just shut down. It was said, 'We don't want to
compete with the casino'. There was no justification
to close that facility except to benefit the casino and
its owners, many of whom are Liberal Party
members.
The opposition raised that issue in Parliament. It
said the government was intending to close the
Tabaret at Rialto because Uoyd Williams wanted it
to and the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Racing
denied that it would happen. Three weeks after the
opposition raised the matter that is exactly what
happened - the Tabaret at the Rialto closed. The
government shifted the goalposts one more time.
The casino is one area of concern the opposition has
about the way in which business is being done in
this state. It has many others.
I turn to Leeds Media and the way in which the
government has run its advertising contracts. We
find a disgraceful pattern where the lowest tenderer
was not successful. Patronage was the order of the
day. A multimillion dollar media buying contract
was given to Leeds Media, a company that was set
up solely for that purpose without accreditation as a
media buyer. When tenders were called, the
company did not even exist as a company. It was
simply a reward for mates.
Another area the opposition is concerned about is
government inconsistency. It was interesting to hear
the Minister for Public Transport say earlier in the
debate, 'Well, there's a dispute between the Leader
of the Opposition and Damon Johnston from the
Herald Sun about what occurred in an interview. I,
the Minister for Public Transport, believe Damon
Johnston.'
I take the house back to 30 March where, at page 706
of Hansard, the Minister for Public Transport is
reported as having said when referring to
Mr Johnston:
... one journalist, who has become known as the
mouthpiece for the Labor Party, have been engaged in
a crusade for many months ... and the journalist are
trying to cast aspersions -
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At that stage the Minister for Public Transport was
not interested in listening to what Damon Johnston
had to say about the Natbus contract and the role of
Roger Graham in working for Jim Bosnjak's bus
company. But now he takes a completely different
view altogether.
The opposition is most concerned about the quality
of government in Victoria. We see a pattern
emerging which is similar to.le pattern that
occurred in Queensland. Incieed, I believe we are
ahead of the Queensland schedule, when one looks
at what has occurred in Victoria over the past two
years, with numerous contractual matters over the
casino, the Chung Corporation, the TAB Vanuatu
operation and the float of Tabcorp where mates of
Mr Scanlon, Mr Wilson and Mr Tilley said, 'Well,
Tabcorp is due to be floated. Here is a cow that is
ready for milking'. Mr Wilson had a salary
approved of $8 million, Mr Tilley was involved in
contracts worth $3 million and the Tabcorp float was
a woeful failure. It was a scandal that a Victorian
asset of that value could be despatched in such a
way.
There have been irregularities in the handing out of
ambulance and bus contracts and in media buying
contracts with Leeds Media and many other areas. A
climate of corruption and cronyism has developed
that is ahead of what occurred in Queensland. After
only two years we are further down that road than
Queensland.
TItis government has a pattern of intimidation
towards anyone who takes a contrary view. That
intimidation has not been confined only to the
opposition. It has been a characteristic of this
government, a trademark throughout its two years
in office.
The 7.30 Report has been banned, as has the Sunday
Age. The Age is criticised for reasons that escape me,
because it is certainly a strong supporter of the
Liberal government. However, any contrary views
expressed by the community, just like those of
Justices Fogarty and Nicholson, are attacked.
Anybody who expresses a contrary view is attacked
and intimidated by the government. That is one of
the features noted in the Fitzgerald royal
commission report. Any criticism of the government
is attacked and attempts are made to intimidate
them into silence with parliamentary abuse of the
kind that I referred to the house earlier.

on the name of Mr Graham.
When the government says to the opposition, 'Put
up or shut up', that is exactly what we have sought
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to do. We have sought the information to enable us
to work out where due process has or has not been
followed. The opposition went to the Supreme Court
because it was so concerned about the Premier's
activities through the KNF Advertising company
and the potential for corruption. But what did the
Premier do? He came into the Parliament and said, 'I
don't want to listen; 61 beats 27 and we will take this
matter beyond the jurisdiction of the Supreme
Court, so we cannot have the discovery of
documents and the opposition cannot find out what
the business dealings through KNF have been'.
The opposition wanted to assess whether the
Premier had breached the constitution and therefore
should forfeit his seat. There has been the sacking of
the judges of the Accident Compensation Tribunal,
the sacking of the equal opportunity commissioner,
the sacking of the law reform commissioners, the
sacking of most members of the former Industrial
Relations Commission, the sacking of members of
the Administrative Appeals Tribunal, the sacking of
elected local governments, attacks on the Director of
Public Prosecutions and the removal of appeal rights
to the Supreme Court under the Victorian
constitution by the inclusion of ouster clauses. More
than 50 acts of Parliament take away citizens' rights
to appeal to the Supreme Court. There has been the
dismantling of freedom of information legislation,
the gagging of Parliament and attacks on the
entitlements of the opposition party and of
opposition members.
What has happened is that the checks and balances
in this state have been removed and a climate of fear
and intimidation has been created. Anyone who has
the courage, like the Leader of the Opposition or the
Honourable David White in another place, to say 'I
am concerned about the quality of government in
Victoria and it is my role as an opposition member
to make sure that appropriate standards of propriety
and integrity are observed' is subjected to malicious
personal attacks and abuse.
That is essentially what this resolution is about; it is
an abuse of the Parliament. The government knows
perfectly well the names of those people whom it
alleges were referred to by the Leader of the
Opposition. To bring this motion before the
Parliament is simply an abuse of the forms of the
house. There are many members who wish to speak
on the appropriation debate and when the
government gags that bill tomorrow, as it has
gagged so many bills in the Parliament during the
past two years, those people will be deprived of the
opportunity of speaking on the bill.
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Nevertheless I shall assure the house that opposition
members have every intention of continuing to raise
issues of propriety and integrity in this Parliament
and everywhere they have the opportunity to do so,
because they are concerned about what has been
going on in Victoria and about the continuing
potential for corruption.
This government has a predilection for outsourcing
and for privatisation. In the case of outsourcing,
contracting out, tendering out in the case of
privatisation, and the sale of government assets, the
potential for corruption is substantial indeed. There
is much more potential for corruption in Victoria
now than ever before, and therefore as an opposition
we need to be more Vigilant than any other
opposition has been in Victoria before.
I assure the house that opposition members are
concerned about the things that we have seen and
have heard about and the way this government does
business. The opposition will continue to pursue
these issues and we will continue to debate this
motion and any other motion the government puts
up before the house.
Nothing is more important in Victoria than
maintaining integrity in government, maintaining
quality of government, maintaining proper
processes with tenders, contracting out and the like.
Those things have not been followed with Crown
Casino. They have not been followed with Leeds
media. Thev have not been followed with
ambulance 'contracts, bus contracts, the operations of
the TAB in Vanuatu with the Chung Corporation
Ltd, and in many other respects.
1 urge the house to reject the motion and support the

amendment moved by the Leader of the Opposition,
who has made it perfectly clear to the house that he
did not name individuals he expected to go to gaol
or who deserved to go to gaol.
He correctly points out that his interview with the
Herald Sun was not reported at the first available
opportunity, so it certainty did not regard the
comments that the Leader of the Opposition raised
as newsworthy at the time. It reported them only
some days later, as the Leader of the Opposition
pointed out, after the Premier went berserk at the
Herald Sun's treatment of the cronyism debate.
When this opposition was challenged to put up, it
was happy to put up its concerns about cronyism
and to talk about appointments like the one I talked
about, concerning Uberal Party member Karen
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Synon at the Department of Business and
Employment. Ms Synon jumped from a $43 000
position to a position paying more than $100 000, her
application being accepted long after the closing
date for applications. There was no evidence of a
proper selection process being followed and no
evidence of proper selection criteria. The opposition
is happy to put up about the composition of the
Ethnic Affairs Commission. I believe it is five
members out of eight who are members of the
Liberal Party.
Those sorts of matters are matters that the
opposition is happy to raise and to discuss. I draw to
the house's attention the fact that it is not simply the
opposition that expresses these concerns. Terry
McCrann has pointed out that Ron Walker wears
three hats:
First, as federal Liberal Party treasurer - which is to
say fundraiser. Second as the driving force of the
Melbourne Major Events Committee which won the
grand prix. And finally, as one of the principals behind
Hudson Conway which last year was one of two
bidders - and ultimately the successful one - for the
casino ...
Mr Walker was chasing and locking up the grand prix
on the basis of public money - at the same time as the
Hudson Conway-Ied consortium was entering the final
bidding for the casino licence, which is a government
awarded licence to print money. This gave his Crown
casino a clear advantage in bidding for the licence over
the competing Sheraton-led group which had no
inliling that the grand prix was coming to Melbourne.
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it provided total payments of fees and taxes of
$995 million, as against Crown's $964 million.
Even then, after 30 August the Victorian Casino
Control AuthOrity went back to Crown. It had the
opportunity to make further revisions to its bid. m
Sheraton has said it was not given that same
opportunity, it was told that 'everything was all
right, that it was in front'. Crown, on the other hand,
was given a completely different message, so its bid
was amended for a third time.
A most unsatisfactory process was gone through,
with Crown having access to infonnation that m
Sheraton sayS it did not have. So as a result of that
and as a res~t of all the other things that changed
after the bids were approved, the opposition is very
concerned about the cronyism and the potential for
corruption that exists in Victoria today and we shall
continue to pursue these issues.
The government can move as many motions as it
likes, it can play havoc with the parliamentary
agenda as often it likes and it can use its 61 members
as often as it likes. But opposition members will not
be intimidated and we will continue to raise these
issues at any and at every available opportunity.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DOYLE
(Malvern).
Debate adjourned until next day.
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... The fact remains that his (Mr Walker's) private
knowledge of success with the grand prix funded by
public money will deliver profits to his Crown Casino.
And that mix is deeply troubling.

That is not me saying that or any member of the
Labor Party saying that, it is Terry McCrann. He is
no friend of the Labor Party. The opposition has
concerns about the problem of conflict of interest,
and about the timing of the bidding for the casino. I
point out that in the first round of bids the Crown
Casino consortium came in way behind the
m Sheraton bid, over $90 million behind the m
Sheraton bid. In the second round of bidding, which
was supposed to close on 30 August, the Crown bid
was moved up to $262 million. Even then, if one
looks at the benefit for the government and for the
people of Victoria over a period of twelve years it
was clear that the Sheraton-Leighton offer was a
superior offer financially to the Crown offer because

Debate resumed from 11 October; motion of
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer).
Ms GARBUIT (Bundoora) - This is a dishonest
and hypocritical budget. It is one that does nothing,
and the Treasurer does nothing to tackle the
problems. He says that the crisis is over. It might be
over for him, but it is certainly not over for the state,
nor is it over for the people that I meet with my
portfolio responsibilities for disability services,
children's services and women's affairs.
I want to focus the debate on the impact of this
government on Victorian women. There is only one
word for it, and that is disastrous - from one end of
the state to the other. The Minister responsible for
Women's Affairs has done nothing. She joins the
Treasurer in being a do-nothing person in this
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government because she had done nothing for
women.
After checking back through her press releases to
make sure I was not doing her an injustice, I found
only two press releases for this year, which indicate
nothing at all about policy. There are no comments
on the effects and the impact of this govenunent's
policy at all. There were only two press releases
doing next to nothing. This minister is not an
advocate for women, she is not an advocate at all.
She does not speak up for the women in this state
and she is absolutely silent on changes that have an
impact on women. She does not monitor the impact
on women; she does not speak up about changes;
she does not care.
The govenunent has had amazing impact on women
in a number of ways, and I shall go through some of
them. We all know massive cuts have been made to
general services. Obviously this has had a massive
impact on women in direct and indirect ways.
Although people would not think of the cuts as
particularly affecting women the majority of the
impact has fallen on them. Approximately
$S8 million has been cut from public hOUSing.
Because women form the majority of public tenants
the impact is particularly hard on them. Similarly,
tenant services and consumer services have been
decimated under the Minister responsible for
Women's Affairs. She has not spoken out about that.
She is not monitoring the impact of those cuts.
However, because women are the major users of
those services the impact is felt disproportionately
by women.
Secondly, by cutting programs designed to tackle
the causes of disadvantage and discrimination that
women experience, the govenunent has had a
disastrous impact on them. Although I could
mention many examples, I mention particularly the
programs that were established to assist girls in
education. A number of programs that were
designed to encourage girls to take a wider range of
subjects to improve their career opportunities have
been cut The Women Talk Work register has been
cut; girls' science and technology centre, cut;
statewide equal opportunity resource centre, cut;
and regional equal opportunity resource centres, cut.
No attempt at all has been made to monitor the
impact of the changes. No attempt has been made to
put into place programs that tackle the causes of
problems that women and girls experience.
Programs designed to prevent discrimination and
further disadvantage have also been cut The
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restructured Equal Opportunity Commission
followed the pattern of having a review. That was an
excuse to restructure, and the restructure did away
with the problem. The problem there, of course, ~as
Moira Rayner who was speaking out on behalf of
women, unlike the Minister responsible for
Women's Affairs whose job it is and who has been
silent Moira Rayner's position was done away with
in the restructure. The new structure makes it harder
for women to take the steps to prevent
discrimination, to seek justice and to prevent further
discrimination.
Changes to the Equal Opportunity Commission
mean that every person who puts in a claim faces
the risk of having to pay all costs, and that puts off
any number of women. People cannot risk having to
pay the huge legal costs incurred by the very people
they complain about.
A further example in this category is the 30 per cent
cut to the Women's Information and Referral
Exchange (WIRE). That organisation provides
information to thousands of women every year. The
cuts are an attempt to restrict the excellent work of
that organisation. The exchange has to rely on
hundreds of volunteers every week in order to keep
up this vital service. As we will see, part of the
impact of these changes means that many services
are turning back to volunteers - usually women in order to keep their services operating.
Program cuts force further work qn to the
community. The agencies do not just fold up. Those
that are serving the community and want to
continue serving the community have to find other
ways of operating. Of course the govenunent is
relying mainly on the community, but particularly
on women, to pick up that load.
One of the ways the govenunent has been able to get
away with the early-discharge-from-hospitals
policy, for example, is to rely on carers at home,
largely women, who are there to care for ill people,
people who previously would have stayed in
hospital an extra day or two or three. Now it is
expected that the family, the community particularly women - will be at home to pick up
that part of the govenunent's responsibility.
In all sorts of ways this government is expecting the
community to pick up what should be the
responsibility of the govenunent.
Mr Hamilton - Especially out in the bush.
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Ms GARBUTr - Out in the bush women in
particular are carrying the extra load. The
government's actions reveal how it views society; its
view is always an economic approach, its priority is
the current account deficit. The government's
actions also reveal its view of women and their place
in society, and it is a very traditional view. They see
the role of women in the family not as separa te
individuals but only as part of a family, usually at
home, and therefore available for work such as
caring for the ill or doing volunteer work in
preschools, for example. Preschools are surviving
only because of the extraordinary efforts of parents
putting in hours as committee members to keep
them operating, and usually it is women.
The government view is that women are victims, not
strong, independent people who want to stand up
for themselves. They are seen as victims to be
protected by ever tougher penalties. No attempt has
been made to prevent problems or to redress
discrimination - simply wind up the sentences
even higher.
It is a bitter irony that this government's policies are
forcing more and more people to become carers, and
not voluntarily. Although many people care for
relatives and family members with great concern,
love and compassion, they are now being forced into
the position where they have to be carers. There are
no other choices. At the same time carers are finding
fewer and fewer community support services
available to assist them. Respite, for example, is
being withdrawn. It is an enormously difficult
service to find these days.

The government is also forcing communities to rely
more and more on volunteers. I mentioned the
organisation, WIRE, which is now training hundreds
more volunteers to keep the service going. Schools
and preschools could not run without volunteers. It
is not done by choice any more. Volunteer work is
not performed only because of commitment to the
school; it is something that parents do because they
want to see their children succeed - but now they
absolutely have to do it. The school would not
survive and the children would not be educated
without it, and parents know it. That burden is
being forced on to communities by the policies of
this government
Furthermore, those policies will increase pressure on
people and on communities. Those policies will
increase unemployment. Pressure will be applied
from all sorts of directions. The government is doing
nothing to prevent the violence that stems from that
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situation. Prevention policies, tackling the cause of a
problem, rate nowhere in this government's view of
the world.
I want to focus particularly on two or three areas
today. The first is child care. A recent survey across
Australia revealed the cost and availability of child
care as one of the major concerns of women. It along with violence and breast cancer - came up in
the top three concerns in what was called the Purple
Postcard Survey by the Australian Council for
Women. This government has failed for two years for the entire time it has been in office - to sign the
national child care agreement.

The original offer from the Commonwealth
government was for an extra 13 600 patients spread
across long-day care, out-of-school-hours care and
family day care. The government dilly-dallied, did
nothing, argued and wanted to talk more. In the end
the federal government transferred some of those
places to Queensland, which was the first state to
sign the agreement because it wanted the places and
recognised the need for them. This government
failed to negotiate. Why? There were any number of
reasons but primarily it was because it did not want
to participate. Only 30 per cent of the costs would be
paid by the state government, and much of that was
in capital. We know from our knowledge of
child~e capital that much of the capital is in land
donated by local government. That percentage was
the maximum percentage and the reality was that it
would be much less.
The state government then dumped the state day
nurseries which ran hundreds of child care places. It
walked away from the funding of that program and
said to the federal government 'Pick it all up. We
don't want any part of it'. There was no negotiation,
no talk. It was simply a unilateral decision, and that
reflects its lack of commitment to child care.
The federal government proceeded to sign
agreements with other states, and while New South
Wales and Victoria held out it transferred many
places directly to local communities. ApprOximately
7500 places were transferred to local communities
because local government and communities had a
commitment, saw a need and knew that parents
wanted extra child care. The commonwealth
government was prepared to enter agreements with
those local communities and provide those serVices
directly.
The original offer has now been reduced
significantly. It has gone from 13 600 places to 6800,
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which is exactly half. We have lost the opportunity
for the original number of places to be provided, but
still the government will not sign the agreement.
Even if it signs now many places will be lost
interstate. They will probably go to Queensland
because it has shown a commitment to families to
provide child care and a willingness to expand the
child care system.
In recent months a spate of surveys has been
released confinning the great need for extra
child-care places and a growing anger among
Victorian and Australian families about insufficient
child-care places. The Australian Law Reform
Commission and the National Council for the
International Year of the Family have both
commented on this issue. They say they were
surprised by the depth of community discontent
about child care. Both held nationwide community
consultation to substantiate their reports. The ABS
quantified the number of children involved and said
that about 490 000 children under 12 years need
formal care and of those children 74.4 per cent are
not receiving that care. The rest are receiving some
formal care but need more, according to the
Australian Bureau of Statistics.
They are interesting statistics. Other reports confirm
the need, the discontent and the anger over the
issue. The Work and ChildCare AdViSOry Service
found that 20 per cent of people surveyed had
difficulty finding child care. Again that shows a
great demand that is not being met. The Australian
Consumers Association survey showed that parents
were critical of the cost, quality and availability of
child care. The federal Auditor-General said there
was a vast, urunet demand for child care for children
under three years. There we have six surveys which
show an urunet demand.
For the past two years the federal government has
signed the national child-care agreement with other
states and wants Victoria to sign so that it can meet
the needs of parents, but this government is washing
its hands of it. It is failing families across Victoria.
The out-of-school hours child-care program was
singled out as a special problem. Professor Ca ss, the
Chairwoman of the National Council for the Year of
the Family, spoke of how difficult it is to get
child-care places:
People valued good-quality care very highly but what
they are frustrated about is a lack of places. They are
very concerned to have much more flexibility in
child<are arrangements than is currently available.
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This is a real problem. We have evidence of the
impact being felt by parents because the government
has not signed the child-care agreement. More than
100 schools have applied for out-of-school hours
programs for the commencement of the 1995 school
year. During the last two weeks they have received
letters saying 'No money will be available for this
program. You cannot start until term 3 at the
earliest', in the next financial year. Schools now find
the planning to meet the great needs of the parents
of children who attend their schools is for nothing
because the Victorian government still will not sign
the agreement to deliver extra places.
The schools involved stretch across Victoria. They
are in areas of high need, and I want to mention
some of them because I am sure they will be of
interest to members. There are six schools or centres
in Ballarat that would have received the 'Sorry, we
cannot help you' letter in the last week: Blackhill
Primary School, Magpie Primary School, Urquhart
Primary School, Ballarat 27'.d Clarendon Grammar
School, the Ballarat City CJWlcil and St Aloysius
Primary School. There are 3 schools in Bendigo and
10 in Geelong. What a pity the honourable member
for Geelong is not present in the chamber. She is not
able to advocate for her schools with any success.
Schools in Frankston have missed out, as have six
schools in Knox. Schools in Lilydale and Mildura
have also missed out. I am concerned that nine
centres in Whittlesea have missed out on the service.
It is a growing area with a huge number of children,
but nine centres will not receive their out-of-school
hours child care for term 1 of 1995 because this
government has no commitment to child care. Those
schools and centres include Bundoora Primary
School, Epping Primary School, St Clare's Pri~ary
School, Findon Primary School, Mernda Primary
School, Leisure City Sports, Lalor West Primary
School, Meadow Glen Primary School and
Whittlesea Community Health Centre. They have
done the work and the planning with the
expectation that the agreement would be signed, but
nothing has happened. Bellfield Primary School in
Heidelberg has also missed out. I repeat: the third
greatest area of concern for women in a recent
survey conducted in May showed that the
availability and cost of child care was a major issue,
but the federal government has offered to fund
thousands of extra places. Other states have taken
up the offer, but not New South Wales and Victoria.
It has found ways of getting around the state
government and of going directly to local
communities in its desperation to get these places up
and running, but still the state refuses to sign and
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then accuses the federal government of refusing to
cooperate. What hypocrisy! Meanwhile parents are
still being disadvantaged. For example, under the
front-page headline 'City faces child-care crisis' an
article in the Essendon Gazette of 5 September states:
Four hundred children are waiting for placements in
Essendon council long-day chiJd-care centres, many for
up to two years.

What a pity the honourable member for Essendon is
not here to tell us more about this or to learn more
about it. He is reported in the article as being
Wlaware of the situation and as going on to make
the perceptive comment:
The federal government should face up to its
responsibility ... The state would help out if it could.

I can tell him how the state can help out! It can
accept the places the federal government is trying to
push at it and has been trying to get established for
more than two years. It is not the federal
government, as the honourable member for
Essendon suggests, but the state government that is
draggin~ its heels, and now the parents of Essendon
will pay me price.
What is the cost of all this? What would it have cost
to have those thousands of extra child-care places?
One might say it depends on what it is compared
with. The cost would in fact be about $10 million.
What else has the government spent $10 million on?
It is funny that just that sum is being spent on
renovating the Premier's office. The Premier's office
must look good; it must have better air-conditioning
and computer systems! Of course we can find and
spend that sort of money on the Premier's office but
not for out~f-school-hours child-care places, not for
the children or families of Victoria.
One of the best things the government could do in
the International Year of the Family is decide to
make a commitment to the families of Victoria to
establish more child care programs. The parents
have done the work; they have put in the proposals,
done the planning and are ready to go. It needs only
joint funding from federal and state governments. In
fact, the federal government itself allocated some
money in the last budget and set up some of these
programs, but it is not prepared to continue unless
the state government will put in under some sort of
cost-sharing arrangement and be prepared to put in
a small proportion of that funding to get those
child-care places up and running. But, no, the
government will not do it.
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I suggest to the honourable member for Essendon
that he talk with the Minister for Community
Services and the Minister responsible for Women's
Affairs and explain to them how urgent the situation
is for his constituents and how families in the
Essendon council area have been waiting for up to
two years for these places when the resolution is so
obvious. It is a matter of priorities! The money is
there, because the government is prepared to spend
it on the Premier's office. It should be prepared to
spend money on child-care places to solve a problem
tha t has gone on for two years.
A tw<ryear waiting list in Essendon means that
some families will have give up two years' salary.
Husbands and wives will not both be able to go out
to work; one will have to be at home because the
necessary child-care places are not available. People
who want to work to bring in more money to
support their families will be stuck at home because
of a shortage of places.
TIlat situation is typical of the government's
approach to families and to women. It has been
cutting services and making life much more difficult
for them. It has absolutely no vision for community
services in Victoria. We have seen a whole range of
responsibilities that belong with the government
and n~ne else being dumped back on the
community for it to cope with as best it may with
fewer and fewer means of support and no choices.
The government is dishonest and the crisis is not
over for families and women in this state. It may be
over for the Treasurer, but it is certainly not over for
people needing child care.
Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - I was pleased to
hear that the honourable member for Bundoora was
out in my electorate not so long ago, that she cared
deeply for my constituents and that she would do so
much for them. Now I am surprised to hear she has
forgotten exactly where they are. Her memory is so
short that I am sure if she should ever get into
government she would forget where they are and
what they need.
I place on record my appreciation of the work done
by the Premier and the Treasurer. They have worked
very hard and effectively to restore a semblance of
order and balance and a sound structure to the
finances of Victoria.
Only two years ago Victoria truly was in a black
hole. We need look no further than what that bunch
of right-wing and notoriously pr<rKennett
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scribblers, the editorial and opinion writers of the
Age, say about the budget. The Age editorial of
Thursday, 8 September under the heading' A budget
to celebrate a great achievement' states:
Victoria is emerging from its winter of economic gloom
into a welcome spring of growth and optimism. The
sense of crisis has gone ...

That is exactly the case. The sense of doom and
gloom that pervaded Victoria two years ago and in
the period. leading up to the October 1992 election
has gone. It has been replaced by the spring referred
to in the Age - by a sense of optimism, hope and
determination right across Victoria. That situation is
a welcome thing to see but it has not been achieved
easily nor has it been achieved overnight. It must be
encouraged.
The government now has the responsibility and
faces the challenge of ensuring that a sense of
optimism and hope is nurtured, protected,
encouraged and fostered in years to come so that
Victoria can again take pride of place among all the
states in Australia and so that Victoria can again be
the economic powerhouse of the country and a place
in which I would be proud to have my son growing
up and in which people generally would be proud
to have their children growing up. Sadly, that was
not the case until recently and the 10 dark years - I
think it was referred to as the dark decade or decade
of gloom by the honourable member for
Tullamarine - is something that should be
remembered, learned from and not repeated.
I hope some of the newer opposition members take
heed of the words of the Honourable Theo
Theophanous in another place about Labor's need to
recognise its mistakes of the past, to learn from them
and change its ways. Sadly, when I listened to the
maiden speech of the new honourable member for
Williamstown I discovered that his prescription for
good. management in Victoria was simple. He said
he·was the new face of the Labor Party. He said the
education system could be fixed by spending more
money. He said the health system could be easily
fixed by spending more money. Fixing the transport
system was not a problem, just spend more money.
It was a very Simple, traditional Labor recipe for
mismanagement, maladministration and disaster.
It is the lesson that has not yet been learned by the
new members of the opposition, and I hope that as
they spend more time here and see the benefits
accruing to Victoria from the responsible
administration of the Premier and the Treasurer they
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will start to realise that 'spend more money' is not a
panacea for all ills.
For the first time in many years the current account
will be in surplus by the end of the financial year. In
fact, the overall budget deficit will be some
$24 million. If ministers do better than their budget
targets Victoria couId have an overall budget
surplus at the end of the 1994-95 financial year. It is
an extraordinary achievement to go from a current
account deficit of apprOximately $3000 million
according to the Victorian Commission of Audit and
by commercial accounting standards, which is what
this government inherited upon coming to office in
October 1992, to a current account that is in
substantial, sustainable surplus. But, it is only the
first step in achieving the longer term aims of the
Premier and the Treasurer.
As they have clearly stated, they aim to restore
Victoria's credit rating to AAA, to get the state back
to its position as the competitive leader in Australia
so that compared with Queensland and New South
Wales our taxes, costs and charges are not
substantially higher, our debt levels are not way out
of proportion and our costs of public administration
are not wildly more expensive. Indeed the
Treasurer, the Premier and all members of the
government hope Victoria will be in a better pOSition
than the other states and will set the path for future
government administration in Australia.
This, the halfway point of the Kennett government's

first term in office gives an opportunity to reflect on
the achievements made and to reaffirm our
determination to achieve the longer term goals
which have been set and which need to be achieved
by the turn of the century - even the turn of the
millennium! We need to get back to that AAA rating.
When we mention debt levels all we get from the
opposition is carping criticism. 'What is wrong with
debt? Henry Bolte had debt and regularly borrowed
money from within and outside Victoria,' they say.
That is true, but he had a good. reason for it. In the
days when Henry Bolte was the Premier, Victoria
had an expanding economy and a rapidly growing
population. Large investments were needed for
infrastructure, so the government of the day
borrowed. However, it responsibly borrowed only
the money it needed for capital programs. The Labor
Party would have us borrow money for current
expenses to pay the food. and fuel bills, to use a
domestic analogy. That is a recipe for disaster.
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I refer honourable members to Budget Paper No. 2
entitled 'Budget Performance and Outlook'. Chart
no. 6.3 at page 6-14 shows public sector debt to gross
state product on a state-by-state basis as at 30 June
1993. Of all the states Victoria has the second highest
level of public sector debt as expressed as a
percentage of gross state product. Only Tasmania's
debt is higher. Thank the lord we are better than
one, even if it is only Tasmania!
Our percentage of debt compared with GSP as at
June 1993 was 30 per cent, while Queensland's
percentage of debt was about 6 per cent. That state
has an AAA rating, as does New South Wales where
debt to GSP ratio is apprOximately 16 per cent. So
what? What does it mean? What benefit is that to the
ordinary person in the street?
Mr Hamilton - I'm sure you will tell us!
Mr McARTHUR - I hope I can and I hope you
willleam from it. It is very important to this state
and to Victorian families. The difference in credit
rating has a considerable effect on the cost of
borrowings.
Mr Hamilton -It's just as well you're a farmer.
You'd never make an economics lecturer!
Mr McARTHUR - That would send everybody
to sleep, which is not my intention! Chart 6.2 shows
Victorian margins over commonwealth and New
South Wales 10-year bonds. At their worst, Victorian
bonds were some 80 basis points more expensive
than New South Wales bonds. This means a
borrOWing of $1 billion over one year costs an extra
$8 million in interest. When you expand that to
cover $30 000 million of debt, the figure comes to
something like annual interest charges of
$240 million more than would have been paid by
New South Wales for the same amount of
borrowing. That would buy a fair few services, put a
few trains on the track and build a few hospitals and
schools if we did not waste it on interest payments.
The point is that if we can reduce the margin
between the cost of interest in Victoria and the cost
of interest in New South Wales, we will benefit
substantially. Since that worst ever point, which
COincidentally was just prior to the last election,
Victoria has substantially narrowed the gap. Our
cost of borrowing is now some 20 basis points higher
than in New South Wales. We have cut the gap by
three-quarters. 'That still means a substantial
additional cost to Victoria, but 20 basis points means
that each $1 billion costs us an extra $2 million in
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interest per annum. On a $30 billion borrowing,
which the state currently has, there is an extra
$60 million a year in.interest payments. That is on
the basis of having a worse credit rating than New
South Wales.
That $60 million could refurbish 15 or 20 schools.
There is a school in my electorate that is being
refurbished for less than $3 million. Credit ratings
and finance costs have a substantial and direct effect
on the state government's ability to fund programs
and services for its taxpayers. In addition to the cost
of debt servicing, we need to look at Victoria's taxes
and charges. They need to be competitive and
comparable with the taxes and charges levied in
other state governments.
If they are more expensive it will discourage
businesses either from opening in or expanding
within Victoria, and the last thing we need at the
moment is to discourage business.

This government has made plain and laid on the
table many times this year the fact that Victoria is
now open for business. Our aim is to encourage
business growth and expansion in Victoria for the
benefit of all Victorians. I note that my colleague the
Minister for Small Business has stated a number of
times recently that since the election some 8000
small businesses have opened their doors in
Victoria. Every one of them is employing at least one
person - the operator - and every one of them is a
potential employer of other people, whether it be
family or non-family members.
We need to encourage another 8000,10000 or even
20 000 new businesses to open in the next two years
and the same number again in the following two
years. It is not so much that we should be aiming
our strategy at creating more jobs, worthy and all as
that cause is; we should be aiming to create more
employers. By having more employers, by definition
we will have more employees and that will do more
for the unemployed in this state than if we simply
run job creation schemes funded from taxpayers'
pockets.
The Labor Party complains long and hard about
some of the statements made by the Treasurer on the
need for prudent and responsible financial
management and prudent administration and
management of taxpayers' funds. The Labor Party
laughs at that and says you need compassion. It says
you need a big, caring heart so that you can simply
spend money when it is requested. Prudence and
responsible management are not new things to the
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world; they are not new ideas of the Premier or the
Treasurer. In fact, if one looks back to earlier written
records 1500 years ago it is clear that Aesop, who
was writing in Greece in about the fifth century, had
the same idea.
I refer to Aesop's fables, particularly the one entitled

Go to the ant, thou sluggard. The honourable member
for Coburg might do well to heed the advice the ant
gave to the cicada. Ants are industrious little devils;
they spend their time working all spring and
summer and they store away food for the winter. It
is food for the community and food for their
offspring.
In this particular fable the cicada enjoyed the spring
and summer and spent all his or her time - it does
not actually say whether the cicada is male or
female - enjoying wine, women, song and frivolity,
and had a great time. Winter arrived and things got
chilly. The cicada got hungry so he went to the ant's
home and knocked on the door and said, 'Excuse
me, I'm feeling a touch hungry. Do you think you
could feed me?' The ants were not impressed
because they had spent a lot of time working to
build up the reserves they had and those reserves
were necessary to feed their community and their
offspring. Basically, they told the cicada to get lost.
The moral of Aesop's fable, in his own words is:
In everything beware of negligence, if you want to

escape distress and danger.

That message has not changed in the past
1500 years. That message is just as relevant now as it
was then, and members of the opposition would do
well to look at it. As the polls clearly show, the
general Victorian community is well aware of that
message. It supports responsible financial and
administrative programs undertaken by the
government and understands the need for prudence
and thrift. It is a pity the opposition cannot see the
same level of wisdom.
As 1 have already said, the government has worked
very hard over the past two years to achieve a
current account surplus. Mr Theophanous, the
Leader of the Opposition in another place, has had a
change of heart - he now believes the Labor Party
should be responsible. But what about their leader in
this place? I understand he's seen the light, too. In
fact, I heard him supporting that concept once or
twice recently, yet what has he actually done? The
other day in an interview on 3AW he blew away in
10 minutes two years of hard work. In 10 minutes of
promises he destroyed the current account surplus

Wednesday. 12 October 1994

that has been achieved after two years of hard and
determined work.
This is what he promised, and it could well be
referred to in the Treasurer's terms because it really
is a 'Brumby' - that is, something you believe at
your peril. He promised ambulances, $15 million
extra; education, $40 million extra for recurrent
expenditure on teachers' salaries; and the dumping
of the state deficit levy immediately regardless of the
need for a sustainable current account surplus.
There is another $160 million gone already. In health
he promised an extra $45 million. It goes easily
when you say it fast. Unfortunately, it takes a little
longer to collect. As well as spending this extra
money, he will reduce taxes and charges by
something like $500 million.
In just 10 minutes he gave away more money than
this government has managed to save in two years
of very careful and responsible management, and
that is the sort of irresponsible leadership we and
the community can expect if the Leader of the
Opposition ever has the luck - misfortune, from the
point of view of Victoria - to take the Premier's
position. I am confident the people of Victoria have
more sense, and I am sure it will not happen.
I turn now to some local issues relating to the
Monbulk electorate. Some substantial programs are
under way in Monbulk, and more will commence in
the coming years. Monbulk Secondary College is
about to undertake a $2 million refurbishment
program. That money is made up of $1.5 million of
capital grants to refurbish sections of the school and
5500 000 for a major maintenance program. The
school is very happy with the program.
Mr Thomson - Mc Acting Speaker, I direct your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr McARTHUR - As I was saying, the staff and
school community of the Monbulk Secondary
College have worked very hard to ensure that they
get the best possible value for that $2 million of
taxpayers' money. I believe they have come up with
a very progressive, imaginative and sound plan for
the refurbishment of the school.
The Minister for Health has committed $1.5 million
to the Angliss hospital to relocate the old Chandler
ward to the main hospital building. It is currently
under construction and will open early in the new
year. As well as the $1.5 million of government
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money, the local community is contributing
approximately $400 000.
That will be of great benefit to patients at the Angliss
hospital. It will allow the hospital to provide better
and more effective rehabilitation services for
patients and substantially cut costs. At times they
had to call an ambulance from the old building
when they wanted to take someone from the
rehabilitation ward for rehabilitation therapy.
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Gardens in Olinda and other attractions that are
now easily accessible to everybody in suburban
Melbourne.
In recent days the government has funded a large
number of smaller programs such as the Arrabri
Community House in Bayswater North, which
received $22 175 and other smaller grants. A week
ago I handed over a cheque for $1200 for
playground equipment for its occasional care
program for toddlers.

Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.04 p.m.
Mr Hamilton - Was it a personal cheque?
Mr McARTHUR - Before the suspension of the
sitting I was talking about funding initiatives in the
electorate of Monbulk. Recently the Minister for
Roads and Ports announced a $3 million grant to
extend the duplication of the Swansea Road to the
York Road roundabout, a very important program.
It is a very heavily trafficked road with 25 000
vehicles a day using that section. There have been a
number of serious accidents, some resulting in
fatalities along the section between the roundabout
and the duplicated area of Swansea Road.
Duplication will substantially assist people in the
outer-east.
The government is in the process of implementing a
range of other initiatives that will benefit residents
in the electorate of Monbulk, especially the transport
program on Met stations. There will be four premier
stations to service residents in the electorate of
Monbulk - the Croydon and Lilydale stations on
the Lilydale line and the Boronia and Upper
Ferntree Gully stations on the Belgrave line.
The premier stations will be staffed from the first to
the last train, which is something of a change. There
will be a higher level of lighting and closed circuit
television will also be available for both safety and
public service. Public telephones will be available at
the premier stations along with full booking office
facilities.
That represents a substantial improvement in publiC
transport for the residents of the outer-east. I believe
it will result in more people using publiC transport
to get to and from work and to come into the city for
recreation purposes or shopping. It also makes the
reverse trip more attractive for people in the city and
other suburbs to go to the outer-east - to Belgrave
or Croydon. They can make a day trip to the
Dandenongs for a very cheap fare. They can go by
train to Belgrave or Croydon, get on a bus and go up
the Mount Dandenong Tourist Road. They can stop
off at points of interest such as the Rhododendron

Mr McARTHUR - No, it was not a personal
cheque. Friends of the Rhododendron Gardens
received $3800 through the Melbourne Parks and
Waterways program. The Upwey Regional Action
Group for the Environment received $1500 from the
same program. As I outlined earlier, a number of
major organisations in my electorate have received
grants. The Sherbrooke Community Health Centre
received $50 000. That new community health centre
was established by the Minister for Health. It will
improve health services in the Shire of Sherbrooke,
an area that was neglected by the former Labor
government, which paid lip service to community
programs and spent most of the money in the inner
urban and city areas. It neglected the outer east
badly.
The Dandenong Ranges Music Education Program,
which is jointly run by the Upwey High School and
the Dandenong Music Council and which is located
in the Upwey High School Campus is prOViding a
good community music education program to
people of all ages in the Dandenong Ranges. There is
a strong cultural focus on arts activities. Such
programs are being funded by the Kennett coalition
government in the interests of the community as a
whole. Such grants will substantially increase and
improve programs that were available in the past.
That puts a lie to some of the nonsense put about by
the Labor Party that the government has cut down
on community programs.
Mr CARLI (Coburg) - In joining the debate I
thank the honourable member for Monbulk for his
announcement that spring has sprung, that there is
greater optimism and hope for Victoria and that the
sense of crisis has gone. In welcoming his
contribution I note his quote of a classical Greek
scholar. I remind him that the classical Greek poets
had an idea of Arcadia. It was also a place where
spring had sprung and where there was optimism
and hope. Unfortunately, Arcadia is a mythical
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paradise. There is a crisis in this state in education,
health and community services.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Bulleen is out of order.

We have seen increases in taxes and charges under
this government We have seen the continuation of
unfair taxes such as the $100 property tax. The fable
of Arcadia remains merely that - a fable, a mythical
paradise! But we are living in the real world and in
the real world Victoria has real problems, and this
budget fails to concentrate on those fundamentals.

Mr CARLI - Another area of grave concern to
country Victorians is the removal of the uniform
tariff on electricity charges. In the long term this will
mean that country Victorians will pay more for their
electricity. We have seen an increase in taxi fares as a
result of the further regulation of taxis. The net effect
for Victorians has meant an increase in taxes and
charges that has been estimated at $1900 for
ordinary Victorians since this government has come
to power.

Those fundamentals are in crisis. I shall go through
them again. They are education, health and
community services. Those important services have
been coupled with increased unfair taxes and
charges.
The Treasury figures indicate that the expenditure
on government schools is dropping a further $70
million and that retention rates are falling. That is
particularly true in country areas and I remind the
house of the debate earlier today about the effects of
government cutbacks in country areas, particularly
in country schools.

In country schools retention rates have gone from
76.4 per cent to 70 per cent. Class sizes are rising.
The level of youth unemployment is increasing and
Mr Hayward, the Minister for Education, says that
he is not concerned about the impact of those cuts.
Despite all those effects on the education system, the
minister himself has said that the effects of those
cuts are irrelevant.
In the area of health and commwtity services we
have seen the continued crisis in the ambulance
service. It is a crisis that the government has refused
to accept and acknowledge and therefore refuses to
fix up. We have seen the ambulance average
response time of 16 minutes, nearly double that of
the response time in New South Wales.
The $100 tax has remained on people's property. The
government has said that the crisis is over, but that
$100 poll tax is still there. Water prices have
increased. The further increase in water charges are
affecting property owners. If one were to compare
the charges to a person living in an area like
Cranboume with charges to a person living in an
area like Toorak, one would find that the move to
user-pays and the way this government has taken it
on board has meant that someone in Cranboume
will pay an extra $100 a year and someone in Toorak
will pay $100 less for their water.
Mr Perrin interjected.

This government is a high taxing government. This
has been admitted by economic commentators from
Des Moore to Davidson. We have seen what the
government's priority is from this budget - for
example, the $29 million that is being spent on the
Premier and Treasurer's offices. One should
consider how much that actually is compared with
other items in the budget. Compare that $29 million
with the amount of $26.5 million that will be spent
on new capital works in health and community
services, or the $28.6 million that is the total for all
capital works in agriculture this year. We have seen
very little capital works funding in sport; we have
seen the movement of program funding away from
energy conservation and alternative energy
measures, and that situation will get worse as the
government prepares to privatise the electricity
utility. We have seen corporate fees and large
amounts of moneys go into a whole series of
interests that are largely feather-bedding.
I have great concern about the issue of privatisation
and the moves towards privatisation being made by
this government. We have seen in the budget plans
to begin dividing up essential services, namely in
electricity, water, the ports and the Grain Elevators
Board. The Labor Party opposes the sale of those
publicly owned assets. It believes that they are being
sold cheaply against the better interests of the
Victorian people and that they are being sold in the
interests of overseas investors.
We have seen these privatisation plans, coupled
with increased charges for essential services to
ordinary Victorians. It is a situation where water
charges for the individual householder have been
increased. It is a situation which needs to be
addressed because not all privatisation is the same.
Clearly, privatisation of natural monopolies into the
hands of an overseas investor is not the same as
increasing competition in competitive areas of the
economy. I am talking about natural monopolies
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and about the handing over of important services to
people so that they can get their snouts in the trough
and charge a monopoly rent.
The new water charges are creating increased
equities against the interests of lower income earners
for the benefit of the higher-value property owners.
The same will occur in the area of sewerage where
we are moving towards a user-pays system, which
again will favour people who own large, expensive
properties against the interests of people with
smaller properties.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr CARLI-1bat's right, and this is only the
good part! The issue of electricity, which was
discussed earlier today, and the loss of the uniform
electricity tariff is a major loss for country
Victorians. We heard comments from the National
Party and Mr McGauran that the removal of
uniform tariffs will inevitably create a rural
under<lass.
It is ironic that the National Party has sold its
electorate and sold out its constituency. The removal
of the uniform tariff will eventually cost the rural
electricity user considerably more, and that is only
the start of what is happening in country Victoria. In
country Victoria the loss of the uniform tariff comes
on top of the damage caused by the closure of
schools, the damage caused by the closure of train
lines and the damage caused by the closure of
hospitals.

Honourable members have heard all this before, but
I believe it has to be re-emphaSised. It is pointless
going around saying how wonderful it all is, isn't it
a perfect world, when we have enormous taxes on
country Victorians which will have enormous
ramifications for them. It is easy to brush aside such
comments and simply say yes, you have an
urban-based constituency, but country Victoria is
hurting.
The Labor Party is aiming to become a greater force
in country Victoria and will become a force in
country Victoria because eventually it is the rural
constituency that will react against the political
measures that are against its own interests. We shall
see this first in provincial towns and cities of
Victoria where the opposition will regain those seats
that it lost in the last election. The opposition intends
to win back our rural and semi-rural electorates
because they are the ones that are hurting and they
are the ones that have been sold out!
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I shall now concentrate my remarks on the
privatisation issue, which I believe has little public
support - certainly when it comes to the
privatisation of the essential basic services of gas,
water and electricity.
We have already seen the privatisation of ports,
which has been criticised not Simply by members on
the opposition side of the house but by many
business and industry bodies. The Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry, the
Australian Chamber of Manufactures, the Victorian
Farmers Federation and major port users in
Melbourne, Portland and Geelong have all criticised
the move to privatise the ports.
Electricity will also be privatised. The privatisation
of electricity will break the industry up into small
regional bodies that will not be competitive either
between themselves or with the national grid that
we are moving towards. We are looking forward to
reductions in electricity tariffs but they will not be
achieved by the breaking up of the State Electricity
Commission in the way that has been recommended
by this government.

Government members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Not only are
the members on the government benches disorderly
but I think all bar one are out of their places, so I will
ask them to be quiet.
Mr CARLI - The comments made by Pacific
Power in New South Wales about what is an
efficient and effective size to compete on the
national grid are worth noting. Certainly that size
will not be reached under the Victorian model of
breaking the SEC up into reasonably small regional
bodies. We have had criticism from Pacific Power.
We have had criticism from the business councils of
Australia. We have had criticism from ICI, a major
company and a major user of electricity in this state.
First and foremost privatisation is driven by a mad
rush for cash. It has been admitted by previous
speakers that basically what is driving the
government's privatisation program is the cash.
More importantly, it is driven by an ideology that
does not stand up to scrutiny or the empirical test of
studies of examples of this sort of privatisation in
other countries. In this type of privatisation - Mr S. J. Plowman - You didn't break it up,
though.
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Mr CARLI - We are talking about a competitive
industry. We are not talking about the scale of the
industry. That is quite different. We can well and
truly have private interests. What we are talking
about is the breaking up and privatisation of the
SEC in the manner proposed by this government.
There are examples in other countries. I will again
use a UK example: electricity charges have increased
by 40 per cent and more and water charges by 70 per
cent and more. That is absolutely true! I can give
you as many figures as you like on the UK
experience. It is a dreadful experience.
A government member interjected.
Mr CARLI - I see no evidence that the
government is learning from these mistakes I have looked at the government's reports. The UK
example is an indictment of the type of privatisation
program this government is talking about. In the UK
not only did prices to consumers increase but the
incidence of diseases such as dysentery and
hepatitis A increased by up to 150 per cent. The
British Surgeon-General has announced an inquiry
into the increase in dysentery and hepatitis A since
the changes to the water utilities in that country and
the disconnections. An inter-party committee is
looking at the effects of the disconnections, which
have caused a massive health problem.
In the UK we have seen the extraction of super
profits or monopoly rent, as they are known in
economics. They are prOVided because a basic
monopoly has been put into the hands of private
interests. The salaries of chief executive officers have
increased by 600 per cent in the water industry in
the UK, so there are people who benefit. There are
clearly winners and losers. The problem is that the
consumers are the losers. The people the
government calls 'the customers' are the losers. The
winners are the stockholders of those companies and
the CEOs, who have been the first to stick their
snouts in the trough.
Furthermore, the effect of privatisation will be to
seriously damage state finances. It is important to
note that in New South Wales moves to privatise
water basically ground to a stop when the
government realised just how badly privatisation
would affect the narrow revenue base of that state.
Victoria is even more vulnerable to a loss of cash
flow from those utilities. This government has lost
the plot as far as privatisation is concerned. It is
running a privatisation program which has very
little support in the Victorian community. As the
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Victorian community becomes more and more
aware of just how extensive and radical that
program is, the quicker it will react against it.
Empirical work has been done on privatisation,
certainly privatisation in Europe and the United
Kingdom. US economist Elliott Sclar has been
studying the economics of public service
privatisation for six years. I will quote that eminent
economist:
The only thing I can say for sure is that the cost savings
case in a large number of instances is dubious at best.
Yet the conventional wisdom is so strong that citing
50 cases in which privatisation lost money does not
offset the evidence of a single case in which savings
were attained.

This Six-year study looked at more than 50 cases of
privatisation in Europe and the UK and asked, 'Are
taxpayers and consumers better off?'. In the majority
of cases they were not. The costs were basically
incurred by the consumer and the taxpayer. This is
empirical work that warrants the attention of the
government.
The question then remains, 'Why the privatisation of
utilities?'. What is behind it? In what is it rooted? It
is basically an ideological desire to shrink
government. We have already seen evidence of that.
We have seen it in the cuts to education, public
transport and health services in this state. Under the
banner of greater efficiency we are wi tnessing an
attack on the welfare of the people by privatisation
as Significant public assets are moved into the hands
of private firms, private firms that will exercise
monopoly control.
Significant empirical work has been done on
privatisation but the government has failed to take
in the UK experience and the experience in other
parts of Europe. There are obviously some
successful cases, but there are many unsuccessful
ones. The failure to look at that experience is
ideological. If you were pragmatic about it, you
would look first of all at the desire to break up these
authorities and sell off public utilities. You would
look at experiences in places similar to Victoria, such
as the UK, where privatisation has been an absolute
and total disaster.
Market rhetoric is currently masking the plundering
of these public assets in the interests of the few, in
the interests of the wealthy. Monopolies such as
water and ports are being passed from the public to
the private sector. A regulatory mechanism is set up
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to ensure these £inns do not abuse their monopoly
position and that vital services are maintained. That
is the model that has been used in the UK.
A government member interjected.

Mr CARU- What is the result of the UK model?
The UK national consumer council has said of the
privatisation:
Shareholders have benefited much more than
customers from privatisation.

Water and electricity consumers in particular felt the
brunt of that privatisation.
I will go through it again. Depending on which part

of the OK or Wales you are in, water charges have
increased by between 45 per cent and 82 per cent
since privatisation. Electricity charges have
increased by between 7 per cent and 14 per cent.
Share prices, on the other hand, have increased by
approximately 200 per cent, and the salaries of the
CEOs have increased Significantly. The salary of the
chairman of British Gas has increased by 512 per
cent since privatisation. The chairman of Thames
Water fared even better with a 758 per cent increase.
Ross Wilson and his $8 million salary package
demonstrate, as we follow the British road of
redistribution of public assets - Mr COOPER (Momington) - On a point of
order, Mr Deputy Speaker, I have been observing
the delivery of the speech by the honourable
member for Coburg. It is quite clear that he is
reading it. Members on this side of the house would
like a copy of Mr Halfpenny's speech. If the
honourable member could make it available to the
house, we would all appreciate it.
Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - On the point of
order, Mr Deputy Speaker, I am surprised that the
honourable member for Momington is being so
pedantic and petulant with a new member. The
honourable member for Coburg is referring to notes,
and it is most important that new members be given
the opportunity of speaking without such petulant
points of order being taken.
Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) -On the point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker, I too have been observing the
honourable member, and I am surprised at the
comments of the honourable member for Morwell
because he has had his back to the honourable
member for Coburg for most of the time he has been
speaking. If the honourable member for Coburg is
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not reading his speech perhaps he can make the
documents available.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I do not
uphold the point of order, but I remind the house
that it is a long-standing tradition that members do
not read speeches. Honourable members can refer to
copious notes, but it does nothing for the level of
debate if speeches are read. I shall closely observe
the honourable member for Coburg, but at this time
I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr CARLI (Coburg) - Ralph Nader is a strong
consumer advocate from the United States of
America. He has taken on American corporate
power to protect the rights of consumers. Ralph
Nader recently visited Melbourne and referred to
overseas experience with privatisation. He is
reported in the Age of 11 October referring to the
way consumers have missed out in the United States
and have borne the cost of privatisation being
carried out because of a blind pursuit of ideology.
He says:
... that a blind pursuit of privatisation would inevitably
lead to a process of 'deprivatisation' in 30 years. There
will be a whole new Fabian movement, deprivatisation,
and we'll bring it all back. Reforms stop working after a
few years and we'll bring the public utilities all back'.

I am surprised that members opposite are not
familiar with the work of Ralph Nader. He is saying
that the only way to respond to this process is for
consumers to be empowered. Ultimately there must
be a way of reversing the privatisation process.
Why is there a move to privatisation of public
utilities? It is an ideological view that public sector
unions run the public sector, that public sector
workers are overpaid and that management is too
weak to respond. Government members believe
strongly in that view and forget that there have been
enormous improvements in productivity and
Significant reforms in the public sector over the past
decade which has made it very competitive and able
to function in the public interest.
The other important issue in the privatisation of
public utilities is that the government believes it is
running out of money and that it should pay back its
debt by selling off these utilities regardless of the
cost to the state.
Kenneth Davidson wrote an interesting article in the
Age of 8 October - -
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Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr CARLI - Yes, he is an honest and fair
reporter of public affairs.
Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) - On a point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker, the honourable member is now
quoting articles in the newspaper. That is the only
thing the honourable member is speaking to and he
is not making a speech. The honourable member is
wasting the time of the house by reading that
material.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair
will not tolerate frivolous points of order.
Mr Leigh - They are not frivolous.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Excuse me, I
have been obseIVing the honourable member for
Coburg and by and large his speech has been given
off the cuff. Since the last point of order he has
referred to two separate articles and the last article is
a report by Kenneth Davidson from last Saturday's
Age which he was about to read. There is no point of
order.
Mr CARLI (Coburg) - Kenneth Davidson says
that Victoria is a high-spending and high-taxing
government and that it may be undermining the
long-term viability of the state by privatising public
utilities. He states:
Governments, including state governments, should be
allowed to borrow to finance capital spending.
Providing the return on the investment is equal or
better than the cost of borrowing then future
generations will benefit, rather than be burdened, by
the product of the investments financed by borrowing.
The opposite occurs with privatisation where the
earnings foregone are greater than the savings on
interest expense from the reduction in debt.

The returns offered by public utilities are of great
benefit to taxpayers. By selling public utilities a
bigger hole will be created than the government
claims existed in 1992. That will be a cost to the
taxpayer and will mean a reduction to services. This
is being done due to the belief in smaller
government and the reduction of government
expenditure. The net cost to the community will be
further cutbacks in services, particularly essential
services such as health, education and community
services.
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The crisis in these essential areas is now apparent to
everyone. The honourable member for Monbulk
demonstrated that government members are not
prepared to listen and do not believe there is a crisis.
Consequently they will not do anything about it.
Unfortunately, the continuing move to privatise
public utilities will worsen the situation. This crisis
will not go away just because government members
say everything is fine and dandy. The opposition has
demonstrated that the economy is not going so well
and that it is up to the government to improve.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.
Mr SPRY (Bellarine) - I take great pride in being
a member of a government that has had the guts and
determination to put Victoria's appalling economy
in order. It gives me great pleasure to be a member
of the government involved in this reform process.
When new members of the government took up the
cudgels in October 1992 they came from various
walks of life, but they recOgnised from their private
enterprise experience that the Labor government
had gone far enough with excessive spending.
Government members acknowledge that the budget
is responsible and that the government will not be
distracted from its purpose, which is to put Victoria
back on the map so that it is competitive as it
approaches 2000.
I do not think there is any doubt that when we came
into government Victoria was an economic basket
case. The Labor government that had been in charge
of the affairs of Victoria until that time demonstrated
a quite clear cargo cult mentality, and from the
words the honourable member for Coburg has just
been using it is clear that he too is a disciple of the
cargo cult mentality. He would just as soon see
excessive spending going on regardless of the
long-term cost to the people of Victoria and
regardless of the eventual effect it may have on the
overall debt of the state.
When the government came to office it was clear
that Victoria's credit rating had been downgraded
considerably. The honourable member for Monbulk
made the point that the increase in the amourit of
interest that the state was paying over and above
what it would have been paying had that credit
rating been the same as it was when the Uberals left
government in 1982 represents an amount of money
that would have been available to spend on other
important areas that the government is responsible
for. The government had to take the steps it did to
address that situation.
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Upon assuming office the Treasurer implemented a
complete audit of Victoria's debt situation. It was
revealed that despite some very inventive
accounting the previous administration had
indulged in, the level of Victoria's debt had
increased to something like $32 000 million, an
increase of almost 200 per cent over what it had been
when they took office in 1982, at which stage the
total level of debt was probably $11 000 million. That
the previous government had so dramatically
increased the debt in such a short time was a
considerable achievement and a considerable
demonstration of a total abandonment of the
principles of good government. It is something that
we, our children and their children will have to learn
to come to grips with in due course.
It was imperative, therefore, when the coalition
came to office for it to lift the shadow of darkness
from its economic outlook and engage in a process
of reform which will not stop with the first year or
with the second year but which is a process of
reform that will take place over many years. I can
assure honourable members, however, that it will
bring back to Victoria the competitive edge it
enjoyed some time ago.
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which we intend with all vigour to bring back to
Victoria.
The public sector had been allowed to blowout to
excessive proportions in that decade of Labor
administration.
Mr Perrin - Bloated!
Mr SPRY - As my colleague the honourable
member for Bulleen states by interjection, it was
bloated. It ballooned out to unacceptable
proportions. Not only did public sector spending
and the size of the public sector need to be curtailed,
the public sector also had to embrace a different
culture to the one it was getting used to. There is no
more fat on the bone following the introduction of
the government's refonns. Somehow the private
sector was the sector that had to deal with the
problem of this ballooning public sector. I believe
we are in the process of successfully introducing a
new culture to the public sector, of giving to the
people who are employed in these vital areas of
government services a sense of pride and fulfilment
that was missing because it gradually disappeared
under the weight of excessive spending and
unaccountable responsibility.

Mr A. F. Plowman - The decade of darkness.
Mr SPRY - As my friend the honourable
member for Benambra reminds me by interjection,
using the words of the honourable member for
Tullamarine, who first used that expression, the
1980s was indeed a decade of darkness. All but the
most ardent opponents of the government would
applaud the actions of the coalition since it came to
government and the fact that it was prepared to
come to grips with the disgraceful situation in which
Victoria found itself.
The recovery of Victoria's economic status has
generally been recOgnised to be dependent on a
dynamic and productive engine room. By that I
mean a dynamic and productive private sector
producing the goods and services we so desperately
need to be competitive in a world competitive
market.
The private sector must be robust and confident to
generate, first of all, the wealth that we so
desperately need in this state; to generate a cash
flow needed to provide for the public sector services
that the government is responsible for proViding;
and, perhaps most importantly, to generate the jobs
which we lost over the decade of darkness and

It has been necessary for the government in
addressing the current account blowout and the
accelerating debt to which I have just referred to
concentrate on the budget equation. As anyone who
has the vaguest idea of accounting, be it domestic or
public, would know, there are two sides to the
budget equation, the revenue side and the
expenditure side. Without the assistance of the
federal government through reformation of the
revenue side of the budget equation it is difficult for
a state government to do more than fiddle at the
edges of gathering revenue from the state.
But the Victorian government could do and has
done a great deal towards addressing the
expenditure side of the budget equation. The
disciplines that have been introduced are beginning
to have effect; they are beginning to bite and to
ensure that the turnaround in the current account
deficit is brought into effect.
I do not think there is any need for me to reiterate
the details of the cuts that the coalition government
has brought into the budget except to say that they
have been brought in on a very broad-based
platform so that the cuts have, generally speaking,
been right across every sector of the public service.
Some have been quarantined more than others. I
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mention especially the education sector, which was
quarantined as much as possible in the certain
recognition of the fact that education is one of the
most important functions that the government has to
perform.
Apart from that area, and perhaps the police and
emergency services area, the budget cuts have been
broad-based and as fair and equitable as possible.
They have isolated the people at the coalface - the
people delivering the services to the people of
Victoria. They have been aimed more generally at
the bureaucracy itself and at the paper shufflers at
the top of the public service.
If is fair to say that there is distinct evidence of a
recovery in Victoria's economic health and welfare.
The signs of recovery are reflected in the budget
documents, in which it is revealed that the growth
rate for the 1993-94 year wa"s something around
3.5 per cent and that the expectation for the 1994-95
year will be something approaching 4 per cent.
It is expected that, compared with other states,
Victoria will enjoy a surge in its growth rate second
only to Western Australia.

Turning to the local situation I wish to refer to the
June quarter economic indicators bulletin that is
prepared by the City of Greater Geelong because it
gives some idea of the state of the economy in my
electorate. An article headed 'Economic outlook
becoming brighter', which appears on page 1 of the
Geelong Advertiser, states:
Geelong's economy continues to slowly emerge from
recession, according to City of Greater Geelong
quarterly statistics released yesterday ...
The highlights of the June quarter economic indicators
bulletin by comparison with the March quarter were:
Retailing up 21.8 per cent
Manufacturing up 12.6 per cent
Service up 22.8 per cent

These figures indicate a return to economic
optimism in Geelong.
Mr S. J. Plowman - Top representation!
Mr SPRY - There is top representation in
Geelong. Nobody could work harder than the
honourable member for Geelong. She has done a
tremendous job in her representation of the people
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there, and I for one am very proud of her
achievements. The article continues:
New building approvals up 10.8 per cent, and the
dollar value up 21.2 per cent ...
The total number of dwellings approved for the quarter
was 269.

That is a fair indication of the economic optimism in
the Geelong area. Eighty-five or about one-third of
those 269 new dwellings were commenced in the
three major growth areas of the electorate I
represent 32 in Leopold; 34 in Ocean Grove; and 19
in Clifton Springs. The article continues:
The value of non-dwelling approvals rose by 40.4 per
cent to a total value of more than $14.2 million.
Of that, $4.6 million went into factories, $2.1 million to
shops, $1.3 million to offices and $1.3 million to other
business premises.

Those figures give some indication of the economic
outlook that prevails in my area. I do not think any
honourable member could match the litany of
government budget spending listed by the
honourable member for Ballarat East during his
contribution to the debate. It was an impressive list
of what he has managed to attract to his own
electorate. He and the honourable member for
Ballarat West are doing a tremendous job in
representing their constituents. I cannot match those
figures but I should like to direct the attention of the
house to a number of statistics.
Bellarine has received impressive support from the
various budgets introduced by this government.
ApprOximately $28 500 has been allocated to five
different arts projects on the peninsula; about
$38 000 has been allocated to 14 different sport and
recreation projects; $21500 has been allocated to five
projects in the conservation and environment area;
and $750 000 has been allocated to 14 schools. Those
are some of Bellarine's minor spending projects.
However, two or three major spending projects
should be mentioned. The first comes under the
Better Roads program. One-third of the kent-a-litre
fuel levy has been directed to country electorates,
while the remaining two-thirds have been directed
to metropolitan areas. I was pleased that a few
weeks ago I was be able to announce that Bellarine
had attracted funding from the Better Roads
program. Funding has been directed to the dual-lane
highway between the Wallington turn-off to Ocean
Grove and the Grubb Road roundabout. The road
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improvement program will have a profoWld effect
on servicing the needs of the fast-growing
Collendina area in the Ocean Grove region.
Two major development projects are in the process
of completion. The first is the Kingston Downs
project and the second is the award-winning parks
development project, which, Wlder the directorship
of Mr John Callanan, has been the recipient of
several environmental awards because of its design
qualities. Over the next decade or so those two
projects are expected to develop a further 2500
residential building blocks that will result in a
population increase of about 5000 people. Along
with most people on the peninsula, they will need to
commute to major employment areas in Geelong.
Therefore the Better Roads program, which will
enable that section of highway to be improved, will
have a beneficial effect on that residential area.
The Better Roads program is providing the funding
needed to upgrade the very important north-south
corridor between the two major highways on the
peninsula. I refer particularly to the Grubb Road
section between the rOWldabout and the
Portarlington Road. On that particular stretch of
highway two very important projects are being
developed. The first is the long-awaited and
much-vaWlted ambulance station, which is
approaching completion, on a section of road on the
Grubb Road corner near Drysdale. That particular
project was mooted some 10 years ago by the
previous administration, but for some reason known
only to the then Labor government the very obvious
commitment to the project was completely ignored
year after year.
It took a liberal government to make a clear
commitment to building that particular ambulance
station. It took a liberal government to fulfil the
aspirations of the eastern section of the Bellarine
electorate.

The commitment the Minister for Health made at the
~me was that within two years of attaining office the
coalition government would commence construction
of an ambulance station to serve the needs of the
people in the eastern sector of the Bellarine
Peninsula, many of whom from time to time would
have had to wait up to 35 minutes to be serviced by
an ambulance. It is interesting to note that the
station is likely to be completed within two years,
and that is a major achievement.
It was a tripartite agreement involving a
commitment from the government and the then
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rural City of Bellarine -soon to be amalgamated
with the City of Greater Geelong - to provide land
suitable for the needs of the station and the people of
the eastern sector of the Bellarine Peninsula to
provide sufficient funding to fully equip a vehicle
for the station.
The cost of the commitment from the people
themselves was estimated to be in the region of
$100 000, and that is a reflection of the tremendous
endeavours of people too numerous to mention in
that area of the peninsula Wlder the initial
chairmanship of a gentleman from Portarlington by
the name of Mr Bemard Paul and later the
chairmanship of a very civic-minded lady from
Ocean Grove by the name of Therese Pape.
The other part of that equation involved in the
so-called regional subcentre is a commitment to
establish a central Bellarine campus of the
well-regarded Bellarine Secondary College. It was
quite obvious to the ministerial task force
established by the Minister for Education to look
into education in the eastern sector of the Bellarine
Peninsula, a task force which I had the honour and
pleasure of chairing, that demographics demanded a
refocus on exactly where that campus should be
established.
A budget commitment of $100 000 has been
allocated for planning that campus, and the first
intake is expected to commence in 1997. The
implementation committee responsible for putting
this into effect is currently working hard Wlder the
chairmanship of the manager of the South West
Barwon Region of the Directorate of School
Education, Mr Don Tyrer, to bring this project to
fruition within the time constraints.
The budget allocates $1 million for beach
refurbishment, which is a recognition by the
government of its community service obligations.
My electorate of Bellarine is conscious of the fact
that because it is surroWlded by almost
90 kilometres of beach and river frontage the erosion
problems generated by exposure to the weather and
sea elements can have a devastating effect. TIlat
commitment of $1 million is appreciated, although I
recognise that it will not necessarily come to
Bellarine.
The personal services attended to in this year's
budget are an important part of the electorate of
Bellarine. I have attended many annual general
meetings in the past few weeks as they all seem to
occur at this time of year. The people who form the
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committees of management of those services do a
tremendous job, and none more so than the
committee of management of the Bellarine Peninsula
Community Health Centre, which comprises four
main centres: Queenscliff, Portarlington, Drysdale
and Ocean Grove. The job they are doing in primary
health care is tremendous, as is the work of the
Geelong Community Health Centre. The work of
those committees of management is very much
appreciated.
In summary I reiterate that I am proud to be a
member of a government with the courage and
determination not to be distracted but to go ahead
with the economic reforms so necessary for this
great state of Victoria.
I reiterate my conviction that the government is on
target with encouragement for business and with
spending restraint through the agency of a
responsible and capable Treasurer. It is on target in
terms of returning Victoria to its former status as the
dynamic engine room of this very great country we
live in, Australia.
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - The
contributions made by the last two speakers, the
honourable members for Coburg and Bellarine,
deserve some comment. If you examined the speech
of the honourable member for Coburg you would
find that the Victorian economy is in a crisis and that
we are in the middle of sustained prices with no
signs of relief. However, if you took the comments
of the honourable member for Bellarine - I
congratulate him on his remarks about his
electorate -you would find that we are in full
recovery mode and there is no turning back. All
indicators from the Victorian economy are up and
we are going well!
I guess the reality is somewhere between the two. I
do not think we can say with any great conviction
that the recovery in this state has arrived. Certainly
there are signs of some recovery in the Australian
economy, and we are seeing encouraging signs of
economic growth in retail sales in some areas. What
are the key indicators? One of them is the level of
unemployment. When unemployment goes well
below 10 per cent and when the trend is spiralling
downwards and not upwards, along with some
other indicators, we can be comforted that there is
some hope.
I do not think the budget placed enough emphasis
on one of the key economic indicators of recovery,
and that is Victoria's level of unemployment. In a
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sense, the budget is putting off the need for capital
injection into job creation, and by that I mean the
private sector as well as the public sector. The
government is putting it off until its last budget.
The government is continuing the $100 state deficit
levy on households. It has been artificially continued
so that the government can provide some largess in
its program in the 12 months in the run-up to the
1996 election. If this were a budget for the economic
cycle, not the political cycle, the $100 levy would be
used for a different purpose. We would see it turned
to employment creation activities in the private
sector and, partly, in the public sector. But certainly
the hypothecation methods the government has
used for the road and petrol levy and other levies
could also be used for the $100 poll tax. It is a
tragedy not to use the $100 levy for employment
activities. We have squandered an opportunity at a
time when there needs to be an injection into the
economy. It is too late because we are moving out of
the cycle. It is too late for the long-term unemployed
who would like to share in the new jobs that come
about when the cycle moves upwards.
The budget does not make a practical capital
injection. We are accepting that there is an
under-class, a permanent level of unemployed that
is costly to the Victorian economy and to our health,
education and welfare systems as well as to the
police and emergency services budget and the
general safety net that the federal government and certainly the state government - has in place.
That cost is one that we could do without.
The budget maintains unsustainable levels of debt
for the worst reasons - to retrench thousands of
public servants who previously had secure jobs in
this state. There is no doubt that some action had to
be taken to restrain publiC sector employment. We
would be negligent as an opposition if we did not
address that issue. However, to artificially continue
in this budget, which is in surplus, a levy to give
some relief to program spending in the last year of
the government's run to the election is to keep debt
at unsustainable levels and to keep unemployment
where it should not be - around the 11 per cent
level.
The budget was only one week old when the key
unemployment figure was released. It showed a
sharp rise in unemployment to 11 per cent, the
highest level of any state in Australia. For the first
time, certainly in my living memory and in the life
of the Labor government that was in power for
10 years, Victoria has the worst employment level of
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any state. It is worse in Tasmania and South
Australia, two states that have traditionally had
higher unemployment than Victoria. In two years
this government has created the worst
unemployment. Although based on all the indicators
we are in full recovery, so long as there is 11 per cent
unemployment one cannot say things will get better.
I hope the figures that are to be released this week
will show some relief and that Victoria is not lagging
behind Australia but, in fact, picking up.

I hope that happens for Victoria's sake. If it does not,
the onus is on the opposition to suggest to the
government that some remedial action is taken. If
we do not take steps in this budget or by other
means, such as a job statement or a further statement
by the Treasurer to recognise the serious level of
unemployment, we will not get Significant
improvement.
We should not ignore the fact that the state
government is one of the biggest employers in the
state. To accept as a precondition the fact that public
sector employment will continue to be reduced after
the implementation of massive voluntary departure
packages is unsustainable. The government should
have a policy that recognises the optimum level of
employment in the public sector so that the state can
be serviced through the executive. What should the
real employment level of the public sector be? How
can it be sustained? The way to reduce employment
in the public sector is through wastage, not
replacing staff. The government has a one-track
policy. I regret that that one-track policy will be paid
for in debt payments by Victorians for a long time to
come. It will not be alleviated by incurring debt to
payout public servants.
The government should explore other ways to
constrain expenditure in the public sector. The
budget papers antidpate a current account surplus
of $392 million. Surely the budget was concentrating
on the economic cycle, not the political cycle. Surely
when the budget is in surplus the $100 levy should
be removed. If it is not removed, the government
should explain to the Victorian public how the levy
is to be used as is the case in the national budget,
which is in surplus. It should hypothecate or use
those receipts for employment creating activities.
That would be a creative and saleable use of the levy
that the public would accept. The public has already
accepted hypothecation in respect of the petrol levy.
Although I congratulate the government for that it
should consider employment as a key indicator of
the Victorian economy's ability to share in the
economic recovery that Australia is now
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experiencing. Australia should not rely on the
resource states of Queensland and Western
Australia to pull it out of the recession. The
manufacturing heart of Australia is Victoria. For
eight years under a Labor government Victoria had
the lowest unemployment of all the states. Now it
has the highest unemployment rate. That is a big
turnaround and one in which the government can
take no comfort.
I shall quote an extract from the Age of 8 September,
soon after the budget was delivered. The Australian
Bureau of Statistics figures showed a rise in
unemployment to 11 per cent in Victoria. The article
states:
The 'crisis' may be over, but the only tangible thing
delivered to Victorians in yesterday'S budget was a
vote of thanks from Mr Stockdale for the hardships
they had endured. One of the most obvious areas of
relief could have been the Wting of the $100 state deficit
levy on households.
The government introduced this as a 'one-off' and
promised it would go when there was a sustainable
surplus. On yesterday's figures, that point was reached.
Yet what should have been some welcome relief for
Victorians - potentially translated into a spending
boost in the state's economy -didn't happen.
There are other alternatives for the $100 levy or poll
tax. The government's commitment of prOViding
relief in the budget at a time when it is in surplus
has not been achieved. I shall quote another article
from the Age of the same day to illustrate that the
government has sustained the highest level - by the
Treasurer's own admission -of taxes and charges
of any other state in Australia.
David Walker of the Age of 8 September comments
on this issue and says:
With its revenue rising and recurrent spending static,
the government is building itself an opportunity for tax
cuts.
Mr Walker then talks about the Treasurer and says:
He held out the possibility of major land tax cuts in a
second government term after 1996, describing the
budget as 'laying the foundations for future tax reform'.
You do not have to be a genius to work out that it
may not be until after 1996 that we will see some tax
relief. In fact, I believe ~e could expect tax relief in
the next budget as a direct result of the surplus and
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the $100 property tax that has been kept, despite the
suggestion that it would be removed when there
was a surplus.
We need a 1994-95 state budget that concentrates on
job creation and tries to return Victoria to low levels
of unemployment That needs to be one of the key
features and key indicators in the state budget.
Low levels of unemployment were achieved for
eight years under the Labor government, and could
be achieved in Victoria under the current Victorian
government if it were set out as a clear objective.
The budget has failed to set quantifiable
employment targets. It has also failed to articulate
how the government can use the budget sector to
develop job packages. It is not just in the
employment portfolio or labour market programs,
but across the government portfolios of transport,
health, education and hOUSing.
Previous state and federal governments in
recessionary periods have always used the budget
sector to pull together employment creation and
labour-intensive schemes. It does not necessarily
mean extra spending; it is a re-emphasis on
spending and a re-ordering of priorities and
involves instructing departments to come up with
labour intensive schemes in their program budgets.
It is a task which Treasurers have performed in the
past and it is a task which can be performed now.
We are not simply talking about spending money on
employment and training schemes.

In questioning the government's strategy the state
opposition has raised some valid questions on the
employment aspect of the budget. These questions
include how many new jobs will be created in
1994-95, and how many more jobs will be lost in the
public sector in 1994-95. It would also be instructive
to know not just how they are lost, but how they
have been funded and what debt servicing future
governments will have to face in paying off the debt
and in getting rid of and paying out public servants
in the state.

How many of these new jobs will be full time, how
many will be part time, and how many will be
casual jobs? They are valid questions in a budget
and ones that the budget should address.
If creating new employment was the government's
highest priority, what would be the lowest
achievable rate of unemployment in Victoria in
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1994-95? Would it be 9 per cent or 8 per cent? Is the
current 11 per cent figure acceptable to the
government? I guess not. But we do not have in the
budget papers a target, and if we do not have a
target how does one know that we have reached
some benchmark of success in this budget? We
don't. Will Victoria's rate of employment continue to
lag behind Australia's in 1994-95 as it is now?
Even if we are to recover slightly, even if the figures
that come out next week show that there is some
improvement, it is unlikely to show that we have
much of an improvement except that we might jump
above Tasmania or South Australia. Nevertheless
our aim should be to get to the level of New South
Wales, Queensland and Western Australia and make
our contribution to the Australian recovery.
It is a pity that the government paid little regard to
unemployment in the budget, given the importance
of that indicator. As I mentioned earlier, there is a
cost to employment in the budget. It is a quantifiable
cost that labour market economists have commented
on previously, and it is a cost that will affect the
health system in this state. The long-term
unemployed and the breadwinners who have lost
their jobs need support from the state government. It
is a cost that will be bome by the welfare system and
by the police and emergency services budget, and
will be evident in increased vandalism, and an
increase in general frustration by people who have
been unemployed for so long. It is a cost that must
be taken into account and it is an opportunity cost
that the government can afford to do something
about.

Rather than spending money repairing the problem
we would be better off spending money creating
jobs to prevent such problems from occurring. Even
the Treasurer's own forecast of 9.6 per cent
unemployment by 1995 now appears to be
unachievable. I shall quote an article in the Age of
9 September by David Walker, state economics
correspondent, on the achievability of the
Treasurer's aims:
... the budget predicted Victoria's 10.2 per cent
Wlemployment rate would slide to end 1994-95 at just
9.6 per cent ... Then, just 21 hours later, the Bureau of
Statistics showed the official jobless figure soaring to 11

percent.
I would have thought it was now the time for a
revision of the budget. As has previously happened
in the case of other governments in recessionary
periods, it is time for a job statement. We have not
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seen one from this government, but we have seen it
from other state governments in Queensland and
New South Wales, prior Victorian governments, and
the federal govenunent, through its white paper. We
have seen responses to the issues. But neither the
Treasurer nor the employment minister in this place
have made any suggestion that there will be a
response, that there will be a job statement. It is not
necessarily about spending more money, but it is
certainly about re-ordering priorities to look at
labour-intensive ways of using money in the big
spending portfolios in this state.
I believe it is time for a job statement, and if not a job
statement, it is time for the Treasurer to announce to
the house how he believes the recession is over and
that we are out of the crisis when we have an
unemployment rate of 11 per cent.
In the remaining time left I shall raise another issue
that I had the opportunity of raising in my inaugural
speech. It concerns a service that costs very little
money, that is, the resourcing of the Parliament and
of honourable members of this Parliament. It is not a
big spender. The budget gives no relief in this area,
and it has to be said that Victoria is the worst off
proportionately in comparison with any other state
in the resourcing of Parliament and of MPs, who are
the watchdog of the executive. Under the system of
checks and balances, which has been talked about by
other honourable members in other debates, it is
important for the Parliament and for MPs as the
watchdog of the system to be resourced properly. I
am not talking simply about the remuneration of
members of Parliament; I am talking about the
functions that they perform enabling honourable
members of Parliament to be properly resourced and
researched so that the contributions to this place and
the contributions that are made outside this place
are informed and backed up by research.

Difficulties arise because the severe budgetary
cutbacks mean members of Parliament, as distinct
from most people at that level in the public sector,
are required to manage very small budgets. They
must account for and skimp on things that one
would expect any middle management level person
to take for granted. Why should members of
Parliament and why should the budget allow this to
happen? Why should members of Parliament have
to manage a small budget that restricts printing,
photocopying and phone calls? Which middle-level
manager in the public sector - even an admin. A to
an admin. 7 level or lower - has a restriction on
printing, photocopying or phone calls? I would like
it to be known to the house because I do not know of
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any. There are restrictions on postage, on
communication to our constituents and other
consumables.
What about other comparable levels in the public
service? Do officers at the executive officer level or
the old SES-1 level have to worry about managing a
small budget? Do they have to worry about their
postage allowance and whether they have enough
copying paper in their photocopier machine? I do
not think so, but the resourcing of Parliament and
MPs in the budget that we have been given certainly
restricts members in their the scrutiny of this house.
I shall illustrate this point by indicating to the
house-An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRACKS - I am glad you asked that because
from the research that I have obtained from the
parliamentary library in Canberra, it appears
Victoria is the worst state of any state government in
Australia. I point out that it is not about
remuneration for MPs, it is about having resources
to have better informed MPs, which is something
that the government backbench could use and which
all MPs could use. For example, in New South Wales
which is a comparable state - sure it is a bit
bigger - the parliamentary library expenditure for
New South Wales-The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I am sorry,
but I notice that the honourable member for
Williamstown is now debating a budget bill that is
not before the house, the budget bill of Parliament. I
suggest that he contain those comments until that
bill is before the house and that he now return to the
Appropriation (1994-95, No. 1) Bill.
Mr BRACKS - Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker.
I will return to that if I get an opportunity in the
debate on the Appropriation (Parliament 1994-95,
No. 1) Bill.
In returning to the need for a job statement for
Victoria, the budget papers, particularly Budget
Paper No. 3, indicate where the supposed recovery
is coming from. As I said, the recovery is not
universal, it is not shown by all the indicators. We
cannot say the crisis is over if we have 11 per cent
unemployment. I quote from page 3 of Budget Paper
No. 2:
The strengthening of Victoria's recovery was due
entirely to growth in private sector activity.
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Government consumption expenditure fell in real
terms and was only partially offset by rising public
capital expenditure.

I emphasise the word 'partially'. In effect, the
government is hampering a fragile private sector
recovery by inadequate job-creating public capital
expenditure. A better use of the current budget
surplus, or the $100 tax I talked about earlier, would
be to redirect that money to capital expenditure.
That would be a real use of that money a year out
from the next budget, which will be the election
budget. It should not be stored up for largess in the
last year of this government.
Mr McArthur - What about the debt you guys
built up? Do you reckon that would be of any use?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair
suggests that it would be reasonable for the
honourable member to go back to his seat, and to
stop interjecting at the same time.
Mr Hamilton - Two things at once would be too
much for him!
Mr BRACKS - In conclusion, let me say that I
have not tried to make my remarks totally critical of
the government or the budget. There are some signs
of recovery. Some of the indicators augur well for
the Australian economy and certainly the Victorian
economy. I have tried to say in my remarks that the
government has paid insufficient regard to the
long-term cost to the budget sedor of
unemployment and to the health, education, police
and emergency services and welfare budgets. The
government has paid little regard to an attempt to
pull together what it has in its stewardship - that is,
one of the biggest employers in the central budget
sector in Australia and certainly in Victoria.
The government has not instructed the budget sector
in transport, health, education or housing to look at
ways of creating jobs by putting together a jobs
package. I believe it should do so. If we see
sustained levels of unemployment, I would like to
see the Treasurer respond by getting together the
ministers and instructing heads of departments to
look at ways of using the budget and expenditure
creatively to generate jobs.
One of the best, most immediate and cheapest ways
that can happen is to look at the federal
government's white paper on employment. That
white paper makes money available to the
community sector, statutory organisations and the
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state government for employment programs.
Tomorrow this state government could institute a
scheme to provide traineeships for which there are
government subsidies and training assistance from
the federal government. The government could
allow traineeships into the public sector. In effect, it
could allow young people to train and get entry into
the public sector to pursue their careers after school
in one of our key departments in conservation,
heal th, transport and other areas.
The government is not doing that because it is
worried about the conflict while it is reducing the
public sector overall and while it is continuing with
voluntary departure packages. Even though we
understand that the government is reducing the
public sector there is still a turnover, there is still is a
need for recruitment. One of the best forms of
recruitment is to look at the subsidies that are
around. Certainly federal government subsidies are
available for traineeships for young people to enter
into employment.
As a low-cost option the state government should
also look at other employment creation schemes the
federal government has offered in its white paper.
The government would be neglecting its duty if it
did not explore funding options available to it
through the federal government's white paper in
programs such as job skills, despite the fact that a
Labor government has initiated the scheme in
Canberra. Job skills is a program which, under a
previous Labor state government, very successfully
employed teacher aides around Victoria solely at the
expense of the federal government. That did not cost
the budget sector or the state government 1 cent. If
for some ideological reason the government does not
want to move on this, it is not good enough for the
Victorian taxpayer to be prevented from gaining
resources and opportunities which are on offer from
the federal government.
The work Bill Kelty and Lindsay Fox are doing to
encourage employers to take up federal government
subsidies could equally be taken up by this
government in Victoria. In fact it was taken up when
they picked up very early on some of the Labor
government initiatives that had been going on. That
scheme has now finished. Federal money is available
and very little work would need to be done to
enable those sorts of schemes to operate in the
broader government sector.
It is time that we did not just hear about the other
indicators; it is time that we heard about
employment. It is too late if we wait several years
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down the track and then say we have a problem. By
waiting two years we will have a big problem for the
budget sector, a big problem with long-term
unemployed breadwinners being a burden on the
state budget through the welfare, health and police
and emergency services budgets. That is when it
costs the budget; that is when the expense comes in;
that is when we do not have real spending in the
Victorian economy. We need a remedy. We do not
need to have a $392 million surplus - The DEPUTY SPEAKER -Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for
Agriculture) - The introduction of this budget must
be the most galling the opposition has come across
for some considerable time. To think of the legacy of
the $3 billion gap the Labor government left us in
1992 and to find us moving towards a balanced
budget and by this time next year into a sustainable
budget surplus must erode the confidence of the
opposition. They really cannot get their minds
around how a government would be able to turn
around the enormous gap they left between revenue
and expenditure. It really must be upsetting.
Mr Hamilton - By high taxes and reduced
services!
Mr W. D. McGRATH - I hear the honourable
member for Morwell interjecting. I think we have
addressed the types of services that have been
provided in Victoria in a very real and sensible way.
We have retained just about all services, even in my
own area, where there is some criticism about the
loss of a train. However, a public transport system is
still in place and it provides the necessary
requirements for people from the Wimmera district
through to Ballarat, where they can link up with the
Sprinter train and come down to Melbourne. If they
care to use that system they will find that it is
adequate, comfortable and punctual.
The government has not necessarily reduced
services; it is offering a different type of service, one
that we can afford.
The honourable member for Williamstown referred
to unemployment, and he is right to talk about that
because it is of enormous concern to all honourable
members. If people do not have the dignity of work
they lose morale, which is a concern for their
families. Although there are obligations on state
governments, there is a far greater obligation on the
federal govenunent to create job opportunities.
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Mr Bracks - They are doing that.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - I wonder about that.
Every time interest rates increase more jobs are lost.
A 1 per cent increase in interest rates costs the
farming community $170 million. How many jobs
are represented by $170 million that must be
allocated to service debt? The manufacturing and
processing sectors have the same problem. If the
federal government cannot contain interest rate
increases more debt accumulates, fewer jobs are
created and businesses are unable to expand.
The federal government must look at its own
backyard, because it must provide the environment
for more employment. Unfortunately, for some
years we will have to live with unemployment rates
of 5 or 6 per cent. Interest rates are a federal
responsibility and they must be kept at a level so
businesses can expand, which means the creation of
more full-time jobs.
A strong economy means a stronger export market.
The only way we can create that is through
improved technology, which may cost jobs in the
short term through better work practices. The
Minister for Industry and Employment, has worked
hard to improve work practices in this state through
a range of initiatives, including contracting out
services. There has been a significant cultural change
over the past two years and that will benefit all
Victorians in the long term.
I turn now to the agricultural sector, for which I am
responsible, and refer to the changes taking place in
that sector. The egg industry has been totally
deregulated. In conjunction with South Australia the
barley industry has been partially deregulated and
the market milk industry has been further
deregulated.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - The honourable member
for Morwell interjects that the agricultural chemical
industry has been deregulated as well. I appreciate
his comments because they are normally
constructive. There have been enormous
improvements in agricultural institutions
throughout Victoria. The honourable members for
Wantirna and Knox have been very active in the
development of the Knoxfield horticultural institute.
I was there recently to open new research and
library facilities. The government has rationalised
the institutes at Frankston and Burnleyand
consolidated them at Knoxfield. That has enabled a
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greater emphasis on horticultural studies at the
institute.
The government has allocated $5 million to provide
new infrastructure at the Institute for Irrigation and
Salinity Research at Tatura, with its focus on the
fruit industry throughout the Goulburn Valley.
Approximately $2 million has been allocated for
infrastructure development at the Animal and
Irrigated Pastures Research Institute at Kyabram,
which focuses on the dairy industry.
The state chemical laboratory has been moved from
the city and consolidated with the Animal Research
Institute at Werribee. This week the Premier
announced the establishment of a food science
centre that will work with the food processing
industry. Blue sky research is being conducted and
that opens up educational opportunities for those
people wishing to pursue studies in food science
and food technology.
I noted the comments of Julian Cribb, the science
reporter for the Australian when giving the
Alan Hird memorial lecture in 1991. He said that
farmers who did not receive some of their income
post-farmgate would be lucky to survive after the
year 2000. He is right. We must encourage our
farmers to be involved in post-gate development of
their product, whether it is wool, meat, horticultural
or dairy.
I am reminded that the dairy industry is a significant
contributor to Victoria's economy. It provides 60 per
cent of national production and is responsible for
almost $1 billion of export earnings annually
through the port of Melbourne. It has gone through
difficult times over the past 20 years. There were
almost 18 500 dairy farmers in 1972 producing
4 billion litres of milk, but today 8500 dairy fanners
are producing 5.5 billion litres of milk, a 25 per cent
increase. Dairy fanners have been prepared to
introduce new technology and new pastures into
their farming operations.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
MrW. D. McGRATH - Yes, there has been
some genetic improvement of dairy animals on
those farms.
Mr Baker interjected.

Mr W. D. McGRATH - The honourable member
for Sunshine, who for a couple of years was the
minister responsible for agriculture, was an absolute
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disaster in the position and did absolutely nothing
for agriculture. One only has to compare the cost of
running the ministerial office during the first two
years of my administration with the cost of running
it during the last two years of his administration to
see that there has been about a 50 per cent reduction
in the cost of running the ministry.
The government is pro-active towards business. An
example of that is the investment that has taken
place in the food processing industry in Victoria. In
Gippsland more than $100 million has been invested
in companies like Murray Goulbum, Bonlac,
Pakenham Abattoirs and Yarra Valley Wineries to
increase the capacity of their plants and to upgrade
facilities.
In the northern irrigation area more than
$300 million has been invested over the past couple
of years by Murray Goulbum, Nestles at Tongala,
Kraft at Strathmerton, Pacific Ounlop, Snow Brand,
Bonlac at Stanhope, Sunraysia Vineyards, Heinz,
Unifoods at Tatura and Campbells at Shepparton.
Those companies are expanding because they see
that the government is business friendly and is
prepared to facilitate opportunities for them to move
in and make a profit Those companies do not set up
business to make a loss but to make a profit. They
see the opportunity of making a profit through
expansions of existing industries or through the new
industry developments that have taken place in
Victoria over the past couple of years.

The state government has been instrumental in
prOviding $36 million for the redevelopment of the
Torrumbarry Weir, which is of vital importance to
the irrigation sector in the Echuca region and the
area round the Kerang Lakes and so on. That is a
very important new development.
In your area of north-eastern Victoria, Mr Acting
Speaker, capital investment has taken place at the
wineries of Brown Brothers and at Chateau Tahbilk
at Nagambie. The state government has also put
money into adjustment packages for the tobacco
industry in that area. Those are all positive,
pro-industry initiatives.
In the south west of the state, down towards
Warrnambool, Portland, Cobden and so on,
something like $70 million of new infrastructure and
business opportunities has been created by
companies such as Kraft, Bonlac and BWl< Wool. In
addition, there have been expansions at Great
Western wineries.
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Overall, the wine industry has been very supportive
of the initiatives of the state government. When I
was appointed Minister for Agriculture Victoria had
no state viticulturist.
Mr Stockdale - That is unbelievable!
Mr W. D. McGRATH - One would have
thought that the fonner minister, the honourable
member for Sunshine, who has a passionate feeling
for the wine industry, would have appointed a state
viticulturist. It is likely that in the future we will
have two state viticulturists working with the wine
industry in Victoria.
Mr Baker interjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - The honourable member
for Sunshine is harping and criticising, but in the
two years that he was minister he did nothing tor
agriculture. The Labor Party put him in a portfolio
hoping he might be able to do something b,lt he was
not able to deliver. Later he tried to become the
leader of the party but came up with the same result.
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The press release states:
... Chiquita would invest $1.5 million in upgrading and
expanding its national distribution fleet, Fruit Express.
The investment will involve the purchase of new prime
movers and state-of-the-art refrigerated vans enabling
further improvements in product quality and customer
service.

That is the way the Minister for Industry and
Employment works with industry and encourages it
to establish and develop in Victoria, thereby
prOViding reallong-tenn job opportunities to
Victorians.
All the honourable member for Sunshine could do
when he was minister was put people into the
public service. The fonner government then had to
bring in more taxes to pay for the increases in public
sector employment. The current government takes a
much different approach by giving opportunities to
the private sector to make a profit, thereby creating
job opportunities.
It is interesting to see what is happening at the

I conclude by citing a good example of the points I
have been making. Yesterday I received a letter from
Chiquita Brands South Pacific Pty Ltd, a company
that has been working for some time with the
Minister for Industry and Employment examining
the resiting of its business to Victoria. The letter
states:

Melbourne Wholesale Fruit and Vegetable Market.
Since the inquiry undertaken under the
chainnanship of the honourable member for
Mildura and other members of my agriculture
committee there is a new confidence at the market. It
is now headed up by Jeremy Gaylard.
Mr Lupton interjected.

As you may be aware. Chiquita Brand South Pacific is
about to relocate its regional headquarters from
Auckland to Melbourne.

The move is an important commitment for Chiquita
and reflects the importance of the Australian market
and our continued investment plans in Australia.
I have attached for your information a copy of our
media release announcing the move which also
highlights the important role the Victorian government
has played in facilitating our move through the early
provision of information contained in Advantage

Mr W. D. McGRATH - As the honourable
member for Knox interjects, together with the other
board members, he is doing an excellent job. There is
a new-found confidence at the market. When I
talked to fruit growers at Shepparton about two
years ago I asked them where they disposed of their
fruit and vegetables. They told me, 'We go to
Sydney'. I said, 'Even with the great disadvantage of
distance you go to Sydney?'. They said, 'Yes,
because we get a better price'. That indicated to me
that we had to examine the operation of the
Footscray Fresh Centre.

Melbourne.

To mark our move to Melbourne. I have enclosed a
small sample of the Australian produce which Chiquita
markets through our local wholesale operation located
in the Melbourne Fruit and Vegetable Market on
Footscray Road.

I am pleased to say that two years later, under the
supervision of the new board, fruit growers, store
holders, consumers, wholesalers and retailers who
participate in and operate at the Fresh Centre at
Footscray now have a much more positive and
confident approach.
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I believe wholeheartedly that we are heading in the
right direction, and we will continue to head in that
direction over the next two years.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - I move:
That the sitting be continued.

House divided on motion:

Ayes, 54
Ashley,Mr
Mr Bildstien
Brown,Mr
Clark, Mr
Coleman,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Davis, Mr
Dean, Or
Doyle, Mr (TelltT)
Elder, Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Finn,Mr
Gude,Mr
Hayward,Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Hyams,Mr
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John,Mr
Kennett, Mr
Kilgour,Mr
Leigh,Mr
Lupton, Mr
McArthur, Mr
McGill,Mrs
McGrath, Mr J.F.

McGrath, Mr w.o.
McLellan, Mr
Maclellan, Mr
McNamara.Mr
Maughan,Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson. Mr
Perrin, Mr
Perton, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips,Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Plowman, Mr 5.J.
Richardson, Mr
Rowe,Mr
Ryan,Mr
Smith, Mr E.R.
Spry, Mr
Steggall,Mr
Stockdale, Mr
Tanner, Mr
Thompson, Mr
Traynor, Mr (TelltT)
Treasure, Mr
Tumer.Mr
Weideman, Mr
Wells, Mr

Noes, 23
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker, Mr
Batchelor. Mr
Bracks, Mr (Teller)
Brumby,Mr
Carli, Mr (Te/ltT)
Coghill, Or
Cole,Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Dollis,Mr
Garbutt, Ms
Hamilton,Mr

Leighton. Mr
Loney, Mr
.Iarpie, Ms
Micallef,Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Sercombe, Mr
Thomson,Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson, Mrs
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Motion agreed to.
Debate resumed.

Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for
Agriculture) - In conclusion I suggest that when
you look at the investment figures I presented to the
house you can see that it is an exciting time for
development in Victoria. Our farmers have the
capacity to produce high-quality food products. As
was said during that lecture by Julian Cribbs, those
farmers need to get part of their income
post-farmgate. It is very important that we
concentrate on our food and fibre industries, and we
have to back up our quality assurance programs
with marketing and promotion campaigns.
No matter where you go in the world in the next five
years, unless you are able to back up your bUsiness
with quality assurance protocol you will not get a
great deal of consideration when you are meeting a
new market opportunity.
I will continue to suggest to the farming community
through the Department of Agriculture that they
continue to look at providing quality product,
backing it up with assurance protocol to give overall
consistency and continuity of supply to the market
place.
We have witnessed a new feeling of confidence in
the education area. I want to talk about the schools
of Stawell, Nhill, Dimboola and Edenhope within
the electorate of Horsham. There is a very positive
feeling now within those educational facilities. As
the honourable member for Warrandyte has said,
the new opportunities for languages complement
what I was talking about earlier - that is, creating
new market opportunities. Unless we are able to
demonstrate to the Asian market that we
understand their culture and language, it will not be
easy for us to continue to access those markets. We
believe the development of languages other than
English is very important to ensure that in the Asian
basin we are able to create new opportunities for our
producers, processors and manufacturers.
While we are on that path, the government can do
some positive things to bring a strong economy to
Victoria and therefore create the job opportunities
the honourable member for Williamstown spoke
about but did not know how to achieve. I have just
explained how you achieve them, and if he can take
that same message to his friends in Canberra and get
them· moving along the same path of work practices,
industrial reform, transport reforms and waterfront
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reforms, the country will provide the economy and
confidence to be a stronger competitor in the global
marketplace.
Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - This budget
does absolutely nothing to address the crisis in the
accident and emergency departments of our public
hospitals. People are still lying on trolleys for two or
three days, unable to get a hospital bed because so
much money is being withdrawn from the hospital
system. There are not enough beds nor enough
nurses.
The budget does nothing to address the problem
with our ambulance service either. These problems
are threatening people's lives on a daily basis and
have led to the deaths of Victorians while they have
waited for ambulances to arrive.
This budget does nothing to meet the crisis in our
rural hospitals caused by the attacks on their
budgets and the unfair and inflexible case-mix
system. As the chief executive officer of Monash
Medical Centre, Or Johannes Stoelwinder, said:
The case-mix system may be amenable to political
manipulation. Under the case-mix formula, 'market
signals' would see a number of small hospitals close.
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The budget does nothing to address the crisis in
acute care for people suffering from psychiatric
illness. It does nothing to fix the bungling by the
government of its implementation of mental health
policy.
I quote from Penny Drysdale who is the Victorian
Mental IDness Awareness Council coordinator, who
said:
... there is a shortage of acute psychiatric beds in
Victorian hospitals ... People have been needing to be
admitted and staff have told them there are no beds in
the whole state or they wait for hours only to be sent
home and told to come back the next morning to try
again.

The families of these people are the sufferers under
this system because they are the silent victims of the
government's policies. The families have to look
after these people who have been discharged too
early. Family members who suffer psychiatric illness
are dumped on them because they have been
thrown out of the institution but your government is
refusing to provide enough acute beds, and that is
the problem.
Mr W. D. McGrath interjected.

This budget does nothing to address the problem of
quality of care in our public hospitals resulting from
the inflexible introduction of case-mix funding at the
same time as implementing the massive budget cuts.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Albert Park and the minister are out of
order. I ask them to stop their argument across the
table.

The Deputy Chief Executive Officer of the Royal
District Nursing Service, Bev Armstrong, stated in a
report:

Mr THWAITES - This government, of which
the Minister for Agriculture is a member, is refusing
to provide enough acute beds and medium-term
psychiatric beds to meet the demand in the
community. That is why we have the ridiculous
situation where people are being discharged from
our mental hospitals on a Thursday or Friday
afternoon, and are ending up in the emergency
department of a public hospital and then put back
into a psychiatric hospital the next week. It is a
revolving door, but the tragedy is that the patients
and their families are the ones who suffer.

Our nurses are telling us they are seeing more complex
cases where people are being discharged with serious
wounds that need medical attention and the early
results of the study bear this out.

This budget does nothing to prevent the
introduction of fees - a user-pays health system which seems to be the policy of this government and
which is unfair and particularly damaging for older
people in our community. I quote from Ms Jo Fuller,
the President of the Australian Association of Social
Workers, who said:
There is a real user-pays philosophy at work in the
Victorian health system, which raises major concerns:
what happens to those who can't pay?

As we sat here today the administrators from some
of our leading public hospitals were involved in
crisis discussions to try to work out a way of
surviving this year's budget cuts.
Ms Marple - And they pretend everything is all
right!
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Mr THWAITES - These people do not know.
They have no knowledge. At Monash Medical
Centre the administrator and staff were today trying
to work out how they will cope with massive budget
cuts, changed polides, inconsistent approaches
taken by the government and the sacking of
numerous staff.
The government has boasted about improvements to
the health system and they seem to be based upon
increased throughput. It says, 'We are treating more
patients'. Why then is the government saying to
hospitals, 'You can't treat any more patients'? That
is what it is saying to Monash Medical Centre, the
Royal Melbourne Hospital and many others. These
major public hospitals are now facing a crisis. They
have huge black holes in their budgets and that is
because they planned on the basis of what the
honourable member for Portland, the Parliamentary
Secretary to the Minister for Health, and the minister
have been saying - that is, that they should increase
their throughput and treat more patients this year.
VVhathashappened?Thegovernmenthasdonea
U-turn. It has turned around 180 degrees and is
saying to them, 'No, we will not pay you those
incentive payments'. Those hospitals have capped
the bonus pool which means they will be forced into
closing numerous wards and sacking staff, and that
is the very opposite of what the government has
purported to represent.
That is the very opposite to the policies the
government is allegedly supporting to deal with
waiting lists. I have talked about waiting lists in this
place before. The honourable member for Portland
has claimed an improvement. I have claimed tha t
they are budget funded. Those waiting lists will
blowout because hospitals are having to close beds
and sack staff. The Royal Melbourne, St Vincents,
the Austin, Monash, Box Hill and other hospitals are
all having to sack staff and close beds over the next
months. 1bis government does not care about the
effect of its policies on people. It is people who are
suffering because in all the case-mix calculations one
thing does not figure: people do not count. Victoria
used to have a health system that was world
renowned.
The independent Victorian health system review in
1992 stated that the Victorian health system was
among the best in the world. What is this
government doing? It is destroying it by launching
an experiment based upon a system of slashing
budgets, based upon an inflexible case-mix formula
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and based upon failing to care for people and failing
to acknowledge quality of care.
We on this side of the house believe it is
unacceptable that Victorians are dying because they
have to wait too long for ambulances or have to wait
48 hours on hospital trolleys for beds. It is
unacceptable that mothers and babies are being
forced out of hospitals too early without adequate
back-up services. It is unacceptable that country
hospitals are being threatened with closure and that
the cost of health care is increasingly being shifted
on to the patients and their families. They are the
ones who are paying, not you, Premier. You claim to
have saved all this money. Who is suffering and
who is paying? The families of these people and the
patients - the sufferers themselves - are paying.
Wha t it comes down to is this: the Kennett
government believes hospitals should basically be
run on the same basis as supermarkets.
Mr Weideman interjected.
Mr THWAITES - That is your own director of
the department - he wants it run like McDonalds.
What does he say? Who is going to be there at the
end of the year? Who is going to fall over? He does
not care about the effects on the patients when those
hospitals fall over. All he is interested in is ensuring
that the hospitals are run like McDonalds.
This government does not understand that hospitals,
schools and basic services of the state should not be
run on the same basis as supermarkets or
advertising agendes. The Premier does not seem to
be able to distinguish between an ad agency and the
government. It all seems to be the same thing. You
merge all your interests together. You have your
own ad agency and your own government. You
have no understanding of the difference, what
people need or the reasons we provide services. The
Premier fails to understand that market forces on
their own do not deliver basic health care to citizens,
nor will they deliver health care at a cost that people
can afford. The morale of doctors, health workers
and nurses is eroding. Go and talk to the doctors and
nurses and listen for a change to what they are
saying. They are saying that you are destroying the
health system.
Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr THWAITES - Get out of here and go into
the hospitals. Go to Monash tomorrow and help it
cope with what is going to be a $10 million shortfall
because of what you are doing. Talk to the nurses
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who are trying to cope with families who are upset
because the husbands or wives are waiting 48 hours
on trolleys. Talk to your Treasurer. What treatment
did he get at Monash and how happy was he with
it? Basically these hospitals cannot cope because you
are destroying them. You are going out of your way
because you do not care about people. All you think
about is Ron Walker or your own pocket. That is
what you are interested in.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member should address the Chair.
Mr S. J. Plowman interjected.
Mr THW AITES - Don't you care about the
people who are suffering? What sort of attitude is
that? It demonstrates that you think the people who
care about ambulance services are coffin chasers.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the honourable
member for Albert Park to address the Chair. I ask
the Minister for Energy and Minerals, who is at the
table, to remain silent.
Mr THWAITES - The budget foreshadows cuts
of some $340 million in the health area over two
years. Last year the budget was underspent by some
$139 million, and that in itself is a scandal. Country
hospitals are closing and people are not able to get
ambulances or hospital beds. The government
cannot spend the money it has; it cannot get
organised to spend the funds the commonwealth is
prepared to put into the system. It cannot spend the
money on psychiatric services because it sits on its
hands. Why? The reason is that it does not care. It
did not know what to do. The government paused,
went ahead, paused again, mainstreamed and
deinstitutionalised. At the end of the day it sat on its
hands. We see tragic situations where people have
been put out of psychiatric beds and are unable to
get the psychiatric care they require.

The case-mix system - a system that has many
benefits - introduced a radical change in funding
policy. Although members on this side of the house
do not take a totally negative approach to case mix,
they take a negative approach to the inflexible way
in which it has been adopted. It has been
implemented across the board with no consideration
for needs and particular costs that country
communities have to face.
The Australian Medical Association has estimated
that some 50 country hospitals will close. Even the
honourable member for Portland, the parliamentary
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secretary, indicated that some 32 country hospitals
were not viable under case mix. That was revealed
in his report.
Or Napthine interjected.
Mr THWAITES - What did you say? You said
they would have to change their roles. That is not
closing hospitals. It is like the comments of the
Minister for Public Transport today when he said,
'We have not closed any train lines, we have just
withdrawn the trains'. It is like saying, 'You don't
close hospitals, you just change their roles'. You are
changing their roles, so you close the beds and get
rid of the staff and the acute care and nursing home
beds. But you still have a sign on the wall which
says, 'Here is a hospital'. What happens if someone
is injured or has a cardiac problem and requires an
acute bed? It is not available. We are playing
semantics. This government supports change and
there is a change process about this government. But
one of the changes in which it is interested is the
change in the meaning of words. Instead of saying
you are closing a hospital, you cover it up by saying
you are changing its role.
People in the country know that that is not true.
People in Lismore who called you a duckshover are
not happy about changing the role; they want their
acute beds. The people in Clunes are not happy
about the fact that they have lost their hospital. You
can call it the Clunes hospital but it is not a hospital
anymore.
The people in Lismore are not happy that they are
being forced to the wall and that they are being
blackmailed and told that unless they do as they are
told they will not get any money. The people in
Mortlake are not happy that they are being
blackmailed by the department and told that
nothing will be looked at except the closure
option - the only option that will be looked at.
Fortunately the people out there are a bit smarter
than perhaps some politicians give them credit for.
I shall now turn to hospital emergency departments.
There is a simple reason why we have this problem
arising from hospital emergency departments, that
is, there are not enough hospital beds available.
There is nowhere for people to go. In July, August
and September of this year there were days when
there was barely a bed in Melbourne. There was
barely a CCV or an ICV bed - a critical care or
intensive care bed - in Melbourne, and honourable
members opposite know that! That is why the
minister in this department refuses to release the
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information to me. The minister knows that the
information will show that over the past few months
there were days when there was barely a bed
available for a critically ill person. That is why you
have a situation where you have people ferried
around in the back of an ambulance desperately
trying to find a bed in Melbourne.
That is why the transfer rate between hospitals has
risen. 1bat is why the ambulance bypasses have
gone up; that is why people are lying on trolleys for
48 hours, and that is why the public, doctors and
nurses are saying that there is a deterioration in the
health system. It is because the government cannot
manage it, because people who need emergency care
cannot get it. This government has shown that it
does not care and is irresponsible.
I shall now move on to the issue of outpatients. In
the budget paper for the year before, namely, the
1993-94 budget papers, there was a performance
indicator, which indicated that it was expected in
1993-94 that there would be 1 million fewer
out-patient treatments than the year before. 1bat is
from a government that boasts about productivity.
What the government is doing is treating 1 million
fewer outpatients, on its own figures, but when I
came to this year's budget and looked for the figure,
where was it? It has disappeared! Suddenly that is
not a performance measure any more! Even the
honourable member for Portland has managed a
wry smile over that because it seems whenever there
is any information that might reveal a little bit of
truth or reveal a little bit of a crisis in our hospital
system, it disappears. It would not be released to the
public because the public apparently does not have
a right to know what is really happening to the
health system.
The government has claimed an increase in
in-patient throughput of approximately 60 000 cases
for 1993-94 over the previous year. It has claimed
that this is evidence of improved productivity in the
health system.
Surely that level of increase in in-patients must be
matched against the 1 million fewer outpatient
treatments, and as we know a good deal of that
increase in throughput is actually just a shift in
categOrisation. Government members do not like to
hear that, just as they do not like to hear about the
fact that it is shifting millions of dollars on to either
the commonwealth system or the private system.
The government is shifting its millions of dollars of
cost on to the commonwealth system and the private
system!
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Or Napthine interjected.

Mr THW AITES - He left you! He is sensible! He
is like everyone else; he's heading up the Hume
Highway. Anybody who has got any brains gets out,
and he is one of them. He was head of the system; he
was there when the former government was there,
he was designing and doing a good job. And why
did he leave? It is because he knew the whole system
was going to collapse under the government.
The honourable member for Portland keeps quoting
Professor Duckett and claiming that he is someone
who ought to be listened to. Well, he might because
Professor Duckett was reported in the Sunday Age of
10 July this year as saying:
The architect of case-mix funding, the main plank of
the state government's hospital reforms, says budget
cuts are undermining the system he created.

This is what your fellow says, which the honourable
member for Portland said that we should be
listening to carefully!
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Albert Park should address the Chair.
Mr THW AITES - What Professor Duckett said
was that if this government did not put more money
into the hospital system, beds would close. He is a
smart bloke because that is what is happening
tomorrow! At Monash Medical C~ntre, the Royal
Melbourne Hospital, St Vincent's and Box Hill
Hospital all have to close beds. Professor Duckett
said further in the article:
If the government did not put more money into the
hospital system, beds would dose, which would lead to

a 'blowout' in the number of people waiting for elective
surgery.

1bat is the next thing that is going to happen; there
is going to be a blowout in these waiting list and you
watch those figures get rigged then!
The SPEAKER - Order! The minister will
remain silent and the honourable member for Albert
Park must address the Chair.
Mr THWAITES - Professor Duckett said what
this government was doing had begun to cut into
the bone of hospitals. 1bat is the truth of it. Under
this government the budgets of our hospitals have
been cut by some 14 per cent. There are some who
would say that the first 2 to 4 per cent was probably
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a reasonable thing to do, but all the commentators
are saying that the government has gone too far.
Professor Duckett has said it, the doctors say it, the
hospitals say it - they all say it! But the government
does not listen because it is like the emperor with no
clothes. Someone is saying, 'You look all right' but I
do not know who because it is not the patients or the
doctors. But the government is still wandering
around like the emperor with no clothes and
kidding itself that the system is coping, but it is not.
That is why tomorrow we are going to see the
Monash Medical Centre in crisis; that is why over
the next few weeks we are going to see hospital after
hospital come out and say that they cannot cope
because they cannot and the government knows it!
Or Napthine interjected.
Mr THWAITES - The honourable member for
Portland says, 'We shall see', and that is a threat,
because the government is threatening these
people's jobs. If you make a peep, what do you do?
And that goes for the Minister for Health. She says
to these people, these CEOs--

The SPEAKER - Order! I have insisted on
several occasions and I must insist again that the
honourable member for Albert Park does not
address the government bench, except through the
Chair. I also ask the honourable member for
Portland to remain silent.
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Mr Maclellan interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! I implore the
honourable member for Albert Park to please not
give the minister at the table any encouragement. It
is hard to maintain order. I ask the honourable
member for his cooperation and I ask him to address
his remarks through the Chair and to ignore
interjections. I also ask the minister to remain silent.
Or Napthine interjected.
Mr THWAITES - Gee, that is devastating, isn't
it? This is really strong stuff! Government members

opposite have no concept of independence of the
judiciary, or independence of the hospital board,
and they have no concept of anything to do with the
proper form of government, and that is why we are
in the situation that we are in with the government
and its cronies today - because it cannot
distinguish between its own advertising companies
in business.

It is like Joh Bjelke-Petersen says: it was all family.
He had his oil shares. He had his government. It was
all the one thing. What was good for Joh was good
for Queensland. What is good for Ieff is good for
Victoria. That is what it is about. In a way it does not
matter so much in those areas, one might say,
because the victims are not so obvious - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr THW AITES - At a recent meeting that the

Minister for Health had with a group of CEOs, she
threatened them and said, 'If you do not do as you
are told, we shall find someone who will'. That is
what she said! There is a clear implication that if you
do not buckle under, wear these impOSSible cuts,
you will get the bullet.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr THWAITES - They are not the employer!
There is such a thing as a hospital board, or do we
sack the hospital board too? The minister sitting
opposite has just indicated the attitude. The
government has no concept of any sort of
independence and that is its attitude to the courts as
well. If people do not do the right thing by the
government it is a notion of 'we'll sack them'! We do
not like the Accident Compensation Tribunal, so
sack them! We do not like the Moira Rayners, so
sack them! Justice Fogarty, sack him! It is one after
the other and if you are down at the AAT and any of
those tribunal members do not do what you want,
you will sack them!

The ACIlNG SPEAKER (Mr Maughan) Order! The honourable member for Albert Park, in
silence.
Mr THWAITES - The victims of the Premier's
conflict of interest are not so obvious. But the victims
of this government's health policies are obvious
because they are the people who cannot get a
hospital bed, they are the people who cannot get an
ambulance, they are the people who are waiting on
the trolleys, they are the people who are now paying
fees for physiotherapy and allied help that
previously was free. These are old people who
cannot even get an appointment for a
physiotherapist. They cannot get to an occupational
therapist because this government has slashed
expenditure for outpatients in public hospitals.
In the short time I have available I shall refer to
community health, an area with which I have had
some contact over the years. This government has
slashed funding to community health in inner
Melbourne. What it promised to do was to
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redistribute that money to the outer suburbs; it has
not. Inner city commwlity health centres have been
cut by up to 30 per cent, yet when one visits the
commwlity health centres in the outer suburbs one
finds that they are suffering cuts, too. They are
losing programs. They are being told to cut back.
They are being told to merge with this or that centre.
They are being told to take on a whole half of
another mwlicipality but within their existing
budget.
This is a government that lied to the electorate
before the last election just as it lied about the
closing of country hospitals, just as Mrs Tehan told
the people of Elmore that no hospital there would be
closed. Just a s - Or Napthine interjected.
Mr THWAITES - And who didn't close it? Who
listened to you? People like the honourable member
for Murray Valley and the honourable member for
Rodney do better out of our government than they
do out of their own, because our government listens
to hard working backbenchers while this
government ignores them. This government does
nothing for people. It does nothing to help people
who need health care. It does nothing for the silent
victims of their harsh and callous policies.
Mr DOnE (Malvern) - The appropriation
debate is often a very interesting debate. Of course
we all like to speak on the budget because the debate
is very wide ranging. It is usually a pleasure to
follow the honourable member for Albert Park,
because he actually gives you something to fill up
the first 5 minutes of your speech in rebuttal.

Tonight, however, I understand the word rebuttal
was multi-syllabic for the honourable member for
Springvale. I can explain that later or put it in my
simple words.
Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr DonE - The honourable member for
Albert Park may well find obscenity to be a way of
responding to something he does not understand. I
do not take objection to the obscenity; I pity it rather.
I think maybe the honourable member for Albert
Park should think a little more about an important
and appropriate response in this place from the
opposition frontbench rather than a simple obSCenity.
Mr Bracks - Smart arse!
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Mr DonE -If the honourable member for
Williamstown cares to offer that sort of comment, I
suggest he might well make a career elsewhere
rather than here. Would he perhaps rather bring in a
school group to hear the honourable member for
Springvale? I wonder how it would be if the
honourable member for Williamstown were to bring
in a school group to listen to a member of his
frontbench accuse another honourable member of
this house of being a smart arse, because that is what
the honourable member said.
If the honourable member for Albert Park thinks
that is appropriate language or behaviour, let him
giggle and snigger and carry on. Let him also be
judged on it. Take a little smack if you behave like a
naughty little boy. I do not mind if that is what you
think of me. I do not mind that. But if that is what
you think of this place, maybe you should think
about yourselves a little more. There are two ways
you can approach - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DOnE - This is like being in the Melbourne
Zoo looking into the monkey cage at a mixture of
bar rattling and babbling.
There are two ways to approach an appropriation
debate. You can approach it on a macro level, which
is how I understood the honourable member for
Albert Park was going to approach it. Can I ask
those who listened, which mayor may not include
some of the members on the other side, was there
one positive thing that came out of the entirety of
that vitriolic contribution from the honourable
member for Albert Park?

Opposition members interjecting.
Mr DOYLE - The language itself is instructive:
victims, threats, disasters, crises, bucklings under,
impossibilities, draconian measures, sackings,
Dickensian, slashings, cuts, and the present litany,
cronies and cronyism. I actually have a high regard
for the honourable member for AIbert Park and his
future aspirations. But if I were to offer him some
humble advice it would be not to proceed down that
track because I do not think it will do his future a
great deal of good.

If you are going to talk about disasters, if you are
going to use that language, if you are going to talk in
negative terms, the answer is to look at realities.
Maybe you could look at some of the things that
happen in your own electorates. Maybe you could
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look at some of the things that are happening rather
than just postulate the disaster stuff. That is what I
want to do. I want to talk a little - -
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in this bovine way and has not exactly come out
smelling of roses. If he would care to continue, I am
happy to take it up now. I will get to it in due
course. I promise you I will tackle it.

Honourable members interjecting.
I suggest that after two years, halfway through a

Mr DOYLE - The problem, from my point of
view, is that I was a secondary school teacher and
therefore I do not feel quite qualified to deal with
primary school behaviour, but I can learn. I will do
my best.
At the start of my speech I want to mention
something that I think is important, and something
that both sides of the house could benefit from
considering. It is a worry for both sides of
Parliament and for federal and state parliaments:
how are we going to manage what seems to me to be
a tension between the workplace and family
responsibility? That is a matter that is very
important in society, and I do not have any answers
for you. If opposition members think they do, I have
some bad news for them.
I shall say something about the flexibility that I think
is necessary in the workplace. That includes things
like child~re arrangements and the way that we
offer things like schooling and training. Those things
are important to me.

term of office, the direction of a government is the
important thing to consider. The thing I want to
consider is the nature of change. I want to address
that issue locally - something the honourable
member for Albert Park chose not to do in his
contribution. Hugh Mackay talks about our being in
an age of anxiety; he says that we are not
comfortable with change and what it might achieve.
We know it is required but we are cynical about
whether bodies like government can achieve it.
It depends whether any further change is necessary
or may achieve anything. I shall talk tonight about
changes in my electorate, which, although
uncomfortable, have led to benefits for my
community. I shall raise a host of possibilities in
health, education, aged care, small business and
planning, and talk about how the direction taken by
the government has added benefit to my community.
The honourable member for Albert Park knows
about the first matter because he had the pleasure of
speaking at fora on health and the circumstances
surrounding the Malvern Clinic.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Mildenhall interjected.
Mr DOYLE - The opposition may choose to
deride that. I do not resile from my background as a
teacher. In fact I am very proud of it. But this is
something we need to consider. If we do not find an
answer to those problems we do not find an answer
to the problems that beset the two great pillars of
our society, work and the family. I did not hear
anything in the speech I have just listened to that
addressed either of those problems. They seem to be
a central thing facing us, but I heard nothing in the
previous speech that addressed either of those
pillars of concern, which should be proper concerns
in this Parliament.
When you have a prorogation of Parliament and a
welter of appropriation and address-in-reply
speeches, what you learn is whether there is a sense
of new direction or not. I would suggest - Mr Mildenhall- What about accountability?

Mr DOYLE - I will get to accountability. I
would remind the honourable member for Footscray
that on previous occasions he has chosen to interject

Mr DOYLE - The honourable member for
Albert Park and I spoke at fora - public
meetings - on the Malvern Clinic. I inform the
house that that outpatient facility in Glenferrie Road,
which is in a state of considerable disrepair, was
formerly a beautiful house of the Victorian era
situated on extensive grounds. I believe the house
was once the home of an original director of BHP
and a wonderful example of Victorian architecture
- at least from the outside.
It was once an in-patient facility prOViding
psychiatric services to my community. More
recently it has become a facility for reintroducing
and reintegrating clients such as manic depressives
and schizophrenics back into the community.
Neither side of the house would disagree that that is
the way we should go in treating people in our
society who are not of sound mind or who have
behavioural difficulties.
Nevertheless questions were asked concerning what
we should do with the facility. I did not announce
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with fanfare my intended visit. It is an easy walk
down Glenferrie Road from my office. "This
enormous facility was practically empty. Between 8
and 10 clients were involved in what the staff said
were mind-extension activities - they were playing
Scrabble!
The entire building was in a sort of depressing
disorder. Rooms were locked up. One of the things
you can do, with quite productive results, is ask to
see the worst parts of a building. I asked to see the
lavatories. I saw what can only be described as
Dickensian conditions, certainly not conditions we
should ask others to put up with.
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who offer assistance but who worked in appalling
and hot conditions, with signs on the doors which
state, 'Please close door so cats don't get birds' as
Workspan did?
I have not mentioned the terminally ill who will
now use that facility. We moved people out to new
facilities, which I have visited and found to be filled
with light and space. Change is not always
comfortable; in fact, it is rarely comfortable. In this
case we have four groups who are better off. We
have managed change for clients in four groups - a
much better result. It is easy to criticise and
hypothesise and make things up when you are not
in those communities.

Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr DOnE - He was there and knows the
dishonesty of that interjection, whether we asked or
not. Yes, change is difficult for that clientele. They
would prefer no change at all, but we were
detennined to get the best outcome for a range of
groups in that commwlity who were using that
facility. The upkeep was impossible and renovation
was out of the question. It was very costly to run.
The search began for new premises. As the
honourable member for Albert Park knows, in a
debate such as that it is not just a matter of one
section of the commwtity being vulnerable because
four vulnerable groups were affected. One included
the members of the Obsessive Compulsive Disorder
Foundation. I wonder whether the honourable
member spoke to them. Did he talk to them? The
answer is no.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DOnE - Just a second! If you really want to
make fun of people who are vulnerable, please go
ahead. Otherwise, please listen. Those people have a
disorder.
Mr Micallef - How patronising.
Mr DOnE - Not me of them, I would argue.
Mr Micallef - Of you.
Mr DOYLE - There is good cause for that! Do
not be patronising when talking about the mentally
ill. What do you do when you ask somebody, 'What
is the nature of your disorder?' and he says, 'I tear at
my hair until it comes out of my scalp and then I eat
it. I cannot stop myself doing it. It distresses me, but
I cannot stop doing it'? Did you speak to the people

Let us talk briefly about local government. That
caused some pain because when we originally
decided to reorganise we were acting on a long-time
need to reorganise the third tier of government. We
had a plan to do it.
Mr Mildenhall interjected.
Mr DOYlE - I wonder whether the honourable
member for Footscray is still bitter about the football
finals. He is not normally so vocal; he is making
about the same amount of sense as he normally
does. Submissions were made to the Local
Government Board on Malvern, Prahran and
Caulfield and the division which I believed was
inappropriate.
Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr DOYlE - The honourable member for
Albert Park asks whether I talked to the people.
About 350 letters poured into my office. We
approached the Local Government Board. The local
community was still not happy with the final report;
but honourable members may remember that I
raised the matter in the house with the Minister for
Planning. The process was in place and could work.
If the community wants it, you should present it
cogently and without the bovine passions heard
from the other side.
We got a community result by presenting an
intelligent argument. That final report has led to a
better solution. An area of my electorate, the
Gascoigne Estate, will press local government to do
something it has never done before -namely, to
write into planning schemes what it believes is
appropriate for its areas. The people of the area will
be pro-active in getting their local government
representatives to actually represent them. That is
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entirely appropriate and a great result. It would
never have happened without this process.
Therefore, we got the best result for the community,
the creation of a new City of Stonnington. I will
speak later about that and about the benefits it will
bring. The thing that impressed me was that
although change was uncomfortable and although
people were not happy with it at first, the process
was followed with probity. The result was most
benefidal for my residents and my area.
Mr Mildenhall interjected.
Mr DOYlE - Because they have their voices
listened to. That is what they wanted to do. The
process was one of listening to others. They are
happy with the support they received. Naturally,
they were unhappy at first, but when they listened
and talked, the process worked. They are happy
now. What more do you want?
I wish to talk about a third area - that is, education.
If we talk about the pain of change, two schools in
my area could be described as great examples of
feeling that pain. We get accusations thrown at us of
preference and cronyism and mateship. The two
schools had declining enrolments. They were no
longer viable. I could argue that the Labor Party's
attitude would be to throw a buck or two at the
problem.
Money is not the only problem when numbers fall to
200, to 150, to 100 and then to 80 students. The Labor
government would have said, 'Don't worry about
that, just prop it up'. The schools were the Malvern
Girls High School and the Gardiner Primary School.
Enrolments fell so low they would not be considered
viable under any scheme. The changing
demographics of my electorate meant that would
continue.
There is a shift in my electorate from the Tooronga
Road end to the centre and my entire electorate is
ageing. What does one do with two schools like
that? The government took the hard dedsion and
closed both schools. That was difficult, but we
ensured that all students had places in new schools,
that teachers were placed in new schools and both
aims were achieved.
I listened carefully to the contribution of the
honourable member for Bundoora. If I were a
betting man I would have money on her as the next
Leader of the Opposition. I would bypass the
honourable member for Albert Park. When she
spoke of the education of girls I was astonished that
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she did not mention the birth of Melbourne Girls
College, which I have visited and am most
impressed with. I exhort it to follow that path of
excellence, not to compromise, and give parents the
choice of an excellent all-girls schools within the
state system. I hope in the future that that school
will be acknowledged as one of the leading schools
in the state.
Pain was caused when the high school in Tooronga
Road was closed. Next to that is Malvern Primary
School, next to the high school's VictOrian,
tuck-pOinted, Hawthorn brick, slate-roofed building.
We allowed the primary school to expand into that
restored Victorian building. The enlarged park
behind the school has allowed the school to share
the land with the community to get the best result.
The school community uses the facility during the
day and the community can use the area and the
barbecue facilities after 5 p.m. - it is a sharing of
public and private resources in a community setting.
We have removed the relocatables from the site and
are using it in a better way.
One of the projects of which I am most proud
concerns the Gardiner Primary School site in
Osborne Street, where there are many flats. It is a
younger, high-density area and the school did not
need to be there. The question asked was whether
we needed private developers to buy that site and
build more flats in the centre of the electorate, which
already lacks open space. My answer was no; we
needed to close the school because of falling
enrolments, at some pain to the community, and
shift it elsewhere. How could we best do that?
Through the Minister for Planning and the Urban
Land AuthOrity, the entire site was sold to the
Malvern Elderly Citizens Welfare Association
(MECWA). It developed this enormous site
surrounded by high-density flats while ensuring
that 10 or 11 per cent of the area would be open
space. Some 13 small, self-contained independent
living units are to be built on one side.
Many aged people in my electorate live in large
houses which they cannot afford to maintain but
there is nowhere for them to move and still be
independent. This development provides that
choice. They can be hooked into the MECW A
system, and as they get more frail and require
medical attention alarms can be put into the units
and can be connected directly to the other MECWA
development on that site - a hostel of 50 beds. That
is desperately needed, and there are future plans for
a day centre. What a triumph! Of course, a school
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had to close in my area for this to occur, but that is
commonsense.
I have spoken previously about how new schools
are developed in Berwick and other growth
corridors, and I commend the Minister for Education
for the work he has done. My community needs
accommodation for the elderly in the communities
which they know and in which they live because
they do not wish to leave. This development is a
great triumph because it has open space surrounded
bv flats and is in harmony with the entire electorate.
I cannot imagine anything better. MECW A already
has 76 hostel and 30 nursing home beds and it has
additional plans to open a 50-bed hospital in
Greville Street, Prahran. What a wonderful example
that is of government working with a
non-government agency to provide for the needs of
a particular community. If you can offer me a better
example I will offer my congratulations to that
development, but I am particularly proud of this
project. Everyone is a winner in our community,
particularly the aged, who are delighted that
MECW A will expand in this way.
I now refer to small business. When I first stood for
Parliament I spent a lot of time pounding the streets,
as we all do. I am very proud of the Glenferrie
Road-High Street shopping strips, but when I
walked along those streets in 1992 there was a
plethora of notices for sales of businesses and notices
of businesses closing down. That is not happening
now. I am talking of shop space of 900 square
metres, 1100 square metres and 1500 square
metres - two person or three person businesses.
When I walked along those roads recently I counted
two businesses displaying for sale signs and one was
being let. I could not find any for sale signs on
businesses in High Street. There is a waiting list for
small businesses to start up in those streets, and that
is a display of confidence by local traders.
Just off High Street in the block bounded by High
Street, Glenferrie Road, Kooyong Road and
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Wattle tree Road is a vibrant shopping area. It is an
interesting excursion to walk through that area. My
local government unit would say that we have had
record development over the past two years. During
1993-94 the peak of a boom was reached, but it is
sustainable as the number of planning applications
testify. In the last financial year 421 planning
applications were received compared with 324 in
1992-93 and 290 in 1991-92. That is an increase of
30 per cent and 45 per cent respectively over the
previous two years. The value of planning
applications total $73.1 million and many of those
developments will be of benefit to my community.
The most Significant include a 122-unit development
proposal for the former Chitty's wood yard site
valued at nearly $6 million; a l06-unit development
proposal for the former Kildara school site valued at
512 million; alterations and additions for the
Lauriston school site valued at $16 million; and
about 10 000 square metres of retail floor area with
1600 multi-deck car spaces at the Chadstone
shopping centre valued at $25 million.
Other major development applications include a
30-unit development in Wattletree Road valued at
53.5 million; a 13-unit development in Glenferrie
Road valued at $2.5 million; a 20-unit development
in Huntingtower Road valued at $2.4 million; a
12-unit development in Mercer Road valued at
51.5 million; and a 25-unit development in
Wattletree Road valued at $1.5 million.
This development activity means jobs as a result of
the confidence generated by the Kennett
government. That is what is happening just in my
electorate as a result of this government's policy.
The City of Stonnington sees itself as a dty of
traders, which is the focus of development in my
area. I seek leave to incorporate two tables in
Hansard. I have shown the tables to the leader of
opposition business in the house.

Leave granted, tables as follows:
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SELECTED
LGA

Locations

1,759

% of MSD

Floor
space

Wages &
salaries

Turnover

$'000

$'000

91-92

m2

16.160

246.936

1,446.986

8.2

440.000

9,290

92,246

797,606

4.5

297.000

85,856

7,053
5.986
5,140

78.120
60.885
49.381

696.sn
494.438
398,994

3.9
2.8
2.3

231,000
168,000
136,000

98.763
82,599

3.738
3,098
2,574

34.712
29,223
29,755

293,869

1.7
1.6
1.5

114,000
163.000
98.000

78.617
89,631
99,587

Persons
employed

lamalgamated
Councils In
bOld)

Melbourne

993

tumover
based on

Turnover
per
person
employed

Turnover
per ftoor
space
$m2
3289

CSO
Boroondarra

2689

(Inclucung K_
Haw & Clwell)

Morrabbtn
Waveney
Port Phillip

1.081

808
1.029

n.625

3013

2944
2934

(IncludIng pt Meltl
J 5tK f 5th Meltl)

CauJfleld
Oaklel9h

856
591

589

2n,6n
256.337

25n
1701
2614

Source: RetBilngin VictorlB 1991-1992 - ASS Catalogue 8623.2

2.2

SPECIALIST SHOPPING

HELf:OLlRNE'S TOP 10 FASHION LOCATIONS
AREA

MARKET SHARE

CBe

13.9

Preston
Knox
Sunshine
Moorabbin
Richmond
Camberwell
Frankston

4.5
4.5
4.4
3.8
3.1
3.0
2.6

Melbourne Central
Northland
Knox City
Highpoint
South land
Bridge Road
Burke Road
I Hub

Source: Knirj7t Frank Hooker study results pnnted in The Age 26/l194.
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Mr DOYLE - I thank the house for that courtesy.
I shall not go through the tables in detail, but the
first table shows the amount of retail floor space
within the City of Stonnington, which will have
more retail dollar turnover than the central business
district by 1997. As a city, we are already the no. 1
retail fashion location. The city is booming and there
is a resurgence of confidence in business, but we are
talking of one, two or three-people businesses,
people who have put their livelihoods on the line by
opening their doors for business. That speaks
volumes for the local confidence and for what the
government has done.
I hope I have achieved what I have tried to do, and
that is to show in some small way, as a contrast to
the unsubstantiated rhetoric of the honourable
member for Albert Park, the real things that happen
at the micro level in a single electorate as a result of
this government's policies.

Of course change can cause some pain; it can cause
discomfort; it can cause uncertainty. But change can
lead to a better world. When you look at the result of
61 seats to 27 in the house, you can see that in
October 1992 an awful lot of Victorians were
pleading for a better world.
How can you get to a better world? You need a
couple of jmall things. You need the will to make
changes. We have heard a lot of bleating and
rhetoric from the other side about changes that have
been made. At my level I have shown how the
changes have been beneficial not just for my
electorate but for the state.
You need more than that. You need a vision about
where you see the state going and where you see
your children growing up. You need wisdom.
Mr Maclellan - Do remember you made a
promise to the honourable member for Footscray!
Mr DOYLE - The honourable member for
Footscray is not here, but promises to the
honourable member for Footscray should be kept. I
thank the minister for his help, as always.
You have to have the will to carry through reform
and change. Would there be anyone on that side or
this side of the house who would not characterise
the government as haVing that will? There would
not. Those changes have been made. In a small way I
have tried to show how they have been beneficial in
my electorate.
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This is a government of achievement. I am a member
of that government, with considerable pride. You
get a sense of pride not just because of the
achievement but also because of the resurgence. I do
not pretend that I am responsible for the resurgence
but I am glad to be part of it.
I am proud to be part of what I would suggest is a
good government. That is what I would go out and
trumpet: this is a good government. Honourable
members opposite might deny that, but show us the
specifics. I have shown the Malvern, local specifics
of how we are a good government and I rest my
pride on that.

Mr MICALLEF (Springvale) - Having the
honour of following that speech is a dubious honour.
Mrs Peulich - It must be intimidating. You must
be embarrassed.
Mr MICALLEF - It is intimidating. I wonder
where the honourable member for Malvern got his
ideas? He must have been reading Alice in
Wonderland while I was reading Upton Sinc1air's The
Jungle. I wonder which of us got the best out of
what. I think I got a bit of reality and the honourable
member for Malvern got a bit of the esoteric
nonsense that he was coming out with.
He started off in a fine way talking about the
workplace, tensions within the family and child care
but presented no substance, of course, which is
usual - plenty of rhetoric and no substance. Then
he talked about obsessive personality disorders.
Or Napthine interjected.
Mr MICALLEF - Obsessive compulsive
personality disorders. With the honourable member
for Portland I considered the reference of the Social
Development Committee on mental disturbance and
community safety. We did not come across people
with those sorts of disorders. The previous speaker
has followed the former member for Malvern, who
had such a disorder, and I understand the present
member has an obsessive compulsive personality
disorder. If you put it in context the speech he has
just made makes sense, so that is what I will follow
on from.
Mr Ooyle interjected.
Mr MICALLEF - Victoria on the move is a real
challenge.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Maughan) Order! Could I ask the honourable member for
Springvale to withdraw his imputation against the
current honourable member for Mordialloc?
Mr MICALLEF - Which one was that? I said the
previous honourable member for Malvern had an
antisocial disorder.
Or Napthine - That is what he is asking you to
withdraw.
Mr MICALLEF - I withdraw. Don't worry about
it.
During the two years of the so-called Kennett
government it has given us Victoria on the move all
right. Which way? Up, down, sideways, backwards?
It certainly has been a move away from ten years of
social justice, 10 years of good government, 10 years
of a sympathetic government that did relate to the
people.
What have we had? Violent attacks on working
people, violent attacks on people who cannot defend
themselves - that is what we have had from this
government. It is an absolute disgrace! The award
conditions of working people have been severely
restricted. The judiciary has been threatened and
independent tribunals and commissioners such as
Moira Rayner have effectively been got rid of or
dismissed. Parliamentary democracy has certainly
been replaced by the rule of the schoolyard bully
tactics that this Premier and his thugs in cabinet tend
to go by. It is an absolute disgrace!
The first anniversary of the Kennett government was
marked with a blowout in the state's unemployment
figures. We became the mecca of unemployment in
A ustralia very quickly in the Kennett government's
first year. We have continued down that road with
the sacking or retrenchment of 40 000 public
servants. lhat is an absolute disgrace because many
of those servants were necessary to deliver essential
public services in health, welfare and community
services, along with transport and other areas of
government responsibility. lhat is an absolute
shame.
During my 11 years in Parliament I have never seen
anything like the abuse of the parliamentary
processes that I have seen in the past two years. We
have had the employee relations legislation and bills
relating to Workcover and vital industries all
rammed through Parliament in the early hours of
the morning, without proper debate or proper
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community consultation. That is the hallmark of this
government and it is an absolute disgrace. The aim
was to make Victoria more competitive through
lowering the working conditions of people, and it
was achieved in a limited way only because workers
were able to move across to the safety net of federal
awards.
The government was flexible. For example, it
approved an $8 million package for the head of
Tabcorp, which to me is obscene. It is an absolute
disgrace that those sorts of wage and salary
packages are condoned by the government when at
the same time it is attempting to drive down normal
wages and conditions and to put up the taxes and
charges for each household to around $1200. You are
certainly driving down the living conditions and the
quality of life of ordinary working people who in the
main populate the state of Victoria. With 120 people
leaving the state each day we will soon be making
Queensland a more highly populated state than
Victoria.
Of course the government has money to waste on
High Court challenges. Over the past 12 months
$700 000 has been spent by this government on
fighting moves by state award workers across to
federal awards.
We have seen $40() 000 spent on radio and print
advertising campaigns against the federal
government's new industrial legislation, which is an
absolutely scandalous waste of taxpayers' money.
We have seen between $3000 and $4000 paid to
barristers such as Mr lan Douglas, QC, to represent
the government at national wage cases to oppose
workers getting increases. lhat is the sort of
government we have in Victoria.
On top of that we have massive cuts to education

which have resulted in the closure of more than 250
schools and the loss of 11 OOO-odd teachers. Class
sizes have risen, which is not good for the future of
education in the state.
The health budget has been cut extensively. The
previous opposition member talked about cuts in
funding to hospitals like the Monash Medical
Centre. That is a hospital we are very proud of; it is a
model public hospital. We are now seeing case mix
introduced in a climate of heavy budget cuts, which
is making a mockery of the system. The case-mix
method has placed cruel pressure on public
hospitals to treat the maximum number of people in
the shortest possible time in a climate in which their
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budgets have been cut to the ]:.')ne. That is not a
good way of governing the state.

than the year before. It is a nonsense to say there is
an increase in the budget.

Country areas have suffered enonnously. The
National Party has been reticent in taking on the
government. National Party members seem to have
accepted the perks, commissions, cars, extra money
and duchessing that goes with being in government.
They have compromised themselves and do not
represent their electorates in a proper way.

The situation is worse when you look at details of
the budget estimates. The wages and salary
allocations in the ethnic affairs budget for 1994-95
were 5451 000, more than 40 per cent lower than the
wages and salaries allocation of $782000 provided
in the 1993-94 budget. It would be hard to find
another area in the budget where a budget allocation
has suffered a reduction of such proportions. It is a
rare distinction that ethnic affairs could well do
without. The cut to the ethnic affairs budget is quite
significant.

The government's privatisation program has been a
disaster. The Tabcorp float was an embarrassment to
a government run by so-called competent business
people. It has been an absolute disaster! The salary
package of the chairman is also an embarrassment to
the government. The move towards the privatisation
of electridty, gas and water is not in the best
interests of Victorians and Australians. There will be
quite a reaction to that from the community and if
the government is able to get away with it now - I
do not think it will- it will not get away with it at
the next election.
Mr Weideman interjected.
Mr MICALLEF - I certainly will. The action of
the government in taking away FOI access reeks of
trying to keep things from the community.
Exempting projects like the grand prix at Albert
Park and Crown Casino and removing public
scrutiny from various pieces of legislation is
disastrous for democracy. It smells of the 19305 and
a return to fascist tendendes that grew up in that
period..
It is good to see that the government is committed to
ethnic affairs! In an answer to a question the other
day and in a response to an interjection which asked
him to back up his support for ethnic communities,
the Premier said, 'What we have given to ethnic
communities is good government'. That is an
ab~lute mockery. Cuts to health services, award
conditions, transport and so on have in the main
affected people from non-English speaking
backgrounds. It is an absolute mockery to say that
the government has given the community good.
government.

The 1994-95 budget allocation for ethnic affairs has
not even kept pace in real terms with the allocation
made in 1993-94. Actual program outlays in 1993-94
were $1.697 million and the figure in 1994-95 is
antidpated to be $1.726 million, less than 2 per cent
higher. After inflation of 2 per cent a year is taken
into account the allocation in real terms is even less

The eleven-fold increase in allowances for
superannuation contributions from $4000 in 1993-94
to 545 000 in 1994-95 is consistent with the
government's generous policy of charging the
previously non-funded government contributions to
the state's superannuation fund. However, it
effectively reduces the ethnic affairs allocation for
service provision by 541 000.
The works and services component of ethnic affairs,
which basically means furniture and equipment and
office alterations, has been increased from $4000 in
1993-94 to $23 000 in 1994-95 - almost a six-fold
increase - and effectively reduces the ethnic affairs
allocation in real terms by $19 000.
We note that the $1454 000 identified in the budget
under 'Receipts classified as outlays' and 'Charges
and reimbursements' refers to the removal of
Victorian interpreting and translating services from
ethnic affairs. It is now trea ted as a separate
self-funding unit, which has to generate its own
income and pay its own bills.
Unfortunately we can say that the Kennett
government again insults ethnic communities - it
treats them badly.
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) -On a point
of order, Mr Speaker, the honourable member for
Springvale is well aware through numerous
departmental briefings that more than $7 million of
the interpreting budget is split up between
departments.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Warrandyte will resume his seat. There
is no point of order. If the honourable member
wishes to refute what is being said I will call him
later.
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Mr MICALLEF (Springvale) - The opposition
condemns the Kennett government for failing to
recognise and adequately fund ethnic communities
in the state budget. The meagre amount of $300 000
promoted as a 50 per cent increase in the budget was
an absolute insult and should be seen as such by
ethnic communities. Ethnic communities are
running out of patience with the Kennett
government. The budget does not acknowledge the
valuable work carried out by ethnic organisations.
Under the previous government the Ethnic Affairs
Commission and the Office of Ethnic Affairs were
properly resourced and supported to carry out their
charters. There has certainly been a major move
away from that position and the Kennett
government has significantly downgraded the
Ethnic Affairs Commission. It has removed its
advocacy and investigative roles, stripped it of its
resources and made it a part-time advisory
committee.
If the Ethnic Affairs Commission is to meet the
Premier's goal of broadening its involvement and
strengthening Victoria's multicultural fibre it will
need a Significant increase in the injection of
resources. We do not see that coming in the
foreseeable future. Again I say that that is an
absolute insult to ethnic communities. We wonder
why this government treats ethnic communities so
badly.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Warrandyte is out of order, as is the
honourable member for Bentleigh.
Mr MICALLEF - We wonder why this
government treats ethnic communities so badly
when we see the conduct of some government
backbenchers like the honourable member for
Cranbourne who, following the shooting of New
South Wales Labor MP Mr John Newman, called for
tougher penalties for foreign nationals who break
the law in Australia. His source of wisdom was
reported in The Cranbourne Independent of
14 September, where he says:
The main violence we see now is coming from the
Asian and European communities. They are
introducing a bad element into our society. It is not
coming from the third and fourth generation
Australians. It is coating from the new Australians ...

That is the sort of tenninology used by backbenchers
of this government.
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He went on to say:
... If laws are passed bringing with them greater
penalties for these foreigners, I don't think security
measures to this extent will be required. It's not the
Australian community that is the problem.

He really does knife ethnic communities with those
sorts of comments.
Then of course there were the celebrated comments
of the honourable member for Mordialloc, who said
things to ethnic communities. Mr Luigi Danielis, a
community worker, and Ms Cathy Grutzner, who
visited Mr Leigh's office, were told:
That's the trouble with you migrants, you come over
here and wreck the country.

The Premier has described the incident as
regrettable. However, the fact is that the statement
was made, 'That is the trouble with you migrants'. It
is those types of statements-An Honourable Member - How do you know
that is a fact? You don't.
Mr MICALLEF - I am quoting from - An honourable member interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! I have already asked the
honourable member for Warrandyte to remain
silent. He will abide by the Chair's ruling, otherwise
I will have to take action against him.
Mr MICALLEF - I am quoting from a press
release by the Southern Ethnic Advisory and
Advocacy Council, which was alarmed at the recent
encounter with the honourable member for
Mordialloc, Mr Geoff Leigh.
The situation got a bit heated after they questioned
Mr Leigh about some comments that were made
about-Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - On a point of
order, Mr Speaker, I know that the honourable
member for Springvale is well aware of the forms of
the house. TIlree times now in the last couple of
minutes he has referred to the honourable member
for Mordialloc by the wrong name. I request that
you draw his attention to this.
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The SPEAKER - Order! I uphold the point of
order. I ask the honourable member for Springvale
to use the correct terminology.

order. At the same time I ask the honourable
member for Springvale to temper his language and
to use some moderation.

Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) - On a further
point of order, Mr Speaker, the honourable member
who is being impugned in the house at the moment,
the honourable member for Mordialloc, has already
denied the claims being made in the house by the
honourable member for Springvale. Therefore I
think it is incumbent on the honourable member for
Springvale to look at the fact that he is impugning
an honourable member who has denied the
claim--

Mr MICALLEF (Springvale) - I accept what you
say, Mr Speaker. I was quoting from a press release
by that organisation which was sent to The Leader
newspaper by the South Eastern Ethnic Advisory
and Advocacy Council. I certainly feel that it had
strong reasons to be concerned, so much so that the
Leader of the Opposition, as was said today by the
Premier, wrote to the Acting Race Discrimination
Commissioner. I accept that sometimes people use
racist terms in a way that is not proper, and I have
been subjected to that sort of attack myself in this
house. Looking at things in context, I certainly think
that saying someone is beaten by somebody else is
the same as the behaviour I have just been talking
about in this state.

The SPEAKER - Order! There is no point of
order. I remind the house that any member can
refute what is being said by the honourable member
for Springvale at the appropriate time.
Mr MICALLEF (Springvale) - Thank you,
Mr Speaker. The press release goes on to say:
The situation heated up to the extent that Mr Leigh told
Mt Daniells to 'f..k off', and that 'I am a very busy man,
too busy to waste my time on this'. He then began to
shout and screamed at Mr Danielis to 'get out or I'll call
the police.' After being unable to resume a

conversation, Mc Danielis got up to leave, still arguing
with Mr Leigh.

I wish to draw attention to the letter written by the
opposition to the Acting Race Discrimination
Commissioner, Mr Mick Dodson, drawing attention
to two members of Parliament, one the honourable
member for Cranbourne and the other the
honourable member for Mordialloc, calling for
tougher penalties. That shows that this government
does not think highly of ethnic communities. It is an
absolute tragedy, when 40 per cent of all Victorians
come from a non-English-speaking background,
either first or second generation.

As Mr Daniells was leaving, Mr Leigh said, '1 hope you

never get any more government funding' and on
Mt Danielis's departure shouted, 'That's the trouble

with you migrants, you come over here and wreck the
country:

Those are the sorts of comments made by members
of this government. You ought to be ashamed of
yourselves.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Springvale will address the Chair.

Honourable members interjecting.
MrHONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) -Ona point
of order, Mr Speaker, as a backbencher of this
government I take offence at the words used
impugning me as a racist and I ask that they be
withdrawn.
The SPEAKER - Order! The allegation made by
the honourable member for Springvale was not
against an individual member. I believe it was a
collective word and I do not uphold the point of

If we look at the parties, we see that 25 per cent of all
Labor MPs have a background other than
Anglo-Celtic - only 23 out of 91. I think there is a
very real difference between the parties in the way
they relate to ethnic communities. It is a disgrace
that this government talks about good government
but does not deliver good government to ethnic
communities. If this government is to attract the
support of ethnic communities it has to lift its game.

The other area of ethnic communities I address is
recognition of overseas qualifications. I am currently
working on a case involving a Or A, who was a
paediatrician in El Salvador. He approached my
electorate office some time ago. He had not been in
paid employment for more than two years since the
closure of Nylex, where he was employed in a
non-medical capacity. I think he was a process
worker. His wife was out of paid employment and
his two children were attending secondary schools.
I made representations on Or A's behalf to the
Australian Medical Council which resulted in the
council advising Or A that the Royal Australasian
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College of Surgeons had been selected to conduct an
assessment of his field of specialisation, paediatric
surgery. Or A's approach to my electorate office
arose out of the requirement stipulated by the
Australian Medical Council that an up-front, initial
assessment and interview fee of $500 had to be paid
to the college before the assessment could be
undertaken.

'This is not the first such case that has come to my
attention. I know of a case involving two doctors
from El Salvador, a husband and wife. One is a
gynaecolOgist and the other is a university lecturer
who delivers leaflets to letterboxes. It is a tragedy
that there are such untapped resources in the
community. The government needs to do more, but
a lot of it is the responsibility of professional
organisations.
Or A did not have $500. He approached the Federal

Department of Social Security to get assistance with
the $500 fee but he was met with the response that
his case did not fall within the department's
guidelines. His approaches to private foundations
and charitable groups have also been unsuccessful.
My office made representations on his behalf to the
federal government, because I believe that all
governments should take responsibility for issues
such as this, and we have been informed that Or A
may receive some support. I wrote to the shadow
health minister explaining Or A's circumstances and
suggesting that the prepayment of $500 be taken up
as a more general issue.
My electorate office made personal representations
to the local CES and to various other groups in the
area to try to get support for Or A. The Minister for
Industry and Employment received advice that the
$500 fee would be reduced to 5250, so our
representations have resulted in the fee being
lowered. The assessment of Or A by the Royal
Australasian College of Surgeons would be
interpreted as the equivalent of a retraining
program-The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr ELDER
(Ripon).
Debate adjourned until next day.
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Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - I wish to make
a personal explanation. On Tuesday, 11 October, the
Premier, in responding to my interjection, said:
I wonder if you would say that outside on the steps?
Come on! This man here who actually misleads the
AAT to try to get information - -

'This statement by the Premier is not true. I have
never misled the Administrative Appeals Tribunal.
During the recent AAT case regarding grand prix
documents my evidence was challenged by counsel
for the government Judge Warren Fagan's judgment
states:
I now rule the material is relevant and admissible as
bearing on various aspects of 'the public interest'
arising in the case. The evidence of Mildenhall goes to
the issues of public accountability of government, use
of the park and tends to show widespread public
concern.

'This is the only reference to my evidence and it
substantiates my emphatic denial of the Premier's
allegation.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment).

ADJOURNMENT
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

City of Dandenong
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) - In
raising an important matter for the attention of the
Minister for Planning, I express a hope that he will
come into the house to address it. I refer the minister
to an issue that he seems to be confused about He
would be aware that the previous Labor government
was committed to and declared Oandenong to be
the capital city of the south east

It is important to the people for Oandenong to be
declared the second city of Melbourne. In all
respects Oandenong functions as a second city,
whether it is in the retail, commercial or industrial
sectors. There is a great deal of concern that the
minister may not be committed to declaring

ADJOURNMENT

ASSEMBLY

1000

Dandenong a second city. Of course, the minister
would be aware of the commitments made by the
Labor government which have now come to fruition.
It is pleasing to see that the state government has
continued with the various projects, although it has
tried to stop projects like the new police and courts
complex. The new railway station, funded by the
Better Cities program, will be officially opened in
December. The previous government was
committed to having Dandenong regarded as a
second city of Melbourne and prOViding the
infrastructure that was crucial to acknowledging
that role.
The minister would also be aware that within a
decade Dandenong will be the geographic centre of
Melbourne. As the Premier and the government
should know, it is important for marketing,
employment opportunities and new investment
opportunities that a tag such as the second city of
Melbourne or the capital of the south-east is
important in attracting job growth and development.
On behalf of the people of Dandenong I ask the
minister to spell out to Parliament and the people of
Dandenong whether he is committed to Dandenong
as the capital of the south-east. This should be a
bipartisan issue. There is concern that this minister is
not necessarily being supportive of Melbourne's
metropolitan strategy. This is the minister's
opportunity to clear up the matter. It is crucial for us
out in Dandenong that we have official recognition
from the state government as the capital of the
south-east.
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intensive activity - headed, 'Public transport
forum -10 October'. The flier said:
I am writing to invite you to a public transport forum
which I will be chairing next Monday evening,
10 October, at the Godfrey Street Community House ...

This particular venue has become very popular with
the ALP, and I certainly hope it is paying the
appropriate hiring charges.
The forum has been organised as a result of much

concern expressed to me over recent months about the
poor state of public transport in the Bentleigh area.

As a result of this intense concern that has been
referred to, only 5 members of the community,
12 members of the ALP and 8 members of the PTUA
turned up to the public transport forum.
The one Significant issue that arose as a result of that
was the fact that bus shelters were not adequately
marked with route numbers. That is the Significant
concern in the Bentleigh electorate, and I ask the
minister to consider investigating the feasibility of
undertaking this work initially in order to improve
the convenience of public transport.
That was relayed to my office the next day by some
of the attendees who felt more confident that I
would be able to represent their interests than those
at a poorly attended ALP function, despite
numerous efforts and much activity to generate or
exaggerate concerns.

Bentleigh public transport services

Victorian State Football League

MI5 PEULICH (Bentleigh) -In the absence of
the Minister for Public Transport I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Industry and
Employment a matter relating to transport services
in the Bentleigh electorate. Over some weeks there
has been a scurrilous drumming up of concerns
regarding transport services in the Bentleigh
electorate by the opposition. It began with the
opposition spokesman actually visiting the
electorate to give this issue a higher profile. This was
followed up by the honourable member for Clayton
who has added his public profile in support of this
endeavour. Of course this is while the honourable
member for Clayton fails to attend many very
important local community events and activities and
fails to represent his constituents. In addition, just
last Monday night my opponent, the ALP candidate
in the local area, conducted a public transport
forum. He distributed letterbox fliers - that is fairly

Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - In the absence of
the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Racing, I
direct the attention of the Minister for Industry and
Employment to the establishment of the new
Victorian State Football League, which will replace
the old Victorian Football Association. Now that we
have lost the old VFL and have an Australian
Football League, quite rightly, the state league will
not be just Melbourne based but will include the
country as well.
Consequently, because of the inclusion of country
teams, fewer metropolitan teams will be required.
That all seems logical except that there appears to be
some threat to the Williamstown Football Club,
which was established in 1864. The club, which is
130 years old, is reputed to be one of the oldest
sporting clubs in Australia. With its 130-year history,
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Victoria.

history, I must say. The homestead is histOriC, even
though at the moment it is in a derelict condition.

Because of the establishment of the new league and
the requirement for only eight metropolitan teams
and eventually four from the country, the
Williamstown, Port Melbourne or Coburg club
might have to go. There has been some discussion
that Williamstown may be the club to go, and that
would be a tragedy.

The community recently held a meeting which set
up the Friends of Pontville. A number of local
historical societies and other interested bodies
attended. There was great support for the
restoration of the homestead and particularly for
placing it on the Victorian Historic Buildings
Register.

One of the ludicrous suggestions is that old
opponents Williamstown and Port Melbourne
merge and use the Port Melbourne ground. That
would be untenable and unthinkable and would not
work. It would not help the people in the western
suburbs who dearly want to continue to support a
football team in the west. I understand positive
progress is being made and that sense will prevail.
The new Victorian State Football League may accept
nine metropolitan clubs, including one extra country
team, to avoid a bye.

The committee I chair is represented by Melbourne
Parks and Waterways, which is the owner of the
building, the City of Doncaster and Templestowe,
the Warrandyte Historical Society, the Doncaster
and Templestowe Historical Society and a
representative from the heritage branch of the
minister's department.

I seek from the minister a report on the progress of
the new league. What teams will eventually be
established? How will teams with long histories,
including the Williamstown Football Club, be
included in the league? Will there be adequate
representation across Victoria, particularly across
the Western suburbs, which want to attract their
populations towards football teams in which they
have some ownership, as is the case with the
Footscray Football Club?

Melbourne Parks and Waterways does not oppose
the placing of this historic building on the register,
and it is expected to be only a formality. I ask the
minister to give active consideration to supporting
the placement of Pontville on the register.

Western bypass

Pontville

Mr THOMSON (Pascoe Vale) - Through the
Minister for Industry and Employment; I direct to
the attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports in
another place the issue of the environment effects
statement for the Western bypass that was released
recently. I, and many other honourable members,
believe there are considerable benefits in the
Western bypass, such as the improved connections
between the Tullamarine Freeway and the West
Gate Freeway; the reduction of through traffic :1n
city streets; the reduction of city traffic, particu.arly
trucks on local streets, including streets in the City of
Essendon; the reduction of the cost of moving
freight; and so forth.

Mr PERRIN (Bulleen) - I refer the Minister for
Planning to an historic homestead in Templestowe
~alled Pontville. Firstly, I compliment the minister
on allocating some $40 000 for the restoration of the
homestead. In addition, I seek the minister's support
for the homestead to be placed on the Historic
Buildings Register. I have spoken to the local
member and apparently the building is more than
150 years old. I believe it is the oldest homestead on
the eastern side of the River Yarra, around the
Doncaster-Templestowe area.

I am, however, concerned that the environment
effects statement does not choose from the six
potential schemes that it lists. TIuee of the schemes
involve closure of the Up field line and two involve
major constructions over Mount Alexander Road,
which I believe would be Visually extremely
unattractive at what is the gateway to Melbourne at
the end of the Tullamarine Freeway. I am concerned
that the environment effects statement provides no
guidelines to the proposed tenderers on which of the
various schemes ought to be chosen.

Pontville was built by Major Charles Newman, who
first settled in the area. He had a very colourful

It is my view that scheme 5, which involves a tunnel
under Mount Alexander Road, is by far the most

Will the minister provide a report either in this
house or at a later date and use his good offices to
provide some protection for clubs such as the
Williamstown Football Club to continue in the new
league?
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preferable of them. It is more expensive than some
of the alte!"tlatives, but the Southern bypass is much
more expensive again, and it is being undertaken
having regard to the environmental sensitivity of the
area associated with the Domain tunnel and the
bypass.
Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr THOMSON - Absolutely. I believe some of
the same sort of environmental considerations
should also apply when choosing the Western
bypass route. I urge the minister to consider the
submissions being put forward by the City of
Essendon, which involve a number of
considerations. The Upfield railway line must be
retained. It is very important for public transport
users in the northern suburbs and it ought to be
extended to Craigiebum.
We should place underground the bypass between
the southern end of the Tullamarine Freeway and
Macauley Road and there should be a number of
associated measures, including the removal of the
002 and 004 routes. The Essendon council should
be permitted to introduce traffic measures in
Ormond Road, Kent Street and Ascot Vale Road. A
number of other measures proposed by the·
Essendon council should also be adopted, and
priority should be given to the Western Ring Road.
A health impact study and an environment effects
study on the proposed widening of the Tullamarine
Freeway should be carried out. I also ask that
consideration be given to the effect on the Moonee
Ponds Creek valley, which is a matter of great
concern to me.
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The minister will be aware that recently I introduced
a deputation to him, again with representatives from
the two authorities. The deputation proposed that he
consider a merger of the Black Dog Creek
Improvement Trust and the Ovens River
Management Board. During the discussions it was
proposed. that we should examine a new authority
with 12 board members, 8 of whom would represent
the Ovens River catchment area, including the
existing areas of Upper Ovens, Buffalo, King, Reedy,
Junction and Lower Ovens. The two areas to be
added are Black Dog and Indigo. The board would
thus comprise eight geographic catchment
representatives and four government nominees.
I should like confirmation that the minister will
investigate this matter and support in principle the
proposal for the absorption of the Black Dog Creek
Improvement Trust into the existing Ovens River
Management Board with representation, by
agreement, to come from existing memberships. The
state loan commitment is of the order of $185 000
and I seek departmental support for the merger with
a commencement date on 1 January 1995.

Glengarry Primary School
Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - The matter I direct
to the attention of the Minister for Education
concerns a student at the Glengarry Primary School
in my electorate. The parents of the seven-year-old
student, Mr and Mrs Woodhouse who live in
Glengarry, are concerned at the effect the teacher
reductions that have occurred in recent times will
have had on the education of their son.
Mr Elder interjected.

Ovens River Management Board
and Black Dog Creek Improvement Trust
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) - I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Natural Resources
representations I have received from the Ovens
River Management Board and the Black Dog Creek
Improvement Trust in north-eastern Victoria seeking
the merger of those authorities. The minister will be
aware that representations were made by the trust
and the board from as early as 1992.

They put to the minister the advantages and
disadvantages of the merger of the two authorities.
Although at the time, as the minister will be aware,
the two authorities were not prepared to merge into
one larger authority, they have now looked at the
project in toto and believe a merger would be the
best outcome for the future.

Mr HAMILTON -It is a school of 222 students.
The problem is that there has been a reduction in the
number of teachers at the school and, until very
recently, students who were having problems with
the learning program - it occurs in every school were able to participate in a management program.
Teachers were able to put students into smaller
groups to give them special help so that they could
catch up. However, because of the reduction in the
number of teachers, classes have grown and it has
become more difficult for the school to provide
special help for the students who have particular
learning problems.

Indeed those who are aware of education issues
would understand that students who get behind
early in their careers tend to stay behind all the time.
The parents raised. this matter with the school,
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which said that it could not do anything and that the
parents would have to get a private tutor.
These parents cannot afford a private tutor. They
believe there is a need for the school system in the
Latrobe Valley region to provide additional teachers
for special needs children. I do not think it is a big
ask. The Department of Education would recognise
the importance of students not getting behind in
their early years. I hope the minister will seriously
address the needs of students who need special help
at an important stage of their careers and will
respond favourably to it.

Portland: Henty Bay erosion
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work together with the new council and the
minister, for a relatively small amount of money we
will be able to achieve this result.
I ask that the minister take this matter up in a
positive way, as put forward by the new
commissioners of the council - Mr Hamilton - And the local member.
Dr NAYfHINE - And the local member. The
government has a track record of helping people in
need. I am sure it can continue in that vein to
provide protection for these people rather than
saying that their land can wash away, as did the
previous government.

Or NAYfHlNE (portland) - I ask the Minister
for Industry and Employment, who is at the table, to
raise with the Minister for Roads and Ports in
another place the ongoing issue in my electorate of
erosion along The Dutton Way and Henty Bay, an
issue the Premier is well aware of. He has inspected
the area a number of times and understands very
well people's concerns. The area has been subject to
erosion and the beach has gone. Rocks have been
placed along The Dutton Way and now along Henty
Bay.

Ms GARBUTI (Bundoora) - I wish to raise a
matter with the Minister for Community Services. I
see that he is not in the house. I hope he is listening
and is able to come to the chamber and respond. The
matter I raise concerns the Victorian Sport and
Recreation Association of Persons with an
Intellectual Disability - a group, incidentally,
which the government defunded recently.

The government has been of great assistance. I
remember that when I raised this matter before with
the previous Minister for Planning and
Environment, Mr Tom Roper, he said that King
Canute could not hold back the tide and he could
not care whether these people's land and houses
were washed away. Tom Roper said that he could
not give a damn.

However, before that the group put a submission to
the minister on respite. Over a year ago the
government issued two discussion papers on
respite, one on adult respite and one on child respite,
and invited people to comment. This group put in its
submission called 'Respite through recreation',
which proposed that recreation be used as an
alternative form of respite.

The previous government offered only to help
relocate the houses, whereas the Liberal-National
coalition in opposition offered assistance by
providing the people with finance through the Shire
of Heywood to help put rocks along the bays to
protect the land and houses from erosion. We
fulfilled that promise and protected the land.

They have informed me that they did not receive so
much as a simple acknowledgment from the
minister, not a phone call, not a letter, not even an
acknowledgment. I believe that for the work and
effort put in by them they deserve much more that.
They deserve the courtesy of the minister
acknowledging their work and making some
comment on it.

Further concern now has been brought to the
attention of the new supercouncil, the Shire of
Glenelg, led very ably by the Honourable Digby
Crozier. Mr Crozier has been here to meet with the
Minister for Roads and Ports. I lend my support to
the work of Mr Crozier on behalf of my constituents,
who are looking for a joint project between the new
council and the government to provide further
works on that area and a more permanent solution
to protect the Ferguson Road area and residents'
property, solving the problem once and for all. If we

Respite care: recreation program

The issue of respite has been raised many times in
this house before. I recall that on occasions as far
back as March of this year, when I raised the matter
with the minister, he indicated that he was about to
announce his decision on this matter. We are still
waiting! He said then it would be only a few weeks
and he said again in May that it would be only a few
weeks before he announced his decision, and it has
been a matter of weeks and weeks and we are still
waiting!
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It is an important issue. It is a crucial service for the

people who have a relative with an intellectual
disability whom they are caring for. The discussion
paper proposes many changes, which are causing
enormous concern to those people. It has threatened
to put limits on the number of days that they could
use the service. It did not specify whether it
included all forms of respite. It threatened to shift
the emphasis away from respite houses to in-home
respite, which does not suit a lot of people; they do
not require that sort of respite, they need a range of
options.
A number of proposals are still causing a great deal
of anxiety. I invite the minister to come into the
house and tell us how many more weeks we have to
wait before he makes his decision and tells
everybody.

Responses
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning) - The
honourable member for Dandenong raised a matter
concerning the recognition or acknowledgment of
the role of the City of Dandenong in the
south~astem part of Melbourne. I shall certainly ask
the department if it can give me some advice on the
status of that matter, and I will see whether.! can
then give consideration to it.

The honourable member for Bulleen and his
colleague the honourable member for Warrandyte
are still contending as to which electorate the
Pontville homestead is in. I understand it is very
close to the border, and a matter that is very close to
the hearts of both members, one of the members
being, as I understand it, the chairman of the
restoration committee and the other member being a
member of the Melbourne Parks and Waterways
Advisory Committee, which will be a major source
of funding for the project.
If I receive a recommendation from the Historic

Buildings Council for the addition of that building to
the historic buildings register, I shall be only too
pleased to deal with the matter expeditiously and to
forward a recommendation to the council in respect
of the building.
I urge both honourable members to maintain their
suppo~ for the registration of the building because if
it is not registered as an historic building it will not
qualify for the historic building fund.
I assume that their enthusiasm for both the
restoration program and for the classification of the
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building would have something to do with the fact
that funds might be available for it.
Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Racing) - The honourable member for
Williamstown raised a matter concerning the future
of the Williamstown Football Club. As a very good
local member he raised the matter in a factual and
non~motional way, and I congratulate him for that.
There is no doubt that he believes the Williamstown
Football Club is threatened, given that the VFA may
well disappear into the new structure of the
Victorian State Football League.
In the context of that restructure, and from early
reports, it appears likely that one out of the three
oldest clubs in the VFA, namely Port Melbourne,
Coburg and Williamstown, will go. But, as the
honourable member has said, we hope logic will
prevail, and that instead of eight teams forming that
league from metropolitan and country areas, that
nine teams will make up the league.
He asked me to report on the progress of the
decision about the teams that will comprise the
Victorian State Football League. He was really
asking me to protect Williamstown.
An Opposition Member - A big ask! Even
Nipper couldn't do that!
Mr REYNOLDS - This matter is obviously dear
to the honourable member's heart now that he
represents the area. I assure him that I have been
barracking for Williamstown nearly all my life. I saw
Ron Todd play his last game when he kicked his
999th goal in senior football. Although I am an avid
and active Fitzroy supporter, Williamstown has
always been my no. 1 in the association. Even worse
than that: I met my wife when I was working in
Williamstown. I don't know which is better: that I
barrack for the footy team or that I met my wife
there!

The SPEAKER -Order! I hope the minister's
wife gets a copy of Hansard.
Mr REYNOLDS - I will make sure that she does.
The SPEAKER - Order! So will I!
Mr REYNOLDS - Do you mean my current
wife?

Opposition members interjecting.
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Mr REYNOLDS - Like football right across the
state, the Victorian Football Association is
undergoing restructure.
Mr Gude - You are going to be restructured
when you get home, too!
Mr REYNOLDS - The Leader of the House savs
I may well undergo restructure when I get home..
There is no doubt that Victorian football is
undergoing a broad restructure. One of the
problems is that all but about two sides in the VFA
are technically bankrupt. Several of them owe more
than they make in a year, and that is the real trouble.
I believe the opportunity exists for a logical, sensible
and properly thought out restructure of the VFA or whatever name we decide to call it in the
future - so that it replaces what we older members
remember as the Victorian Football League before it
became the AFL. I assure the honourable member
that I will telephone AFL House tomorrow to try to
find out from Mr Ken Gannon how the matter is
progressing and, like him, I hope Williamstown
survives.
An Honourable Member - You can't top that!

Mr COLEMAN (Minister for Natural
Resources) - I am not going to attempt to, either. I
have a very harmonious relationship with my wife!
The honourable member for Murray Valley referred
to the proposed voluntary amalgamation between
the Ovens River Management Board and the Black
Dog Creek River Improvement Trust, which has the
support of the government The government
understands the importance of the issues raised this
evening. We should all recognise that the two
authorities have cumulative debts of something in
the order of $700 000, which is a matter with which
we need to come to terms. Nevertheless some real
benefits could flow from the merger.
The representation suggested by the honourable
member tOnight seems appropriate for the
restructured authority. Accordingly, we would want
the new authority to operate from 1 January next
year. Ongoing discussions will lead to some
resolution of the debt issue. Clearly, the beneficiaries
of the river management arrangements have been
contributing to the management of the authority,
and they will continue to do so.
As a demonstration of the effectiveness of the Ovens
River Management Authority, the work done prior
to the floods in spring 1993 has survived, in the
main, the impact of those floods. Accordingly, this
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expansion to take in the whole of the catchment will
lead to further improvements in those river
arrangements. It is something the government wants
to see in place but further discussions will be needed
on the issue. Otherwise distribution support is there
for the creation of this new authority as of the
beginning of next year.
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - The honourable member for
Bentleigh raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Public Transport. She drew attention to
the scare campaign of the Labor Party within her
electorate. The honourable member for Clayton, I
understand, was one of those who was nominated in
that particular instance. I can assure the honourable
member that the honourable member for Clayton
will not be worrying her for the time being because
not only is he not in his electorate, he is not in the
country.

The honourable member raised a concern for the
attention of the minister relating to the need,
requirement or desire for bus route numbers to be
placed on bus shelters. I am sure this matter will be
ably examined by the minister. I will draw it to his
attention.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr GUDE - I take up the interjection of the
honourable member who says it is a sensible idea. It
is indicative of the quality of government members.
The honourable member for Pascoe Vale raised a
matter for the attention of Minister for Roads and
Ports in the other place about an environment effects
statement for the Western Bypass. I will draw that
matter to the attention of the minister.
The honourable member for Morwell drew on his
experience in the teaching fraternity when he
referred to a need to assist a YOlUlgster of the
Woodhouse family and about students at the
Glengarry school. I will draw that to the attention of
the Minister for Education, but I point out to the
house that with respect to primary school
education - the area the honourable member
referred to - we have by far and away in Victoria
the best staffing formula in Australia.
Notwithstanding that, I will take up the matter with
the Minister for Education because, as all
honourable members know, he is a very caring
person who is concerned about the interests of
youngsters in our school system. I will see what can
be done.
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The honourable member for Portland raised the
perennial problem of erosion at The Dutton Way. He
was quite correct in pointing out the lack of interest
of and indeed the insults which had been levelled by
the previous administration when the former
member Mr Raper was the minister. Not only did he
not show much interest in that, but he did a pretty
poor job in health and the Treasury as well.
Mr Hamilton - And in transport.
Mr GUDE - A fantastic job in transport! I thank
the honourable member for Morwell for interjecting;
he was obviously a good friend of his former
colleague Mr Roper. Being from that side, he would
have had a very close appreciation of his failings
and no doubt was one of those who assisted
Mr Raper in making his decision to retire.
I can tell the honourable member that, in his caring
way, the minister will follow this matter through. As
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I told the house, assistance has been given. I will see
whether there cannot be more assistance to protect
this most unique part of the state.
The honourable member for Bundoora raised a
matter for the attention of the Minister for
Community Services about the Victorian Sport and
Recreation Association of Persons with an
Intellectual Disability and a submission made to
government for funding for a program proposed to
be conducted. There has been some delay in the
response from the government I shall take up the
matter with the minister and attempt to get a
prompt response.

Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 12.25 a.m. (Thursday).

