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Tuesday, 7 March 1995

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Conservation and Environment: alcohol purchases
(Question No. 148)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Natural Resources, for the Minister for Conservation and
Environment:
Since 3 October, 1992 to date, what the details are of all alcohol purchased by the Minister or his office, indicating, in
respect of each purchase - (a) the date; (b) the value; and (c) the item?

Mr COLEMAN (Minister for Natural Resources) - The answer supplied by the Minister for Conservation
and Environment is:
There have been no purchases of alcohol by me or my ministerial office since October 1992.

Roads and Ports: publications
(Question No. 209)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Public Transport, for the Minister for Roads and Ports:
In respect of each department, agency and authority within his administration since 3 October 1992 to date, what the
details are of all publications produced, indicating in each case - (a) the title; (b) the date of issue; (c) details of
distribution, including numbers and cost; (d) the number printed; (e) the cost of production; (f) the purpose of
production; (g) who it was printed by; and (h) whether tenders were called?

Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) - The answer supplied by the Minister for Roads and Ports is:
~aranentofTransport

The following information is provided in respect of publications relating to the roads and ports portfolio.
l.

(c) &: (d)

Annual Report.
October 1993
500 copies produced for Parliament and also distributed widely on request and to interested
individuals and organisations. The cost of distribution was included in the department's general
postage costs and are not available.

(e)

$2,307

(f)

Statutory reporting
The Law Printer
Not necessary

(a)

(b)

(g)
(h)

6.

(a)

(b)
(c)&: (d)

Annual Report.
October 1994
1000 copies were produced for Parliament and also for distribution to interested individuals
and organisations.

(e)

$27,860

(f)

Statutory reporting
Produced by Millennium and printed by Buscombe Printers

(g)
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(h)
7.

8.

Three quotes were obtained

(a)

Regulatory Impact Statement - Taxi Cab Regulations and
Regulatory Impact Statement - Passenger Vehicle Regulations.
May 1994
(b)
(c) &: (d)
ISO copies of the documents were produced and distributed to peak industry bodies and to
organisations and individuals as requested in response to public notices placed in the daily
papers.
(e),(g)&(h) The documents were produced in-house on a computer and copied as requited.
(f)
To comply with the requirements of the Subordinate Legislation Act 1962 and to inform the
public of proposed regulatory changes.
(a)

(b)
(c) &: (d)

(e)
(f)
(g)

(h)

9.

Tuesday. 7 March 1995

World Class Taxis for Victoria'
August 1994
20,000 copies of the publication were produced of which approximately 10,000 brochures to date
have been distributed to the taxi industry and the public. The estimated distribution cost is $100.
$3,589

To provide information about the government's taxi reform program to the industry and the
public in a readily accessible form.
Robertson Printing
Three written quotes were obtained.

(a)
(b)
(c) &: (d)

'Reform of Melbourne's MSO Service'
December 1994
300 produced to date. Distributed to a range of interested industry and consumer bodies and to
organisations and individuals as requested in response to public notices placed in the daily papers.
(e),(g)&:(h) The documents were produced in-house on a computer and copied as required.
(f)
To assist in consultation process in relation to the service reform proposal.

Roads Corporation:
The corporation has advised that there are some 8000 printing records held in the VicRoads Printing
Section. It would be an unnecessary cost and burden on resources to provide the detailed information being
sought. Should the honourable member have any more focused question relating to specific records every
effort will be made to provide relevant information.
Marine Board of Victoria:
1.

(a)

(b)
(c)

(d)
(e)

(f)
(g)
(h)

2.

(a)

(b)
(c)

(d)
(e)

Victorian Boating Guide - 5th Edition
January 1993
Distributed via VicRoads, Water Police, regional offices of government agencies associated
with the management of waterways, the Government Information Office, boat and search &:
rescue groups, the boating industry, shows and exhibitions and to the general public. Cost of
the distribution is included in the Marine Board's postage costs and are not specifically itemised.
52,540
$29,378

To provide recreational boaters with information regarding boating safety rules and regulations
and general safety hints.
The Craftsman Press Pty Ltd
Yes
Vessel Operating and Zoning Rules for Victorian Waters
April 1993
Distribution on request to boaters and organisations interested in the operation of recreational
vessel and via the Government Information Office. Cost of the distribution is included in the
Marine Board's postage costs and are not specifically itemised.
2,500
55,506
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3.

(g)
(h)

The Law Printer
No

(a)

Annual Report.
September 1993
400 printed and distributed. on request and by mailing list to industry.

(b)
(c) & (d)
(e)
(f)

(g)
(h)

4.

(d)
(e)

60,000

Nil. The cost of production was met by the publisher from revenue raised from advertising. A
cost of $908 was expended. in association with liaison with the publisher.
To provide recreational boaters with information regarding boating safety rules and regulations
and general safety hints.
Mitchell Roberts & Associates
Yes

(f)

(g)
(h)
(a)

New Boating Safety Rules
October 1994
Distributed via VicRoads, Water Police, regional offices of Government agencies associated with
the management of waterways, the Government Information Office, boat and search & rescue
groups, the boating industry, shows and exhibitions and to the general public. Cost of the
distribution is included. in the Marine Board's postage costs and are not specifically itemised.

(b)
(c)

(d)

160,000
$3,737

(e)

To provide recreational boaters with information regarding boating safety and new boating
safety rules.
Hegga Press
Yes

(f)

(g)
(h)
6.

(a)
(b)
(c) &

$895

Statutory reporting
Printed by The Law Printer
No
Victorian Boating Guide· 6th Edition
May 1994
Distributed via VicRoads, Water Police, regional offices of government agencies associated. with
the management of waterways, the Government Information OffICe, boat and search & rescue
groups, the boating industry, shows and exhibitions and to the general public. Cost of the
distribution is included in the Marine Board's postage costs and are not specifically itemised.

(a)

(b)
(c)

5.

(d)

Annual Report.
September 1994
300 printed. and distributed. on request and by mailing list to industry.

(e)

$990

(f)

Statutory reporting
Printed by The Law Printer
No

(g)
(h)

Port of Geelong Authority:
1.

(a)

(b)
(c)

(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

489

Annual Report
October of each year
2.soo copies sent by mail at a cost of $2,500
2.soo
$15,000

Statutory reporting
list Print Geelong
Yes
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2.

(a)

(b)
(c)

(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

Tuesday, 7 March 1995

Portside
Quarterly
Widely distributed by post at a cost of $1,000.
1,500
Average $3,000 per quarter
Customer newsletter
List Print Geelong
Yes

Port of Melbourne Authority:
(a)

(b)« (c)
(d)
(e)

(f)
(g) & (h)

The authority produces a range of promotional publications including trade and transport
review, perspective, annual report and annual; Victorian tide time tables
The publications are issued at various times during the year and are distributed widely to
organisations interested in using the port, by request and by mailing list.
The number printed vary with the need and publication. The average print run is 3,000.
The authority advise that to provide the production costs figures would require undue time
and resources as these are not readily available.
Publications are produced for promotional purposes.
A range of printers are used by the authority. Tenders are not called.
To answer the question in more detail would incur unnecessary cost and burden on resources.
I am happy to address any specific areas of concern which the honourable member might
identify in respect of the authority's publications.

Port of Portland Authority:
The authority advises the time and resources involved in providing the detailed information requested

would be an unnecessary cost and burden on its resources which cannot be justified. Should the
honourable member identify a more focused area of concern, every effort will be made to provide
relevant information.

Roads and Ports: stress-related leave
(Question No. 241)

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Public Transport, for the Minister for Roads and Ports:
In respect of each department, agency and authority within his administration for each year from 3 October 1992 to
date, respectively, what the details are of all stress related leave, indicating in the case of each section - (a) the number
of days taken; (b) the estimated cost; and (c) the total number of staff in the section?

Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) - The answer supplied by the Minister for Roads and Ports is:
Medical ethics preclude the identification of the nature of illness on medical certificates by medical practitioners.
Employees are not therefore required to disclose the reason for sick leave. Consequently records relating to the
incidence of non-occupational related stress are not available.
The only form of leave which requires identification of stress or any other reason is that taken in respect of a
WorkCover claim. The following information is provided in respect of "Standard WorkCover Claims" for
"Occupational" stress which were initiated during the period since 3 October 1992 and handled by the Roads and Ports
agencies' WorkCover insurers.
Department of Transport:
There have been no WorkCover claims made by Depamnent of Transport employees since 3 October 1992.
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Roads Corporation:

Claims!
Days Lost
Cost
Staff No.

1992-93

1993-94

1994-95
(To 30.11.94)

19
581
$66,178
4111

5
71
$9,459
3270

3
62
$9,786
3050

Claims exceeding employer liability for the first 10 days of absence or the first $389 of medical expenses
incurred).
Marine Board of Victoria:
The records identify one claim made during 1993/94 which involved 33 days absence and a cost of $4,888.
There is no record of any other claims since 3 October 1992. The Board comprised a staff of 16 at 30 June
1994.
Port of Geelong Authority
The authority has provided the following information in regard to stress related leave taken during 1993:
(a)
3 days
(b)
$381.50
(c)
103
Port of Melbourne Authority:
The authority advise that there was no stress related leave taken by employees since 3 October 1992.
Port of Portland Authority:
The authority has no record of any stress related leave taken by its employees from 3 October 1992 to
January 1995.

Roads and Ports: media research and public opinion polling
(Question No. 274)

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Public Transport, for the Minister for Roads and Ports:
In respect of each department, agency and authority within his administration, what the details are of all media

research and public opinion polling conducted since 3 October, 1992, including - (a) the title of each poll or item of
research; (b) the date approved and duration of contract; (c) cost; (d) the personnel conducting the project; (e) whether it
was put to tender; (f) recommendations made; and (g) any actions taken by department or Minister?

Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) - The answer supplied by the Minister for Roads and Ports is:
The following details are provided in respect of media research and public opinion polling undertaken within the

Roads and Ports portfolio since 3 October 1992.

~

Roads Corporation:
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(b)

(c)

Customer Satisfacllon
Survey

Decembor 1993
- duration one
month

$16,285
(+ additional
$782 for data
entry)

Agency Utilisation
Research

November 1093
- duration ono
month

$11,450

"

Personnel
Conducting
Reaearch

Put to
Tender

(d)

(e)

(f)

Nationwide
Research Services

Yes

No recommendations were
expected from the survey.
VicRoads provided its own
interpretive reporting on
results of the survey deSigned
to assess quality and delivery
of service In Registration and
Ucensing offices.

None - not applicable

Competitille
Quotation

Recommendations were made
as to the benefits of
investigating alternale oullets
for registration and licensing
service delillery In terms of
increasing prillate sector
Involllernent and Introducing
alternate bill paying methods.

None - not applicabte

Recommendations cOller
raiSing staff awareness of the
needs of lest applicants,
address the highly emotional
nature of the tesling process
and Increase promotion to
applicants of requirements
and processes for lesting.

None - not applicahlo

Actlona taken

Recommendation.

' by Minister '
I

(g) ,

~

fI'

2.

3.

Ucence Test
Applicants Research

May 1994
- duration one
month

$11,250

Malgnret Wallol1
Research

Margnrct Wallon
Research

Competitille
Quotation

I
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Title

--

---

Date Approved
& Duration

Cost

(b)

(c)

November 1994
- duratinn one
monl"

$43,094

Personnel
Conducting

Te~d.r

Put to

Recommendations
,-

(d)

(e)

(f)

(g)

Nationwide
Research Services

Yes

As with 1., recommendations
were not expected Irom the
survey conducted which was
undertaken as a follow up
survey to check the Impact 01
Ihe recommendations mmJc
by Vicnoads from the
previous survey round.

None - not applicable

$5,000

Worlhinglon Di
Marlio

N/A

Nil

Nil

$38,000

Worthillgton Di
Marzio

Yes

Nil

Findings being
considered for dayto- day application
and in the preparation
of road programs.

Actions taken

',by Mlnl.ter

Research
(8)
4.

Customer Satislaction
Survey
~

5.

·Awareness 01 change
in the lell turn/right turn
law

February 1993
- duration not
applicahle

6.

Market research Into
the road and traffic
needs 01 metropolitan
industries, Interstate
and International
tourists and tour coach
ollerators

16 August 1994
- duration 13
October 1994

i I§
~

i

~

Appointed as subcontractors by Public lelalions company engaged hy VicRoads to publicise introdllction of the change to Ihe Lell TurnJnight Turn nule.

~

w
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Tertiary Education and Training: media research and public opinion polling
(Question No. 279)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Education, for the the Minister for Tertiary Education and
Training:
In respect of each department, agency and authority witlUn his administration, what the details are of all media
research and public opinion polling conducted since 3 October, 1992, including - (a) the title of each poll or item of
research; (b) the date approved and duration of contract; (c) cost; (d) the personnel conducting the project; (e) whether it
was put to tender; (I) recommendations made; and (g) any actions taken by department or Minister

Mr HAYWARD (Minister for Education) - The answer supplied by the Minister for Tertiary Education
and Training is:
Details of two surveys conducted by the Office of Training and Further Education since 3 October 1992 are set out in

the following table:

Purpose

Survey and documentation
:)f Ir.formatlon on outcomes
and pathways oT adult and
, :ommunltv education.

I
I

I

Title

I Outcomes and Patnwavs
°rOlect

I
I
I

Duration of Contract

i \Jov 1 993 - Dec ; 994

Cost

I
II

Tender

I

Australian Bureau ef
Statistics

Exoressions of Interest
nvited from indiViduals a~
I ::lrganlsatlons With relevar,:
exoerlence

;

I Reoort
!

Action by Department or
Minister

to Adult, COMmunity
and ;:urtner i:ducatlon Board.

Reoon conSlaered bv Adult.
Community and FUr1ner
Education with View to
furtner action.

i

Student Opinion Survey

i

21112.'92
~..Jlv

$49.500

!
Recommendations Made

:

2517'93

Date Approved

Personnel Conducting
Project

i

Survey of adult education
students to determine
~otlves for enrolment.
Jutcomes and satisfaction.

1993 - October' 993

I
I

!
I

I
i

i

$49.000
i :v1anagement and Skills

-

I

!

~alnlng

Yes

I
I

I
i

::.eeort to Adult. Community
3nd Further Education
=oard.

i
I

!

Summary or reeort
:Istnbuted to providers of
3dult education in the
, :::lmmUnlty.

Universities. TAFE Colleges. RegIOnal Councils of Adult. CommunitY ana Further Education and
other prOViders of adult. communitY and further education are self-governing bodies responsible for
any media research or public opinion polling they conSider aporoprlate. Accordingly they are not
Included in this response.
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Roads and Ports: credit cards
(Question No. 306)
Mr P ANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Public Transport, for the Minister for Roads and Ports:
In respect of each department, agency and authority within his administration, whether he will provide full details of
the use of credit cards by himself, ministerial staff and departmental heads since 3 October, 1992, indicating in the case
of each card holder - (a) the spending limit; (b) the type of authority required for purchase; (c) criteria for issue and
usage; (d) total entertainment expenses, including -lunches, dinners and alcohol; and (e) a list of all instances where
expenditure exceeded $200 per account, including - (i) the amount; (ii) the number of guests; (Ui) the purpose of the
function; (iv) the name of the service provider and (v) the date of service?

Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) - The answer supplied by the Minister for Roads and Ports is:
It is assumed that the honourable member is referring to the use of government credit cards_ Such cards are not held by

me, members of my ministerial staff or the Secretary of Transport.
In respect of the use of government credit cards by chief executives of agencies within the roads and ports portfolio, as
at 8 December 1994 the following advice has been received:
VicRoads:

The Chief Executive does not hold a Corporate credit card.

Marine Board of Victoria:

No

Port of Melbourne Authority:

No

Port of Portland Authority:

No

Port of Geelong Authority:

A charge card is held by the chief executive officer for business purposes
only. The total entertainment expenses since 3 October 1992 charges to the
corporate card is $12,909.56. These expenses include customer and service
provider activities, reciprocal hospitality at conferences and entertainment of
authority workforce members. The total is retained for fringe benefits tax
purposes only and to identify all the details sought by the honourable member
would involve a cost and burden to resources which could not be justified.

Public Transport Corporation: uniforms
(Question No. 320)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the the Minister for Public Transport:
In relation to uniforms purchased by the Public Transport Corporation since 3 October, 1992 to date:
1.
What the total number is of each type of clothing purchased, indicating - (a) cost per item; (b) total cost of
each type of clothing; and (c) the name of each manufacturer?
2.
How many items of each type of clothing have been issued to staff within each section of the corporation?
What the total number of staff are in each section of the corporation, indicating how many have been
3.
issued with new uniforms?
4.
Who authorised and what the reasons were for each set of new purchases?
5.
Whether there are any uniforms held by the corporation in excess of requirements, indicating the number,
type, cost and date of purchase?
6.
Whether any item of clothing has been donated to community agencies, indicating the number, type, cost
and date of purchase?
7.
Whether any excess clothing has been sold, indicating the number, type, original value, name of purchaser
and sale price?
Whether any excess clothing has been disposed of by any other means, indicating the number, type, cost,
8.
date of purchase, method of disposal and name of organisation receiving the clothing (if applicable)?
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Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) - The answer is:
The Public Transport Corporation (PTC) advise that the relevant data for the period between 3 October 1992 and 14
September 1993 has been archived. and the cost and resources necessary to retrieve the detailed. information cannot be

justified..
In respect of the relevant information since 14 September 1993, the following information is provided. in answer to the
honourable member's complex question.
1.

Prior to 14 September 1993, the PTC contracted. with the following suppliers for the provision of uniform clothing:
ADI supplied. trousers, skirts, dresses, coats, jackets, overcoats
Can't Tear'Em supplied. shirts, hats
Sella supplied. knitwear
Australian Tie Co. supplied ties, scarves
Holeproof supplied socks
Madison supplied belts

Since 14 September 1993, the PTC has contracted with Working Images to provide a total uniform clothing supply and
management service. Under this contract the PTC only pays for uniform items which are supplied directly to individual
officers.
The total value of garments issued since 14 September 1993 is $1,437,342. Information which may identify the rate per
unit of clothing is commercial-in-confidence and is therefore not available for public release.
2.
It is not practicable to provide with this answer the considerable details being sought by the honourable member
3.
Details of the total number of staff are available in the corporation's annual reports.
4.
The PTC directors in each division have the ultimate responsibility for the issue of uniforms. A delegation exists to
the line manager to issue uniform clothing for the following reasons:
New employee
Fair wear and tear - PTC uniform replacement policy
New classification or type of employee that carries an entitlement to a uniform.
5.
6.
7.

8.

No uniform stoclcs are held by the PTc. The agreement with Working Images requires the company to hold and
distribute all uniform requirements.
Detailed records of numbers and type of soiled / used garments are not kept as they are of no further value to the
corporation.
Excess garments have been sold to individuals at auctions and through the Spotswood Reclamation Depot. The
PTC advise that a total of 54,800 has been received from the sale of excess clothing including protective
clothing during the period October 1992 to 16 February 1995.
Arrangements are routinely made for the disposal of soiled/used garments as they become available. These items
are not excess new uniform clothing. Sales are made through the Spotswood Reclamation Depot and no
detailed inventory is kept of these garments as they are of no value to the PTc. Items which remain after a
reasonable time are disposed of as rags or provided to charitable bodies depending on their condition and
suitability.
Prior to 14 September 1993. some uniforms of the former Transit Patrol Department were transferred to the
Sheriff's Office on an inter-agency arrangement. The items were purchased over a period of time the details of
which are not readily available.

Health and Community Services: 'The Family'
(Question No. 324)
Ms GARBUlT asked the the Minister for Community Services:
In respect of action by his department against a group called 'The Family" (also known as the "Children of God"):
1.
What has been the total legal cost incurred, indicating from which budget program the legal costs have

2.

been paid?
What has been the total cost of the time spent by departmental officers involved in the case?
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Mr JOHN (Minister for Community Services) - The answer is:
1.

2.

The total legal cost incurred, including that expended during the term of the previous government is $694,474. In
92-93 financial year a dedicated budget allocation associated with the Children of God case met legal costs
associated with the case. In 93-94 financial year legal costs were met from a budget program comprising of ex
Victorian Government Solicitor funds.
The above sums do not include the costs of an outposted legal officer from the Victorian Government Solicitors
Office whose salary was paid directly by the VGS. An additional claim by the Legal Aid Commission for
5177,776 towards the costs of legal representation of the children has been paid from a centrally based budget
allocation associated with legal costs.
The total cost of time spent by departmental officers was $688,142.76. The estimated salary cost of a departmental
officer engaged in tasks associated with the settlement of the case for the 1994-95 financial year is $25,000.
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QUESTION ON NOTICE
Arts: capital works in Dandenong, Cranboume and Berwick
(Question No. 113)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked. the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, for the the Minister for the
Arts:
In respect of each of the electorates of Dandenong, Cranboume and Berwick, respectively since 3 October, 1992 to dare,
what the details are of all capital works conducted, and new programs authorised, including - (a) project funded; (b)
expenditure approved; (c) date funding approved; and (d) expected completion dates?

Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Police and Emergency Services) - The answer supplied by the Minister for
the Arts is:
Arts Victoria has not funded or approved any capital works projects in the electorates of Oandenong, Cranboume or
Berwick since 3 October 1992. All funding provided in these electorates through Arts Victoria's programs of assistance
has been towards specific programs or for calendar year activities. Details of this funding are provided in Arts
Victoria's annual reports.
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QUESTION ON NOTICE
Industry and Employment: capital works in Dandenong, Cranboume and Berwick
(Question No. 102)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Industry and Employment:
In respect of each of the electorates of Dandenong, Cranboume and Berwick, respectively since 3 October, 1992 to date,
what the details are of all capital works conducted, and new programs authorised, including - (a) project funded; (b)

expenditure approved; (c) date funding approved; and (d) expected completion dates?

Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and Employment) - The answer is:
The Department of Business and Employment has advised that there has been no expenditure from the Department's
capital works budget in respect of my portfolio responsibilities since 3 October 1992 within the electorates specified in
the question. Furthermore, no new programs specific to these electorates have been authorised since that date.
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Ms Marple interjected.
Mr BROWN - Do you want to answer it or do
you want to let me answer it?

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 permission for still photograp~.to be
taken during question time today. No addItional
lighting or flashlights will be used.

QUESTIONS WITHOur NOTICE

ERG has expertise in automated ticketing facilities
and, in particular, in technology involving what is
called Smartcard.
There were other tenderers, but that consortium of
three companies, and in particular the two
extremely solid worldwide operating comp~es,
won on the basis of slaughtering the competition
with its price. In fact its price was such that there
was no consideration other than those three
companies together getting the contract. Of course,
the-Mr Batchelor interjected.

Automatic ticketing machines
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - Does the
Minister for Public Transport have full confidence in
the ability of the Onelink consortium to deliver a
proven and reliable automatic ticketing system for
Melbourne?
Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport)This question was not entirely unexpected. The .

government decided to put this issue verJ.' much mto
the publiC arena because of the problems It has been
experiencing with the consortium that won the
tender to put automated ticketing into the
Melbourne metropolitan transport system.
Mr Baker - Come on! Your own Premier bagged
you!
The SPEAKER - Order! I warn the honourable
member for SWlShine that I will take action against
him.
Mr BROWN - The successful tenderer was a
consortium called Onelink, which comprises three
major companies that combined as one to tender for
the contract. One of those companies is Mayne
Nickless, a reputable, solid and well-managed
Australian company which operates worldwide.
Another member of the consortium is Fujitsu, a
long-established Japanese company with a ve~ .
sound track record in its area of computer facilities
and one of the biggest companies of its kind in the
world. The third element of the consortium is the
Perth-based Western Australian company ERG
Australia Ltd, which is seen by many around the
world as a specialist - -

Mr BROWN - You stick with the printing!

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BROWN - This mob pulped 63 million
scratch tickets, and he has the audacity to get up and
throw stones at this government!

The SPEAKER - Order! Given the interest in
this question, I ask the house to come to order and to
allow the minister to answer in silence. I also ask the
minister to ignore interjections, and I ask the
honourable member for Thomastown not to interject.
Mr BROWN - Prior to those interruptions I was
making it clear that of course there was an
expectation that those companies, solid as they are,
would have delivered the contract as per the
Specified requirements. We decided to make very
public the fact that phase 1 of the automated
ticketing concept for Victoria and Melbourne was to
have been installed by February - in other words
by the end of last month.
Mr Sandon interjected.
Mr BROWN - Last month, February just gone,
three weeks ago, phase 1 was to have been installed.
The reality is, as we all know, that it has not been
installed. The government therefore is not happy
with one aspect of this contract, which is the
delivery as per the spedfied requirement.

Honourable members interjecting.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

ASSEMBLY

502

Mr BROWN - By the Premier consulting with
me at length last week - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BROWN - There was no buck passing. After
discussing this issue at length last week it was clear
that it was in the best interests of Victorians to know
that phase 1 has not been delivered as per the
contract requirement, and we have no need or desire
to hide that fact.
Mr Baker - So he dumped you!
Mr BROWN - The best thing was to make it
public, put it on the record.
Mr Baker - He dropped you right in it, and you
dropped him right in it, didn't you!

Mr BROWN - By doing that The SPEAKER - Order! This is t.lte second
occasion on which I have had to talk to the
honourable member for Sunshine. I ask him to come
to order. The Minister for Public Transport,
concluding his answer.
Mr BROWN - We have effectively put the
consortium on notice that it is required to comply
with the terms of the contract and deliver an
automated ticketing system for Melbourne that is
absolutely and totally acceptable to the government
and to the community.

The next few weeks therefore will be a watershed in
talking to this consortium. The bottom line, which
both the Premier and I made very clear over the
weekend, is: when the government enters a major
contract, we are prepared to honour it to the letter,
and we expect contractors to deliver their part of
that undertaking. Quite clearly now the ball is at the
feet of these contractors, who have to prove to the
government that they can now give us a time
schedule we are prepared to accept in consideration
of the fact, which we state quite clearly and publicly,
that they are overdue. The delivery problem, the
time frame, is the issue and that will be discussed
and will be looked at in detail by the government
over the next few weeks.

Company tax
Mr DOYLE (Malvern) - Will the Premier inform
the house of the implications for business confidence
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and investment in Victoria of an increase in the rate
of company taxation?
Mr KENNElT (premier) - When the change of
government took place in Victoria in 1992, you
might remember, Sir, that we embarked upon a very
quick exercise to reduce our own costs and we did
impose some taxes on the community, in particular
the state deficit levy. The one area that we left
without any increase in taxation of any sort was
business, both small and large, to ensure that we
could hold the employment situation in Victoria as
we started to emerge from the recession and to
create opportunities. This is something that-Mr Brumby - You are the biggest taxing Premier
ever in Victoria's history!

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to remain silent. Interjections are
disorderly, and they lead to further trouble in the
house.
Mr KENNETI - This is something the Prime
Minister agrees with, particularly as he said, when
he reduced the Australian government company tax
level from 39 to 33 cents in the dollar before the last
election:
This will make the Australian corporate tax system

highly competitive within the OECD countries.
But, more importantly, we will also be competitive
with the countries in our region.

On 7 March, when my colleague the Minister for
Industry and Employment was in Germany for the
opening of Cebit, the Prime Minister further
reinforced that statement when he said that when
industries come to Australia:
They will find one of the lowest company tax levels in
the world; generous depreciation allowances on plant
and equipment ...

What is important about this and how it impacts
upon Victorian businesses is that around our
area-Mr Brumby - Tell us about your taxes on
Victorians!
The SPEAKER - Order! Once again, I have to
ask the Leader of the Opposition to remain silent. If
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he has a further question of the Premier, I will call
him at the appropriate time.

Mr KENNETf - What is important is to allow
Victorian business to compete in relation to the tax
structures in the countries around us. The company
tax rates in the area are: New Zealand, 33 per cent;
Singapore, 27 per cent; Hong Kon~ 16.5 per cent;
Malaysia, 32 per cent; and 1hailand, 30 per cent.

The tragedy of this is that I have a letter from a
Mr Russ Gorman, the federal member for Greenway,
dated 14 March 1995. The letter discloses that:

... my discussion with Ralph Willis ... went along the
same lines as our meeting - i.e., company tax to
36 cents-

that is, in the next May budgetbut no more surprises, such as interest rates - -

Mr Batchelor - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
I direct to your attention the fact that question time
in the Victorian Parliament should be about matters
of Victorian government administration. I ask you to
bring the Premier back to matters of Victorian
government administration.
The SPEAKER - Order! I am well aware of the
standing orders. The question was couched in a way
that related it to Victorian administration. There is
no point of order.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition used an unparliamentary expression. I
ask him to withdraw it.
Mr Brumby - I withdraw.
Mr KENNElT - An increase in business
taxation will obviously adversely affect every
Victorian business and every employment
opporhmity. Worse still, it will militate against
opporhmities to make Australian industry
competitive with industries overseas.
I call on the Prime Minister to assure both the
Victorian business community and businesses in the
rest of Australia that his government will not now
increase taxation on firms and businesses in
Australia, particularly those in Victoria, and that,
more importantly, he will do whatever he has to do
to reduce his own expenditure rather than taxing
employment.

It would be very interesting to know - Mr Brumby interjected.

Mr KENNElT - Where do you stand? Do you
support the Prime Minister?
Mr Brumby interjected.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNElT - Captain Plastic!

Mr KENNETf - The writer said:
.. but no more surprises, such as interest rates, fuel tax,
et cetera. He indicated that there won't be any
problems in this May budget, so here's hoping.

The SPEAKER - Order! The Chair cannot allow
a barrage of interjections across the table. Has the
Premier finished his answer?
Mr KENNElT - Yes, Sir.

After a discussion with the federal Treasurer, a
Labor member of the federal Parliament wrote to a
business community constituent indicating that
company tax in this country was about to rise from
33 cents to 36 cents. That goes against everything the
Prime Minister promised before the last election and
against absolutely everything he did in lowering the
tax rate to 33 cents in the dollar. We now find
ourselves in a position where the federal
government is once again going to tax jobs.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Brumby interjected.

Automatic ticketing machines
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomas town) - I refer to the
repeated claims by the Minister for Public Transport
tha t there would be no costs to the Victorian
taxpayers if the contract between the government
and Onelink were cancelled. I ask the minister
whether it is true that the tender document for the
automatic ticketing system states that if the contract
were terminated by the PIe, Onelink would be
reimbursed by the government for all the costs the
consortium had incurred up to the da te of
cancellation?
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Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport)The honourable member who asked the question has
a reputation for being - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BROWN - He has a reputation not just for
being more than notoriously wueliable but for not
being able to be believed! He has been peddling this
deliberate lie for the past four or five days, just as he
has peddled the deliberate lie that there are more
conductors on the system now than there were two
years ago.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr BROWN - You have! In relation to the lie
about conductors, two years ago there were well
over 1000 conductors; now there are about 700. That
is not 'many more'; it is more in the realm of 300
fewer!
I want to answer the direct question. I read a
transcript of the statements made on Melbourne
radio yesterday by the Leader of the Opposition. He
made the same untruthful assertion. He also asked,
as this direct question does, whether there were any
penalty clauses, any payments due by the taxpayer
through the government should the outcome be that
the contract was cancelled. The answer is no. In the
contract - Mr Batchelor interjected.
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$50 million dollars.

When they lie they do not muck
around, Mr Speaker -$50 million due as a penalty
payment!
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr BROWN - That is wrong; it is a deliberate lie.

Mr Batchelor interjected.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Once again I advise the
house that question time cannot proceed with this
level of interjections. I ask the honourable member
for Thomastown to restrain himself. I ask the
minister to conclude his answer.
Mr BROWN - I will come directly to the pOint,
Mr Speaker. I know what is in the contract; he has

no idea. I am saying publicly in Parliament, on the
official record, that not only are we not up for
$50 million, as the opposition ha.s claimed, but we
are not up for even 50 cents! We are up for zero if we
cancel this contract. There is no penalty provision on
the government.
In addition, we have not paid out 1 cent - another
deliberate lie put out by the opposition - on the
contract to date. We are not obliged to unless and
until phase 1 is delivered, is working and has been
successfully triaIled - and has been accepted by us
as having been successfully triaIled and working. So
we have not paid a cent and we will not pay a cent.
There are no penalty provisiOns. These people are
blatant, barefaced liars on this issue.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BROWN - You might have printed them. I
am telling you - -

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member has been here long enough to know that he
may say something is a lie but he may not caIl
someone a liar. I ask him to withdraw.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Thomastown has been here long enough
to know that he may not wave documents under the
nose of a minister. If he has a further question, I will
call him at the appropriate time. The Minister for
Public Transport, concluding his answer.
Mr BROWN - I am not concluding my answer; I
am not halfway through, and I have not been going
long. This deliberate lie has to be knocked on the
head. I can produce journalists and show in print
where this man and the Leader of the Opposition
have claimed there is a penalty payment of

Mr BROWN - You are certainly right, and I put
it in that context. It has been put to me by
journalists - The SPEAKER - Order! Withdraw.
Mr BROWN - I withdraw that element. It has
been put to me by journalists that the member for
Thomastown has told them the contract has a
$50 million penalty provision..

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Batchelor - On a point of order - -
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Will the honourable
member for Thomastown pause until the house
comes to order and I can hear his point of order.
Mr Batchelor -On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
my question related to the tender document and the
requirement of the PTC to pay for the costs incurred
by Onelink if the contract is cancelled. It is very
specific in the tender document - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I have heard sufficient
to rule there is no point of order.

support for and recognition of the quality of the
industry and the people working in it in this state.
I will give a few examples of the calibre of personnel
attending the show. They include the deputy
undersecretary of state for the United States Air
Force; the head of Cinpac; the Russian minister with
responsibility for defence industries; the
commander-in-chief of the Russian Air Force and
the chief of staff or the deputy chief of staff of the air
forces of Indonesia, China, Thailand, Malaysia,
Greece and New Zealand. Over 400 accredited
journalists will cover the event from a local and
international perspective, further putting Victoria on
the world map. It is a highly Significant event by any
standard and one that we need in this country,
especially in Victoria.

Airshow Downunder
For the first time part of the exhibit will be a travel
Mr SPRY (Bellarine) - Will the Minister for
Industry and Employment inform the house of the
economic benefits for Victoria and Victoria's
aerospace industry flowing from this week's
international airshow and aerospace expo at Avalon?

Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - I thank the honourable member for
his question because this is yet another of the many
good-news stories about in the state of Victoria at
present.
The second international airshow at Avalon, known
as Airshow Downunder '95, has grown to be the
largest airshow in the Southern Hemisphere. That is
very Significant, particularly at a time when other
international airshows are finding it difficult enough
to continue, let alone maintain any sort of expansion.
This year the show has attracted 400 aircraft and 335
international exhibitors from 24 countries
representing all 6 populated continents. The total
value of the exhibits alone is some $500 million; it is
very Significant indeed. It is estimated that over the
next five days the show will attract 250 000 visitors
and will inject something like $SO million into the
Victorian economy. That makes the show the largest
international and trade event in Australia; therefore
it is Significant that it has been nurtured and
supported by the Kennett government.
Thirteen nations have sent trade and government
delegations to do business at the show and a further
13 have sent defence chiefs and serving military
personnel. That is an indication of the seriousness
with which nations around the world take our
international airshow and a demonstration of their

and tourism pavilion to showcase Victorian and

regional tourism potential; I should have thought all
honourable members would think that that too was
a very worthwhile feature of the show.
This year's show will feature over 10 hours of live
flying demonstrations on each of the two public
days, providing a feast for those attending. For the
first time people will witness a twilight sky show.
At present the industry in this state employs 7000
people and is generating $102 million worth of
direct manufactured aircraft component exports. It is
a growth industry. The Bureau of Industry
Economics has projected that over the next decade
there will be 32 000 new jobs in this industry in
Australia. As the state that is representative of a little
over one-third of the industry at present, Victoria is
poised to take a fair proportion of those jobs should
the bureau's forecasts come to pass.
The Kennett government is giving the industry the
best opportunity to showcase itself within Australia
and internationally. I trust it has the support of all
members of the house.

Automatic ticketing machines
Mr BATCHELOR (1homastown) - I refer the
Minister for Public Transport to his comments to the
media at the weekend and to the house today that it
was well known that Onelink consortium was
behind in introducing the automatic ticketmg
system and that its contract may have to be
cancelled. I ask: why did the minister tell the Public
AccoWlts and Estimates Committee only three
weeks earlier that there were no problems with the
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Onelink contract and that it was not being revised or
renegotiated? Why did he lie to the committee?
Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) - I
invite honourable members to get copies of the
transcript and read it for themselves to see with their
own eyes what a fool the honourable member for
Thomastown is!
I was answering direct questions as to whether we
were renegotiating the contract. I answered those

questions directly and accurately. The claim was
that we had renegotiated the contract. We had not.
The committee members made a series of other
claims. In defence of the Labor Party members on
that committee - who would not have a clue what
is going on with this issue - I believe they would
have got it from the honourable member for
Thomastown. They got it wrong because it was he
who caused them to ask those questions. Again he
was wrong, wrong, wrong! Check the transcript. I
answered the questions and I might tell you - Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr BROWN - I tell you what, buddy; you have
all this week and all this question time to show
where we are wrong. Every time you do, like those
little things that get knocked down and bmU\ce back
up, you will find - -
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Infrastructure exports to China
Mr WELLS (Wantirna) - Will the Premier
inform the house of recent developments involving
Victorian-based companies exporting major
infrastructure projects to China?
Mr KENNElT (premier) - I thank the
honourable member for Wantirna and welcome him
back to the country. Just this morning he returned
from Japan, where he led a delegation and was
involved in a major youth exchange program in the
hope of forging further links between this
community and that of Japan.
Although we are continuing to do a lot of work in
Japan to attract more investment here, perhaps one
of the biggest and most important contracts of an
Australian organisation was signed yesterday with
an organisation called the Pacific Rim Construction
Consortium. in the Chinese community in Beijing.
The consortium has won a contract, of which there
are still some planning details to be finalised. In June
when I am in China I hope to be present for the
signing of the final contract that will allow a light
rail train to go from Beijing through the suburbs and
countrySide of that province to the Great Wall. 1bis
is an incredible achievement for an Australian
consortium. It is worth well over S400 million.
An opposition member interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! The minister will
address the Chair.
Mr BROWN - Mr Speaker, the honourable
member for Thomastown will find that every time
he puts it up he will be knocked down. I have
looked at the issue for a long time and I have a clear
memory of the questions that were put to me by the
Labor Party members of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee; I accurately answered the
questions they put to me. The transcript will not
only show it but will prove it to be the case.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
House is out of order.

Mr Baker interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order!

Mr KENNElT - It is typical of you to make
light of it. You are meant to show a little bit of
interest in an Australian firm. Mr Speaker, you can
understand why the public does not take anything
the opposition says seriously. An Australian
consortium wins business to the value of
$400 million but the omy thing we hear in this house
is denigration. Those who observed the proceedings
of the house today would have to look down on the
opposition and wonder what future it represents to
the community.
The consortium has achieved a first against
international competition to develop the link
between Beijing and the Great Wall of China. It will
carry 265 000 local and international passengers a
day. If it goes as well as we hope it will go, the
company will have the potential to do a lot more of
this work right throughout China. We all know what
abig-Mr Baker - What about one for Melbourne
Airport?
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The SPEAKER - Order! I have already
cautioned the honourable member for SWlShine. He
is to remain silent.
Mr KENNETf - We all know what an amazing
market this is. The jOint venture, which includes the
local municipalities of the area and Mr Lu Yu
Cheng, who was recently here in his capacity as
Deputy Vice-Mayor of Beijing, is a very important
opportunity not only for that company but for the
development of Victorian technology and industrial
know-how and for the consortium to prove its worth
in a very large market
We trust that this latest success story for Victoria
will be recognised and supported by all members of
this house - not only government members - and
by all members of the community. This is an
example of our achieving genuine growth and
actually beating the world in whatever the particular
competition is by putting together the technology
and then the hardware.
Regardless of the sniggers of the other side, this is
without doubt a magnificent success story for the
consortium. It is another opportunity for Victorians
to prove not only to the rest of Australia but to the
rest of the world that we have within our boundaries
the technology and the creativity to equal the best of
any international company in this sort of project

Water industry: reforms
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to yesterday'S scathing attack on
his divisive policies by the Executive Director of the
Brotherhood of St Laurence, Bishop Michael
Challen, as reported in today's newspapers. Does
the Premier agree with Bishop Challen that
Victorians are now paying more for water as a result
of the changes implemented by the government and
that, as a prelude to the sell-off, a 'terrible emotional
and economic strain' is being placed on many
people?
Mr KENNElT (premier) - I must admit that I
was surprised to read Bishop Challen's comments in
the newspaper this morning, if only because we had
a meeting with him last night. It was a meeting at
whichwe-Mr Micallef - What are you saying?
Mr KENNFIT - It was a meeting at which the
Treasurer and I met about 30 church leaders to
discuss the electricity refonns, a meeting the bishop

was keen to attend. It was sad in one sense that he
slept most of the way through the briefing; but we
welcomed his attendance.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNETf - I was asked by the honourable
member for Thomastown - Mr Micallef - He was meditating during your
sermon.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Chair would
appreciate the cooperation of the honourable
member for Springvale. I ask him to remain silent.
Mr KENNElT - During the discussions we had
last night he did not raise the issue at all. After the
very eminent briefing given by the Treasurer, we
then involved ourselves in discussions and
questions for another hour. During that time Bishop
Challen did not ask a question: he was either
dutifully doing his own thing or obviously
convinced by the answers we were giving.
All members of the community fully understand
what we have done in government to try to bring
Victoria back to a stable base - and we have done
that in a range of areas. The rewards for the work we
have done will start to flow through to the
community, and I hope that will start with the
removal of the state deficit levy. We have already
responded to a matter those senior citizens who are
on health cards have brought to our attention by
reducing the service fee to the same amount as the
usage fee. That means an extra 44 000 senior citizens
will get a substantial reduction in their electricity
bills of about 22 per cent. Wherever we can we are
prOviding genuine relief, and we will continue to do
so.
With regard to Bishop Challen's specific comments
yesterday, as always, I am only too happy to meet
with him. I do it on an infrequent basis as it is. He
has points of view to make from time to time. We
are more than happy to do it, because we welcome
his comments and we welcome his attending our
briefings whenever he sees fit and availing himself
of the convivial atmosphere we provide at the
meetings.

Small business: performance
Mrs ElUOTI (Mooroolbark) - Will the Minister
for Small Business inform the house of the general
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outlook for small business both in Victoria and
nationally?
Mr HEFFERNAN (Minister for Small
Business) - Prior to lunchtime today I was
fortunate to be able to officiate at the release of the
latest Yellow Pages Australia S17Ulll Business Index. The
index tracks small business activity and expectations
throughout Australia while measuring overall
confidence in Australia's small business sector.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HEFFERNAN - Honourable members
opposite should listen to this. The Victorian
government is seen by small business as prOViding
strong leadership - I thank the Premier for that and being very supportive of business development.
The index shows that the exact opposite applies to
the Federal Labor leader, the Honourable Paul von
Keating, who has received a massive disapproval
rating from small businesses not only in Victoria but
throughout the country.
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Mr Batchelor -On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the minister is reading from a document I ask that
he table it.
The SPEAKER - Order! I understand the
minister is using notes. But if the minister is reading
from a document, the honourable member for
Thomastown has asked that he table it.
Mr HEFFERNAN - It will be a pleasure - if he
can read. At the national level overall business
confidence for the next 12 months - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HEFFERNAN - There is unemployment out
there, and members opposite ought to be listening to
this. Overall business confidence in the economy
over the next 12 months has declined by 9 per cent
since the November index. Concern over increased
interest rates has almost tripled since November.
'That has been put down to the handling of the
federal economy by the Labor government. Across
the industrial sectors, confidence is lowest in
building and construction.

Mr Gude interjected.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HEFFERNAN - He could be Baron von
Keating! Although business confidence across
Australia remains positive, it has tapered off during
the past three months. Increasing concern over
interest rates, which members opposite ought to be
concerned about -can't you tell they have never
run a business - appears to be the major factor in
the drop in business confidence.
Victorian businesses were undoubtedly hit hardest
by the spiralling interest rates that were part of von
Keating's recession we had to have. During that time
the federal government failed to deliver the
leadership that was so necessary. On top of that the
Cain and Kimer governments did nothing to
alleviate the problems small businesses were
experiencing. In fact, you persecuted them.

Opposition members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The minister will
address the chair.
Mr HEFFERNAN - The index shows that
overall business confidence for the next 12
months--

The SPEAKER -Order! I ask for the cooperation
of the opposition. The level of interjection is far too
high.

Mr HEFFERNAN - It is important to note the
enormous impact federal government polities are
now having on interest rates in the private sector especially as they affect small business. Perceptions
of the strength of the Australian economy have
weakened, with the majority of the small businesses
surveyed expecting the national economy to worsen
as a result of what Paul Keating has done.
It is about time the federal government got the
message. The private sector, and small business in
particular, can no longer afford to cop the continual
harassment coming from the federal government's
increasing interest rates as a means of putting its
own problems aside.
As the Premier said earlier, it is about time
Mr Keating looked at his own house and got that in

order before once again attacking the private sector.

Privatisation: SEC
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Treasurer to the fact that just over the past
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week the government's decision to break up and sell
off the SEC has been criticised - firstly, by Mr Keith
Orchi.son, the Executive Director of the Electricity
Supply Association; then by Mr Warren Haynes, the
Chairman of the Electricity Taskforce of the Business
Council of Australia; and just today by Mr Ross
Bunyon, the Chief Executive of Pacific Power, who
says selling off electricity generators is naive and
bizarre.
Does the Treasurer believe all those people - from
the Electricity Supply Association, the Business
Council of Australia and Pacific Power - have got it
wrong, or is it a fact that the Treasurer has got it
hopelessly wrong and is simply useless as a
Treasurer?

The SPEAKER - Order! The guidelines set
down for question time on the asking of
questions - Mr Micallef interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! If the honourable
member for Springvale interjects once again while I
am on my feet I will name him.
Mr Brumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! I am addressing my
remarks to the Leader of the Opposition. The
guidelines for the asking of questions are quite clear:
he may not give an opinion in asking a question.
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) -As usual, the
Leader of the Opposition misrepresents the position
of others. It is certainly true - Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE -Go on, you put the rest of
your question and I will answer it! Have you got
more? You are an embarrassment to your colleagues.
The SPEAKER -Order! I ask the Treasurer to
ignore interjections. I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to remain silent He has asked his
question, and all that remains is an answer.
Mr STOCKDALE - I will come back to - -

509

deal firstly with the Electricity Supply Association
and Mr Warren Haynes, the chief executive of la.
The Leader of the Opposition has substantially
misrepresented the speeches of those two
gentlemen. I have read not only the press reports,
which by and large were accurate, but also their
speeches. In both cases they went out of their way to
indicate the soundness of the reforms taking place in
Victoria, even while they expressed reservations on
some particular aspects, and of course you would
expect them to. First of all, the Executive Director of
the Electricity Supply Association is retained
predominantly by the existing vertically integrated
monopolies owned by governments around
Australia. He has a patch to defend, and one could
hardly be surprised that he is putting forward the
classic arguments in support of vertically integrated
government-owned monopolies. Nonetheless,
despite some of the reservations expressed, he has
supported reform and his association has gone out
of its way in that and other forums to indicate
support for the introduction of competition.
In his speech, on behalf of the Business Council of
Australia, Mr Haynes quite explicitly supported the
reforms being undertaken, as he has done in
discussion with the Victorian government It is true
that in part his criticism was based on a
misunderstanding of one aspect of the reforms - in
particular, the levy on electridty traded through the
pool. The levy on electricity traded through the pool
covers the cost of the Loy Yang B arrangement
entered into by the former Labor government in
Victoria. It is necessary to continue the current
arrangement, which averages the additional cost of
that arrangement across electridty consumers. Of
course, on behalf of large business, Mr Haynes seeks
to protect his members, his large industrial
customers, from having to share in the extra cost
Victoria faces as a result of the deal the Labor Party
made.
So, both these gentlemen have supported reform.
They are both actively engaged in reform. The
government has had dealings with them not only
directly but in a series of forums in which the
development of a national market, as well as the
Victorian reforms, is being planned.

Let me come to Mr Bunyon. Nothing could more
clearly demonstrate the difference - -

Mr Thomson interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - You're not interested in the
answer, are you? You just want to yell abuse. I will
come back in a moment to Ross Bunyon, but let me

Mr Thomson -On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
as the Treasurer's reply has put the ministers for
sport, natural resources and finance and the
honourable member for Murray Valley to sleep--
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The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member will resume his seat. No doubt the
opposition will appreciate the wit of the honourable
member for Pascoe Vale, but he has been here long
enough to know that that is a frivolous point of
order, which the Chair will not put up with.
Mr STOCKDALE - The report in the Australian
Financial Review this morning of Mr Bunyon's
comments only illustrates yet again that his
perspective is the reverse of the Victorian
government's perspective. Mr Bunyon is seeking to
do what you would expect the chairman or chief
executive of a government-owned integrated utility
to do: defend the status quo. He looks at the issues
from the perspective of what would best suit Pacific
Power.
It is dear from the record of his interview that
Mr Bunyon is seeking to advantage Pacific Power at
the expense of customers. Just recently he has been
called to accoWlt by findings that Pacific Power has
sought to manipulate the supply of electricity in
New South Wales to benefit Pacific Power at the
expense of its customers. The Victorian
government's perspective is the reverse: we seek to
benefit customers and to see a fair distribution
between customers and the owners of the enterprise,
both taxpayers and investors in this business.
Mr Bunyon suggests that--
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In terms of interest, the Leader of the Opposition has
been in touch with the potential investors in the
Victorian privatisation program. He knows as well
as we do that right around Europe, right through the
United Kingdom and right through the United
States of America there are dozens of companies
anxious to invest in Victoria. Not only that, but
during our recent road show they not only
expressed strong support for investing here but
acknowledged that the rules the government is
setting up for the operation of the market and the
inhibitions on cross-ownership, which Mr Bunyon
attacked, will serve the interests of Victorian
consumers. As a result, Victorian consumers can
look forward to a sustained period of reductions in
the real price of electricity: 9 per cent reductions for
households just over the balance of this decade and
21 per cent for business. They will be the runs on the
board for the people of Victoria. Mr Bunyon and the
ALP can oppose these reforms that are being
introduced in many other countries for the benefit of
consumers, but this government will make sure
Victorians come first.
Mr Dollis - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
during question time the honourable member for
Thomastown asked the Minister for Public
Transport why he lied to the public accounts
committee. The Leader of the Government in this
house indicated that that was not accurate because
he had read the transcript

Mr Seitz interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - We know you know
nothing about the subject. Mr Bunyon suggests that
stand-alone power stations are inefficient and that
there will be no interest in investing in Victoria
under the present planned reforms. Empirical
evidence shows tha t nothing could be further from
the truth. One of the most efficient brown coal
operated power stations in Victoria is the
stand-alone power station servicing the Point Henry
aluminium smelter. It is a single, small,
privately-owned power station with 30-year-old
technology. Nonetheless, it has consistently beaten
the government-owned power station.
Mr Micallef interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - That power station has
significantly beaten the Victorian power stations on
almost any measure you would like to name. So, in
terms of efficiency the empirical evidence is that
Mr BWlyon's argument is not borne out.

The transcript of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee of 22 February is not a public document
Standing order no. 208 states:
The evidence taken by any select committee and

documents presented to such committee, and which
ha ve not been reported to the house, shall not be
published by any member of such committee, nor by
any other person.

I ask you, Mr Speaker, to investigate whether there
has been a breach of standing order no. 208 as a
result of any member making the transcript
available to the Leader of the Government, given
that he clearly indicated to the house on a number of
occasions that he had read the transcript and his
recollection was accurate and similar to that of the
Minister for Public Transport.
The SPEAKER - Order! I have noted the
comments made by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition. I shall investigate the matter and bring
that report back to the house.
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SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND
REGULATIONS COMMITIEE

Alert Digest No. 2
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) presented Alert Digest
No. 2 of 1995 on:
Road Safety (Amendment) Bill
Dental Technicians (Amendment) Bill

Creswick and District Water Board
Maryborough City Water Supply and Wastewater
Orbost Water Board
Sunraysia Water Board
Ararat City Water Supply and Wastewater
Components - Report for the period ended 30
September 1994
Barwon Region Water Authority -Report for the
period ended 30 June 1994

Latrobe Regional Commission (Repeal) Bill
together with appendix.
Laid on table.

Creswick and District Water Board - Report for the
year 1993-94
Hamilton Water Board - Report for the period ended
30 June 1994

Ordered to be printed.

Subordinate legislation

Horsham City Water and Wastewater - Report for the
period ended. 30 September 1994

Mr PERTON (Doncaster) presented report on
subordinate legislation concerning Stock
(Hormonal Growth Promotants Status
Declarations) Regulations 1994, together with
appendices.

Maryborough City Water Supply and Wastewater Report for the year 1993-94

Laid on table.

Orbost Water Board - Report for the year 1993-94

Ordered to be printed.

Planning and Environment Act 1987 - Notices of
approval of amendments to the following Planning
Schemes:

Second annual report
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) presented second annual
report, together with appendices.

Melton Shire Water Services - Report for the period
ended 30 September 1994

Ballaarat (City) Planning Scheme - No. L54
Berwick Planning Scheme - Nos L79, L82
Camberwell Planning Scheme - No. L44

Laid on table.

Caulfield Planning Scheme - No. 1..30

Ordered to be printed.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Oerk:

Collingwood Planning Scheme - No. 1.33
Cranbourne Planning Scheme - No. Ll01
Doncaster and Templestowe Planning Scheme No. L85

Aireys Inlet Water Board - Report for the period
ended. 30 September 1994

Greater Geelong Planning Scheme - No. RU13

Alexandra Shire Water and Sewerage AuthorityReport for the period ended 30 September 1994

Kilmore Planning Scheme - No. 1.81

Annual Reporting Act 1983 - Notification from the
Minister for Natural Resources of the following
authorities failure to submit annual reports and the
reason therefor:

Lillydale Planning Scheme - No. U50

Barwon Region Water Authority

Keilor Planning Scheme - No. L89

Knox Planning Scheme - No. 1..84

Malvern Planning Scheme - No. L26
Melton Planning Scheme - No. 1..36
Morwell Planning Scheme - No. 1-39
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Omeo Planning Scheme - No. L14
Richmond Planning Scheme - No. 1.34

39,40,45,46,48,49,52,55 to 61 inclusive, 63, 64, 77, 78
(2) (a), 78 (4) (d) and 78 (5) on 15 March 1995 (Gazette
No. G9, 9 March 1995)

Romsey Planning Scheme - No. L42
Sherbrooke Planning Scheme - No. L76
South Melbourne Planning Scheme - Nos L94, L96
Traralgon (City) Planning Scheme - No. L56
Upper Yarra Valley and Oandenong Ranges
Region Planning Schemes - No. R13
Williamstown Planning Scheme - No. L16
Portland Water Board - Report for the period ended
30 JWle 1994

Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Victoria) Act
1994 - All the provisions, with the exception of
sections 44 and 50 (4) on 15 March 1995 (Gazette No.
G9, 9 March 1995).

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Fisheries Bill
Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill

Project Development and Construction Management
Act 1994 -Orders in Council under section 6 and 8
respectively (two papers)

Latrobe Regional Commission (Repeal) Bill

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Romsey-Lancefield Water Board - Report for the year
1993-94
Statutory Rules Wlder the following Acts:
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals Act 1992 S.R. Nos 25, 26, 27
Corrections Act 1986 - S.R. No. 23
Credit (Administration) Act 1984 -S.R No. 19
Lotteries Gaming and Betting Act 1966 - S.R No.
28
Magistrates' Court Act 1989 -S.R No. 18
Road Safety Act 1986 - S.R. No. 29
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994Ministers' exception certificate in relation to
Statutory Rule No. 18
Ministers' exemption certificate in relation to
Statutory Rule Nos 26, 27, 28
Swuaysia Water Board -Report for the year 1993-94
Tambo Water Board -Report for the year ended 30
September 1994
Victorian Institute of Marine Sciences CouncilReport for the year 1992

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were laid upon the Table by the Clerk pursuant to
an Order of the House dated 6 September 1994:
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use)
Act 1992 -Sections 6, 19 (1), 19 (2), 19 (3),23,26,38,

Program
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - I move:
That, pursuant to sessional order no. 6(3), the orders of
the day, government business, relating to the following
bills be considered and completed by 3.00 p.ro. on
Thursday, 23 March 1995:
Transport (Tow Truck Reform) Bill
Road Safety (Amendment) Bill
Corporations (Victoria) (Amendment) Bill
Ports Acts (Amendment) Bill
Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill
Dental Technicians (Amendment) Bill

Mr BATCHELOR (Th.omastown) - I oppose the
motion moved by the Leader of the House for a
number of reasons. On the last occasion that this
motion was moved the opposition expressed.
concern about the matters that were being brought
before Parliament and those that were not. During
the coming week a number of bills on which the
opposition will make a substantial contribution are
to be debated. Some of those bills we support and
others we do not. However, the government's
business program does not provide the opposition
with opportunities to raise many of the issues th.at
should be raised in Parliament during the coming
week.
Many of the bills will be supported by the
opposition and therefore time should be allowed for
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the opposition to debate the other important matters
before the community at large in the parliamentary
forum. 1b.is week would have provided an ideal
time for that to occur. For example, we could have
an extensive debate on the automated ticketing
machines. The matter has been brought before the
public arena by the media and it is worthy of
a ttention by the house.
There are other issues of equal importance in the
public domain and there is sufficient time in the
parliamentary timetable this week for them to be
debated. We could talk about some of the cutbacks
in education, the plight of the health system or the
problems facing residents of Albert Park.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR - We could talk about petrol
prices in the country, as the honourable member for
Morwell has interjected.
Mr Kilgour interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! I caution the
honourable member for Shepparton. He may not
interject across the house in that manner.

Mr BATCHELOR - There are many matters that
could be debated and there are vehicles for debate
on the notice paper that provide opportunities to do
that.
The interjection by the honourable member for
Morwell about petrol prices has reminded me that
there is a motion on the notice paper that would
provide an opportunity for a structured and proper
debate on the issue of petrol prices in country
Victoria.
These are the many, varied and important issues
that concern the opposition and the people of

Victoria. They should be canvassed Widely, and
there is an opportunity in terms of time of the house
and notices of motion on the notice paper for these
matters to be dealt with. For those reasons I oppose
the motion moved by the Leader of the House.
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - I find it incredible - The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
House had an opportunity to speak when he moved
the motion, and that opportunity is now closed to
the minister.
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Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
shall contribute a few words to the debate. It is a
matter of concern that in the third sitting week of
Parliament the government has run out of puff. It
has totally run out of energy and it is bereft of
vision. It has no legislation to be debated in
Parliament this week, and this can be described only
as another major bungle and a massive
embarrassment to the Leader of the House.
Parliament will collapse every night this week at
around dinnertime.
Midway through its first term in office, in only the
third week of the sessional period, a government
that has been described as reformist has nul out of
legislation. We have nothing to debate! There is no
legislation of any great substance and no mention of
the issues which are of great importance to the
people of this state and which affect their day-to-day
lives. It is all hush, hush! Everything has been shut
down!
Earlier today I inspected some of the houses in
Albert Park that have clearly been damaged by the
work being done in preparation for the grand prix.
We should be debating that matter. However, under
the business program set out by the Leader of the
House we will not have the opportunity. What I saw
today in Richardson Street, near the site of the grand
prix, is totally unacceptable. It does not matter - Mr Gude - Raise it in grievances!

The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
House is out of order. I ask him to remain silent.
Mr BRUMBY - Regardless of whether
honourable members support or oppose the grand
prix, they should agree that what is happening
today to houses in Richardson Street is totally
unacceptable. It should not happen to anyone's
home.

We should be discussing the Onelink contract.lt is
clear that there are serious and apparent conflicts
between what the Minister for Public Transport told
the house during question time today and what he
told the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
three weeks ago.
We should be having a proper debate on
privatisation. In what I thought was a snide
comment, the Premier belittled Bishop Michael
Challen during question time, suggesting he had
slept through a briefing session on privatisation. We
should be discussing privatisation in this house,
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Premier. You should be contributing to the
debate-The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition must address the Chair.
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Mr MICALLEF (Springvale) - Although I do not
often speak in these debates, I am angry and
concerned that the government has run out of steam
and run out of business so early in the year.
Mr Brown interjected.

Mr BRUMBY - You're stupid! You're stupid!

The SPEAKER - Order! I have already told the
Leader of the Opposition that he may not address
another member across the table. He also used an
unparliamentary expression and I ask him to
withdraw.
Mr BRUMBY - The Premier uses that
expression in question time virtually every day. You
have never ever asked him to withdraw it.

Mr Micallef interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Springvale is pushing the Chair further
and further. I ask him to remain silent until I get this
matter sorted out. Honourable members know that
although a member may say, 'That is a stupid
statement', it is unparliamentary to say, 'You are
stupid'. I ask the Leader of the Opposition to
withdraw.
Mr BRUMBY - I can say he is a stupid Premier?
The SPEAKER - Order! We are engaged in
semantics. The comment 'You're stupid' is
unparliamentary. I ask you to withdraw.
Mr BRUMBY - I withdraw. Although we
should be discussing a number of matters, the
business program proposed by the Leader of the
House does not give us the opportunity to do so. He
finds it maSSively embarrassing that only three
weeks into the sessional period Parliament is
collapsing because we have no legislation to debate.
We should be debating country petrol prices. The
Premier has had a report on country petrol pricing
for 14 months, yet he has done nothing about it. We
should be discussing small business. In January 1994
the Minister for Small Business promised a reform
package for small business, yet nothing has been put
on the table. We should be discussing the matters
listed on the notice paper, such as general business,
notice of motion no. 48 on water rates, moved by the
honourable member for Bundoora.
The SPEAKER -Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.

Mr MICALLEF - The Minister for Public
Transport is in enough trouble without sniggering!
The ticket-vending machine question is a disgrace.
Why are we not debating issues such as that?

The first few weeks of the government's term in
office were horrific: it pushed through a plethora of
legislation without allowing enough time for proper
debate. Parliament sat at all hours of the day and
night so that the government could push through
bill after bill on Workcover, industrial relations and
vital industries -and the Minister for Industry and
Employment should be ashamed of himself for not
allowing full public debate on that legislation. Yet
three weeks into this sessional period there is
nothing for us to debate! What is the government on
about? Why is it here?
The Premier had a go at Bishop Challen for

supposedly falling asleep during a briefing. That is
an example of the effects of the government's
preaching. It is not into listening; rather, it preaches!
It puts out its platform, issues press releases and
makes statements, and it expects the community to
cop it.
Community groups who are upset about the staging
of the grand prix at Albert Park or the closure of
child-care centres and schools want to have their say
and have the issues debated in Parliament, yet
according to the government we have nothing to
talk about. The government is afraid to bring
legislation before the house.
The government ought to be ashamed of the fact that
yesterday the Ethnic Affairs Commission gave only
a measly $250 000 to ethnic communities. The
government talks about a $600 million surplus yet
doles out a measly $250 000 to ethnic communities.
The government's treatment of ordinary people,
especially those in ethnic communities who have
done so much to build up Victoria and make it such
a wonderful state, is disgraceful and insulting.
The Premier mouths off about how proud he is of
Victoria, about how well the state is going and about
the importance of getting our AAA rating back. At
the same time he hits the people who are the guts of
the community - he knocks them down and makes
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them pay. On the one hand the community has been
stuck with the $100 levy and nurses and teachers
have been sacked; on the other hand the Premier
talks about rewarding people for being kicked about
just because they have cooperated. He says, 'You
have cooperated - with a gun held at your heads so we might look after you somewhere down the
track'. The government is an absolute disgrace!

I believe honourable members would like to discuss
the same issues as the Geelong Advertiser says the
people of Geelong would like to discuss. The
editorial points out that the people of Geelong have
suffered power blackouts and that

It is an indictment of our Westminster system that
we are not discussing these issues fully, properly
and openly so that the press and the community can
hear and we can get on with running the state, as
members of either an effective government or an
effective opposition.

It says also that what the government is saying
about carving up the SEC is not what the people
want to hear. After discussing how many blackouts
there have been in Geelong, the final paragraph of
the editorial says:

We have really reached the end with this
government. As we get closer to the election, more
and more community groups will emerge and more
and more people will change their minds and vote
to get rid of the government Government members
may feel smug about the results of recent opinion
polls, but the Victorian people are not as stupid as
they think. You are the stupid ones!
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member must address the Chair.
Mr MlCALLEF - I am calling them stupid so
that you understand.
The SPEAKER - Order! Every now and then the
honourable member for Springvale goes too far.
Reflections on the Chair are offensive. I ask him to
withdraw.
Mr MICALLEF - If you are going to get excited
about it, I withdraw.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.
Ms MARPLE (Altona) - I consider it important
to speak at this time when we are being told that the
government does not have enough business on the
table and therefore honourable members will not
have the opportunity to discuss the issues that are so
important to Victorians. Today the Geelong Advertiser
has a very strongly worded editorial that points out
that the people of Victoria are very keen to discuss
the state government's selling off of the SEC and the
energy that is being put into doing that. The
editorial says:
The state government lays claim to a great many
reforms in Victoria; all for the better, naturally.

Power blackouts have become a disturbingly frequent
part of life ...

In many respects the government appears hell-bent on
off-loading Victoria's electricity supply as quickly as it
can, without due thought for either the present or the
future.

TIris is just what the government is doing now. With
this motion the government is sayin~ 'We do not
want to listen to you, the people. We do not want to
have any thought for the present or the future; we
will just close down Parliament and not discuss the
issues that are so important for the people of
Victoria'. The last sentence in the editorial is:
Indeed, if this is 'Victoria on the Move', the government
is travelling on a strange vehicle.

It is that strange vehicle that the people of Victoria
want to hear discussed. in this place. The opposition
wants to put forward the arguments against
privatisation, including arguments against selling
off the SEC and against selling off our parks, as is
happening at Albert Park. Other matters that need to
be debated in Parliament include the simple things
that people may not have had notice of. For instance,
during Garden Week the Fitzroy Gardens were
fenced off and people had to pay $9 to see
advertising on their public land, which is a disgrace
and should be debated.

TIris government is without doubt the biggest taxing
government this state has had. Victoria is the highest
taxing state in the country. But today honourable
members heard the Premier talking about the
federal government He should have been talking
about the taxes imposed. by this government
Issues related to education should be debated.
People want to talk about the number of schools that
have been closed. in country Victoria. Talking about
country Victoria, an interesting survey has just been
done by the Country Women's Association of
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Australia. It points out that rural poverty is one of
the greatest concerns for the people of Victoria. It
goes on to ask questions about unemployment in
country areas.
These are the sorts of things we should be debating
in this Parliament We should not be here being told
there is not enough government business on the
table for us to deal with. I will be asking several
ministers during the time I have - and I wish there
were more time in which to be asking them these
questions - what they are doing about education,
health, unemployment and issues related to rural
poverty. The survey by the Country Women's
Association points out that the government's
education policy is closing down communities in
country Victoria; that country towns are being
closed by government action. including action on
our railways; and that poverty is one of the biggest
concerns for people in rural Victoria. Why aren't we
discussing those issues in this chamber? Because this
government is afraid to. 1bat is why it does not
want us to discuss issues that are of concern to the
people of Geelong, such as the selling off of the SEC,
or rural poverty. The government is exacerbating the
problems. The young people of rural Victoria are
having to leave country towns because there is no
work. Unemployment levels in rural Victoria are
absolutely disgraceful. What is the government
doing about them? Nothing, absolutely nothing!
Ms GARBUIT (Bundoora) - This week
members of this house are being asked to debate a
mere six bills - it will be two a day if we manage to
spin them out We have all been here long enough to
know that that is a very slim government business
program comparea to what happened during the
first few weeks of this government when we were
here all night at one stage, debating for hours on
end. The contrast could not be greater. If we can
tease out the debate, we might even go until dinner
time each day.
It is clear that underlying this government's
programs is mismanagement at every minister's
leveL Instead of having their acts together and
getting into gear at the beginning of the session, they
are waiting Wltil the end. We will be swamped
again. We will have the charade of having to sit half
the night or all night to debate the bills that are
tabled.

On the other hand there are plenty of things
members of the opposition and people in the
community believe are of major importance and
should be debated. Last week I sought leave to move
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a motion about ministerial inquiries into child
deaths. I did so because of my concern that there
had not been enough such inquiries and that they
had been replaced by an inquiry system in which the
department is its own judge and jury. I asked for
leave to have the matter debated. Leave was denied,
even though in that sitting week we went home
early. We had dinner at home when normally we are
required to be here, working, talking about serious
matters. We could have debated that issue and
asked the minister why he has sidelined Mr Justice
Fogarty from the inquiries. As I said, leave was
denied to move the motion; we went home early.
1bat issue has not been aired in public. It has not
been aired in the chamber.
We have not been able to debate another serious
issue, which is the second matter I raised, and I
suggest we could debate it right now. The matter
concerns preschools. Listed on the notice paper as
item No. 6 of government business is the second
reading of the Associations Incorporation
(Amendment) Bill. The minister's explanatory
second-reading speech on that bill has not been
given, even though it has been sitting on the notice
paper since the last sessional period. I do not know
the details of the bill. However, I have a private
member's bill that seeks to amend the Associations
Incorporation Act to provide indemnity for parents
who sit on preschool committees of management
and do their best to keep preschools going, despite
the government's having slashed funding. People on
preschool committees of management do not have
the same indemnity as people who sit on school
councils have been given under the Education Act.
My bill is listed as item no. 4 under General
Business - Notices of Motion. I am ready to
introduce that private member's bill, which seeks to
amend the same act that would be amended by the
government bill that is listed as item no. 6 of
government business. I say to the government let's
go for it and provide indemnity to parents who are
working as vohmteers for up to 20 or 30 hours per
week because they want to keep preschools running.
The work has been going on for two years, with a
new group of parents doing the same work this year.
This issue is of grave concern to them; they know
that if they make a mistake they could be held
legally liable because the government has not
extended to them the indemnity it has given to
parents who sit on school councils.
1bat is the second issue. It is on the notice paper, but
we are not debating it Instead we are going home.
We are going to give ourselves a little bit of a rest It
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is really only going to be half time. We can all clear
out early. It is a disgrace! It is bungling by ministers
because they have not been able to get their
legislative program up early enough in the sessional
period for us to be debating important matters. We
will pay for it later on, when we sit long hours. But
right now the government is effectively saying,
'Let's have a holiday. Let's go home early'. My
family will appreciate it, but in the meantime there
are issues we are ducking.
Mr CARU (Coburg) - In only the third week of
the sessional period we find ourselves with an
incredibly thin government program - only six bills
to be debated in three days! The opposition is again
in the position of being denied the opportunity to
properly scrutinise government business. If the
govenunent gave the house the opportunity, there
would be plenty of time to debate the serious
concerns raised by our community.
Last night's meeting between church
representatives, the Treasurer and the Premier was
raised during question time. Today I heard the most
patronising remarks - those made by the Premier
about Bishop Challen - I have heard in my brief
time in this house. It is an issue of deep community
concern. Church leaders represent their constituents
by sitting down with the government and discussing
the serious effects that, for example, privatising the
SEC will have on all consumers, particularly the
poor and the vulnerable.
The Premier suggested that Bishop Challen slept
through the briefing session and did not really
participate in the meeting. That was not only
patronising but contemptuous of any notion of
opposition. The government does not want the
opposition, the community or community leaders to
scrutinise its actions. This week the opposition will
not have the opportunity to scrutinise government
business or debate the issues. We have given notice
of a number of serious issues we want to debate.
Some of those concern my electorate of Coburg the building of freeways; the demise of public
transport, including the closure of railway lines; and
the lack of any proposal for a fixed-rail link to the
airport We want to debate the failures in public
transport. This is a good opportunity for debates
such as those. We know there are problems with the
ticketing system. Let us find out what they are and
have a debate about them. Let us make this the
people's house and a house of scrutiny. The
opposition should be given the opportunity to
debate what the government has done and is doing,
issues that are of great concern to the community.

The notice paper contains notices of motions that
highlight issues of concern. The honourable member
for Morwell wants to debate petrol prices in rural
Victoria, an issue of great concern. Why not debate it
this week? The government has a report on rural
petrol prices but has taken no action on it The
Uberal and National parties claim they are the
parties of rural Victoria. Let us debate this week the
fundamental issue of high rural petrol prices. Given
the gaps in the government's business program, this
week gives us the opportunity to debate what is
happening to Ounes hospital, another rural issue.
Hospital cutbacks and closures are having
Significant effects. In the end, we may all agree that
we need to preserve some of the rural hospitals that
are being closed. Country Victoria does not have to
be ripped apart, sometrung the government seems
intent on doing.
I also refer to increases in water rates and the effects
of the user-pays system, especially the attempt to
shift costs from well~ff property owners onto the
great mass of consumers. Notice has been given of a
motion dealing with that important issue. We want
to debate it right now. Give us the opportunity this
week! Let us see whether the government is willing
to take up our challenge to use this week for scrutiny
and debate. The house should not be treated with
total contempt, as was the case during question time
today. Every time the opposition has brought up
issues of concern to the Victorian community, it has
been treated with total contempt, as have
community leaders such as Bishop Challen. lbat
highlights the arrogance and the authoritarian streak
that runs through the government's decision
making. The government simply barges through
and knocks everyone over to get what it wants. It
invited the churches to a briefing session last night,
yet the very next day it turned around and started
insulting them, yet again.

The SPEAKER - Order! Time for debate on the
question has expired.
Motion agreed to.

TRANSPORT (TOW TRUCK
REFORM) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 2 March; motion of
Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport)
Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - The opposition is
pleased to see the bill before the house. I ask the
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minister at the table to convey to the Minister for
Roads and Ports in another place our thanks for the
briefing his officers gave. They continue to provide
very good briefings and give frank answers to our
queries. I will examine the historical significance of
the legislation, which takes us back to 1993. I will
also refer to some of the issues that were highlighted
in a set of media reports over the Christmas period,
all of which were quite sensational. In outlining the
problems in the bill, I will move a reasoned
amendment.
I am pleased the bill has been introduced because,
not for the first time, it demonstrates the strength of
an argument I have raised on a number of occasions,
not only in this forum but in any other forum in
which I get the opportunity to speak. When some
people talk about deregulation, they are really
talking about an abrogation of the responsibility
governments, councils and other bodies have to
regulate. They are really talking about the
displacement of that responsibility and its being
handed over to an outside body, generally one with
a vested interest -although there is a great deal of
debate about the importance of so-called regulation.
That is why this bill has been introduced.
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Later in the debate the minister commented about
automated ticketing. That was in October 1993: it
has come back to haunt him today. I shall leave the
remark in that case because it is not really related to
this bill, but the minister may care to read his
comments about automated ticketing.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - The Chair
appreciates the honourable member for Morwell's
application of the relevance.
Mr HAMILTON - Thank you, Mr Deputy
Speaker. In the debate on the Transport
(Amendment) Bill (No. 2) the minister referred to
two tow-truck drivers at that time who indicated
clearly that there was concern about deregulation of
the tow-truck industry under the mutual recognition
process which the Transport (Amendment) Bill
followed on.

In response to the second-reading speech on the
Transport (Amendment) Bill (No. 2) the honourable
member for Thomastown said on 19 November
1993, as reported at page 2009 of Htmstzrd:
The opposition does not want mutual recognition to

lead to a lowering of standards, conduct and behaviour.

It is probably accurate to say the tow-truck industry
was deregulated in 1993 as a result of the passing of
the Mutual Recognition Bill, which covered a
plethora of areas that were deregulated and
removed from government responsibility. On that
occasion the opposition clearly said deregulation
would not and could not work. We are pleased the
government has seen the error of its ways.
The Minister for Public Transport gave his
second-reading speech on the Transport
(Amendment) Bill on Thursday, 28 October 1993. In
part, he said:
Because not all states and territories register motor
driving instructors and tow truck drivers -

there was a specific reference to tow-truck drivers in
that billin line with the recommendations of the Vocational
Education, Employment and Training Committee
(VEETAC) review of partially registered occupations
the government has decided that these occupations will
no longer have to be registered in Victoria. This will
facilitate the movement of such occupations between
different states and territories.

They are the key words:
It asks the government to place the employers of
tow-truck drivers on notice that they are responsible
for and are expected to meet community expectations
in employing fit and proper people who conduct
themselves in exemplary fashion at the scenes of
accidents. Too many people in Victoria have had the
bad experience following traffic accidents of being
subjected to pressure, harassment and aggression by
tow-truck drivers wanting to win work. The opposition
puts that matter on notice and the government may
have to r~e it.

Today's bill fulfils the concern expressed by the
honourable member for Thomastown at that time.
In response to the second-reading speech the
honourable member for Mommgton said on the
same day, as reported at page 2014 of Hansard, that
he would address the comments by the honourable
member for Thomastown because:
... unlike the honourable member for Thomastown, I
have examined the issues and have been able to come
to some conclusions.

Further on the honourable member said:
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He touched upon the repeal of tow-truck drivers
certificates and driving instructor licences, as well as
the powers to take names and address contained in
clause 67.

In relation to comments made by the opposition at
the time the honourable member said:
The honourable member acknowledged that the repeal
of tow-truck driver certificates and driving instructor
licences has been introduced in response to the national
drive for mutual recognition.

The honourable member went on to say:
I well recall the bad old days when thugs went along

with tow-truck drivers and people were set upon at
accident scenes.

That was the very thing that had been reduced a
great deal by the certification of tow-truck drivers,
and we were concerned that we may see a
reappearance of that ugly behaviour.
The honourable member for MOmington then
assured the house:
The bill changes little in terms of current law. All of the
rules about driver conduct at accident scenes will
remain. Tow-truck drivers must write their driver
licence numbers on the authority-ta-tow form.

He said further that they are not allowed to pick up
in the metropolitan area:
without an allocation number from the allocation
centre, and the tow-truck driver is still required to keep
records ... The police and Vicroads officers have general
powers to stop and question drivers of vehicles
licensed Wlder the Transport Act.

The key part of the statement was this, on page 2015:
Therefore, the concerns of people that the bill may
diminish the controls over tow-truck drivers is not
valid.

If the concerns were not valid in November 1993 the

opposition asks: what has gone on in between to
cause this bill to come before the house?
On 25 November 1993 the honourable Burwyn
Davidson said, as reported at page 1305 of Hansard:
The opposition is concerned that the legislation will
take us back to the bad old days when some of the
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tow-truck drivers employed bullying, standover tactics
on victims. They put people's lives at risk by speeding
and creating traffic hazards to get to an accident first in
order to pick up the lucrative towing contracts. The
opposition is worried about that because it does not
want to see a return to the bad old days.

By way of response the Minister for Roads and Ports
said, as reported on page 1307 of Hansard of the
same date:
Concern has been expressed that the removal of the
drivers certificates from driving school instructors and
tow-truck operators, in particular, will result in a
reduction in standards. That view is not supported.
One would look to the industry associations and the
industry itself to demand that they maintain their
standards. It is the responsibility of employers to
maintain the standards of their employees. In many
instances in the past employers have abrogated their
responsibility in respect of the qualifications of their
employees and relied heavily on drivers certificates.
The removal of drivers certificates means that
tow-truck operators and driving school owners will
become more accountable for the standards and
qualifications of their employees.

That dearly has not been the case. Again we ask
rhetOrically: what went wrong? The minister went
on to say:
The removal of drivers certificates from tow-truck
drivers will not return us to the bad old days. The
accident allocation system is one means of policing the
activities of tow trucks at the scene of accidents. Many
accidents are attended by police, and 1 am sure the
police will not allow the practices of the past to return.
Indeed, the tow-truck operator of today is far more
professional in his approach to the industry than was
the case 20 years ago;

That dearly has not been bome out by the events of
the day. Then the pressure for change accelerated
somewhat and on 8 March 1994 in the adjournment
debate I raised with the Minister for Public
Transport, representing the Minister for Roads and
Ports in another place, the matter of tow-truck
drivers who had been approached by the VACC, the
industry body. The executive director of the VACC,
Mr Davison, said in a letter to me:
Offensive weapons could soon be regarded as standard
equipment for tow-truck drivers.

In my speech on the adjournment debate on that
date I said:
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Mr Davison goes on to say that the reputation of
Victoria's tow-truck industry is at risk because in recent
weeks there has been an increasing level of violence at
accident scenes as tow-truck drivers compete with each
other to get business. It appears that the number of
people in the cabins of the tow trucks has increased and
they are there to ensure not only the effective operation
of the tow truck but also that other groups are kept
from doing business.

The certification system did not restrict entry into the
industry; it existed simply to protect the community in
general, particularly the motorist New South Wales,
Queensland and South Australia have in place or are in
the process of putting in place similar certification
systems to that which Victoria has abandoned after
60 years.

The industry itself was starting to become concerned
about the change of environment at acddent scenes.
The bill before the house today deals fundamentally
with acddent towing because that seems to be
where all problems are. In a little while I will explain
why the bill does not really overcome the
fundamental problem in the industry, which is that
basically there is insuffident profit to enable legally
operated tow trucks to run their businesses. It is as
simple as that. The industry is reduced to this level
of animal practice and we will continue to see this
sort of exercise.

On 19 April 1994 Mr Ives in the other place raised
the matter of tow trucks with the Minister for Roads
and Ports. In part, he said:
Following the abolition of tow-truck driver
certification, fears were expressed by the Victorian
Automobile Chamber of Commerce and those in the
industry generally that it would over time result in a
reversion to the unregulated situation of the 1950s ...
I ask the minister whether he is prepared to monitor
the consequences of deregulation of the towing
industry and enter into negotiations with industry
representatives and other appropriate bodies on how
any emerging undesirable trends can be controlled.

The minister responded to Mr Ives by saying, in part:
I have appointed Mc Stan Cox, a senior official of the
Department of Transport, to review the operations of
the tow-truck industry and ascertain whether the
allegations being made have substance and, if so, what
action ought to be taken. I think Mc Ives will be happy
with that
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It was a good response by the minister. On Tuesday,
24 May 1994, Mr Power in the other place raised
with the Minister for Roads and Ports a matter

regarcting Kiwi Autos Towing Service in Reservoir.
He said, in part:
It advises it has the support of the Victorian
Automobile Cl\amber of Commerce for its concern
about certain deregulation activities which have
resulted from decisions taken by the government.
The firm considers that the certification of tow-truck
drivers should be reintroduced. It is the view of Kiwi
Autos that driver certification contributed to ensuring
that suitable people were employed and that
appropriate standards were applied to those who
drove the tow trucks.

The minister's response is somewhat difficult to
understand. He said:
I do not want to give Mc Power any hope that drivers
certificates will be reintroduced in that form because
they were abolished as part of mutual recognition
legislation.

There is some question of whether the mutual
recognition legislation that was passed actually
required that to be taken into account. That would
be a point at law which could be argued. At this
stage I believe the government has attempted to
respond to the fact that it need not have done it in
the first place. I hope the measures in this bill turn
out to be better than the old tow-truck driver
certification. The minister then goes on to say:
I do not want to convey the impression that I want to
move away from tow-truck operators and owners
being responsible for the behaviour of their employees.
That is clearly an onus that rests fairly and squarely
upon them. Nevertheless I want to assure Mr Power
that the allocation system that is in place for vehicle
collisions is under no threat whatsoever.

Indeed, it is still under no threat whatsoever. The
minister continues:
It will be retained but could well be defined in light of
the recommendations put to me today.

That indicates the minister received the Cox report
on 24 May 1994, and it is that report which has
resulted in the introduction of this bill.
The problems in the tow-truck industry became the
source of a great deal of media attention beginning
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in about August 1994. The Age, in particular, raised

the issue of the state government introducing a bill
to curb towing violence. It is difficult to understand,
given the law that exists today, why we have
violence at tow-truck scenes. The facts are clear:
there is violence at accident scenes and the bill is
designed to overcome that The opposition supports
that. In effect the bill says that if there has been an
accident only one tow truck will be allocated to the
accident, and there will be a series of follow-ups to
see whether that is what happens. We will not have
the vultures sitting on the highways and freeways
waiting for accidents to happen and then, when one
does, fighting about who gets the job.
In an article in the Age of 7 August 1994 Sue Hewitt
reports that the government is considering taking a
similar approach to cleaning up the towing industry
to the approach it took with the taxi industry. I hope
this bill is better than the bill covering taxis because
there are still problems in the taxi industry that have
not been remedied, especially concerning the safety
of taxi drivers - although I understand some
attention is being given to that, which I welcome.
We believe the government should go further, but at
least in August 1994 it recognised that it had a
problem. We appreciate the honesty of the minister
in saying that the government recognised that there
was a problem.

Sue Hewitt goes on to say:
Since the removal of controls, anyone with a drivers
licence has been able to drive a tow truck without
training.

That is true, and this bill addresses that issue by
requiring a person to Wldergo some form of
training. Currently that is undefined. I hope the
training will be carried out by the TAFE sector. Sue
Hewitt continues:
One tow-truck driver, on bail on criminal charges, is
reporting daily to police.
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officers who deal with such people. But instead the
direct opposite has been the case. Perhaps the
industry should look at itself and adopt a different
standard in dealing with people who have been
involved in vehicular accidents.
Sue Hewitt's article continues:
Insiders say violence erupts because of the
competitiveness of the towing and smash-repair
industries. Towing commissions are directly linked to
the repair cost of cars and there are drivers earning up
to $2000 a week.

1bat is a key statement and another example of
where this intense competition, wuuly and quite
often illegal competition, has led to disastrous
results for consumers. It is an example of what Tim
Costello, the minister of the Collins Street Baptist
Church, was talking about when he said that
competition itself is not intrinsically good and in
some cases is intrinsically bad. He was talking about
a Christian society. We should look at a cooperative
approach rather than fierce competitiveness. When
that is linked with earning 52000 a week - which
certainly in this industry would not be a bad
salary - we have a problem.
Sue Hewitt continues:
Tow-truck drivers say that the risk of a $300 fine is
minimal because there are few Via-oads enforcement
officers.

That is another problem we have with this bill,
because it does not indicate that Vicroads will take
up the challenge of ensuring that there is policing by
Vicroads officers, or indeed by the Victoria Police, to
ensure that the regulations and the law, as it will
become when this bill is passed, are upheld and that
there is better behaviour.

The article by Sue Hewitt continues:
The Victorian Automobile Chamber of Commerce,

Obviously right and proper people should be in
charge of a tow truck. It amazes me that the
tow-truck industry is unique in that it has this
macho image - if you are a rough he-man you can
become a tow-truck driver, and it is a licence to do
what you like, whether you have a tyre lever or a
baseball bat It is part of the history and the culture.
That is amazing because I would have thought that
tow-truck drivers would have some empathy with
those who have been involved in road accidents and
are suffering trauma, something like ambulance

whose members include tow-truck owners, is also
investigating.

So, the VACC, one of the parties with a vested
interest in this bill, has also been concerned at what
has been happening.
The player not mentioned in the bill, but to my mind
the most important player in the whole industry the car insurer -is referred to later in the article:
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Car insurer AAMI's chairman of corporate affairs,
Mr Michael }(ay, has raised concerns that tow-truck

drivers have been receiving secret commissions from
panel shops of up to 10 per cent of the repair cost of
damaged cars delivered to the shops.

Sue Hewitt should have asked what the devil the
insurance companies are doing about that. The
repair shops are not getting the money from thin air
or from trees but from the insurance companies. So,
if the insurance companies know what is going on,
what are they doing about it? The real point in all
this, which is omitted from the bill completely, is
that the end player - in most cases the insurance
company - is let off the hook. They have been let
off the hook pretty much by the media, which to my
mind is a sad commentary.
The article by Sue Hewitt refers to spotters fees,
which are common in the industry, of $20 to $60:
Mr Kay says: 'Over a year (the fees) can amount to

thousands of dollars ... They are a black economy,
which means tax is not, or is rarely, paid.

Again, Mr Kay from the insurance industry ought to
be asking who is missing out because the tow-truck
operators and the panel shops are not getting the $20
to $60 from nowhere; they are getting the money
predominantly from the insurance company, which
gets it from you and me when we pay for our motor
vehicle insurance. The article also says:
A Vicroads source says some police have been alleged

to have made secret agreements with panel shops
where they can get minor damage to police cars
repaired, at no cost, to avoid the paperwork of
reporting an accident. In return, the police tell drivers
associated with the panel shop when and where there
are accidents.

That is a pretty serious allegation. I am concerned
that that allegation was made in the Age on
7 August. I would be very disappointed indeed if
the police commissioner did not pick it up and
follow it through, because it is pretty serious. It is
about the order of our society and about officers
being involved in some part of this corrupt
practice - that is purely and simply what it is. I
hope it is being chased up and that if it is found to
have occurred it will be stamped out. The article
continues:
Mr Kay says AAMI, because of police inaction, was
forced to take civil action in the County Court against a
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Melbourne panel shop owner who refused to return a
damaged vehicle.

So there were problems and allegations that the
police are involved in corruption. That is a darned
serious charge, and I hope the police commissioner
has taken it up and is investigating it seriously
because there is enough corruption in this industry
now without the cops getting involved. I do not
think anyone in this house would accept that as a
reasonable way for anyone to behave.

In September 1994 the Herald Sun published an
article by Michael Edmonds under the headline 'MP
lashes GIO over tow trucks'. Indeed, the honourable
member for Frankston East raised the matter of the
Government Insurance Office, which has now been
flogged off - Mr McLellan interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - It has been sold off. What a
pity! The honourable member raised concern about
a very dangerous instruction being given by the
insurance company to someone it insured and said,
quite rightly, that that was completely unacceptable
and should not go on. The article quotes the
honourable member as having said:
They would be certainly acting against the spirit of the
law, if not breaking the law ... They would certainly be
cheating the allocation for tow trucks for that area.

The article continues:
Under the allocation system, damaged cars are
collected by designated tow trucks, avoiding the
previous situation where accidents were crowded with
tow trucks touting for business.

I commend the honourable member for raising that
matter and the newspaper for picking it up. It
indicated problems in the industry. In that case and
in a number of cases I shall refer to during this
debate there is evidence that rackets exist in the
tow-truck industry, but they will not be corrected by
this bill. That is the sad part. I do not know how you
do it, but certainly the government ought to be very
much concerned about the rackets that exist,
fundamentally around the insurance and repair
business, because if they were cleaned up we might
clean up the industry and ensure that it operates in
the way this bill says in theory it should operate.
Over the Christmas period in 1994 the Age published
a series of articles on this subject I gather that a
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number of other honourable members also followed
them. The Age of 26 December contained an article
by David Wilson and Gary Hughes that states:
The Australian Taxation Office has set its sights on
fraud in the car smash-repair industry estimated to be
worth up to $600 million a year.
Corruption and fraud in smash repairs is estimated to
add about one-third - about $130 - to the average
cost of car insurance premiums.

lbat means that because this corruption and fraud is
occurring it is costing each of us, especially the
responsible motorists who have comprehensive car
insurance policies, extra money. No-one can sit back
and say this is a good thing, because it is not. Who is
getting ripped off and who is making the profits
from it? !his article raises the question of who is not
paying tax. 1bat is another way of ripping off the
system. Every time you or I dodge paying our taxes,
someone else has to make up the difference and foot
the bill.

Mr McLellan - I pay my taxes!
Mr HAMILTON - Good on you. I am also
pleased that I have a job where I can pay tax. I
would be a lot worse off if I did not have a job and
could not pay tax. We ought to recognise that the tax
office has been investigating what has been
occurring in the industry. The article continues:
The tax office has been given information from two
insurance companies estimating understatement of
income by smash repairers at between $35 million and
$50 million a year, with a loss of tax of between
$13 million and $25 million.

So, the tax office is saying the smash repairers are

ripping off the system. I happen to know a few
people in the smash repair business, and to the best
of my knowledge they are not terribly rich. In fact, at
this stage they are battling to stay in business. But
perhaps there are some dishonest smash repairers
who are ripping off the tax system. I do not know
how you get around that, but the tax office has
suggested that it will require an audit fee from
insurance companies for smash repairers so it can
find out who is not paying tax or, as the colloquial
saying goes, who is up whom and who is not paying.
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that is, 1994involved claims against 11 insurance companies for
$385 000 over 35 fictitious car smashes.

So, the industry now has 35 fictitious car smashes.
The consumer is getting ripped off. The insurance
companies and the tax office need to be more
observant and, more importantly, so does the car
owner, the member of the public who actually pays
for all this. The legally dubious payment of spotters
fees has not yet been stamped out, and the bill does
nothing to stamp it out, either. In fact, it does not
address the problem of spotters fees at ali, and the
opposition is disappointed about that.
I do not know what we do about these agreements. I
was going to call them gentlemen's agreements, but
those who are responsible for this sort of activity are
most ungentlemanly people. The spotter's fee
should have been addressed in the bill because it has
caused a lot of trouble in the industry. The article
continues:
The scrapping by the government of tow-truck driver
certificates last year has led to the return of a 'criminal
element', according to tow-truck operators and police.

If there is substance to that allegation it should have
been ferreted out The industry association, the
VACC, and the insurance industry have a
responsibility. If the police are alleging it, as this
article implies, it ought to have been ferreted out by
them. It is easy to sit back and criticise the industry,
but no-one seems to do anything about it. TIlat is a
sad commentary.

We believe the bill will not be effective because of
what was said further on in the article. It contains
the key to what has happened in Victoria. The article
continues:
Despite the drop in the number of road accidents -

The former Labor government and this government
can take credit for the great improvement in the
road toll figures. We have worked together to that
end. The government has continued the effort to
reduce the road toll. Victoria has probably the
lowest road toll anywhere in the world. We can be
proud of this, but we cannot rest on our laurels. The
article continues:

This part of the article is of interest, too:
A racket based on the Momington Peninsula that
between 1992 and this year -

Despite the drop in the number of road accidents and
injuries, and increased traffic police and
state-sponsored campaigns, Victoria has been the only
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state to record an increase in the number of smash
repair businesses. During the recession years 1986 to
1992, the number of smash repair businesses have
increased from 1482 to 1613, (up 9 per cent). In New
South Wales the figure fell 10 per cent over the same
period.

What is going on in Victoria? We have fewer
accidents yet we have an increase in the number of
smash repair businesses, while New South Wales
has also reduced its road toll in the same period but
the number of smash repair businesses fell by 10 per
cent. Serious questions must be asked about why
this has happened, given that the smash repair
business is not the best business for an honest
operator.
An article by David Wilson in the Age of
26 December made this point clear. In part it states:
... there are about 370 tow-truck licences. About 2300
tows are allocated each month, or roughly 75 a day.
About 300 licensed trucks a day do not receive one tow.

This is simple arithmetic. The article continues:
Furthermore, based on an average of $95 fee per tow,
there are an average 6.7 tows per month per tow truck.
TItis figure may be slightly inflated: the Stone brothers,

one of the towing companies for example, estimate 4.5 tows a month.

The income is about $427.50 a month or $5130 a
year. Assuming the 6.7 tows, a tow truck's return
would be $636.50 a month or $7638 a year. The
article continues:
On top of this, tow-truck licences are presently valued
at between $85 000 to $100 000.

If we are going to dean up this industry it would
seem reasonable also to clean up the inflated trade in

tow-truck licences. When a tow-truck licensee pays
the government the licence fee that ought to be it! If
tow-truck licences cost $85 000 to $100 000 someone
must pay. There must be some way of recouping
this figure. How can the licensees recoup that
amount when they receive at best $7000 a year? It is
not possible. The article continues:
Being in the tow-truck trade, on these figures, is
financial stupidity .
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Hence, corruption becomes part of the trade. The end
loser is the motorist, who is hit with higher insurance
premiums after inswance companies pass on the bill
from crash repairers.

That is the fundamental problem. On those figures
the trade is not viable without some corruption and
mishandling, but that is not addressed in the bill. We

are only touching the tip of the iceberg with the bill.
I do not know what the answer is! The government
has held inquiry after inquiry. I hope after this
debate we will be able to address the real problems.
An article by Gary Hughes in the Age of
26 December 1994 has the headline, 'Oversupply

blamed by VACC for cheating'. The article refers to
comments made by Mr Bob Davison, executive
director of the VACC, who said:
... the problems were caused by a 20 to 30 per cent
oversupply within the industry that encouraged such
practices.

This is what we are talking about The article
continues:
But he blamed increasingly competitive and
cost-conscious insurance companies for forcing
repairers to cut corners.

We have two major players, the insurance
companies and the VACC, who are saying, 'This is
not our fault, it is yours. You are putting the screws
on us and we have got to put the screws on you.'
The implication is that if they are not all into graft
and corruption they will not make a living and it is
the poor old motorist who ends up paying.
Mr Davison continues:
Ask any repairer who finds himself forced to
something less than ethical and he'll say it was because
of the insurance company pressure and he'll probably
be right.

The insurance companies are screwing the repairers
and the repairers in turn have to ensure that they
keep their businesses afloat They are prepared to do
it, it would appear in some cases, by dubious and
unethical means. We have a real problem. The
editorial in the Age on the same day states:
Something is very wrong with an industry when those
in it have to flout the law to survive.

That is true.
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Yet that, as our exclusive reports this week have
revealed, is the case with the tow-truck industry and
with its companion activity, smash repairs.

To be fair, the bill links tow-truck and smash
repairers with the authority. There is some
responsibility placed on smash repairers to be
honest. Perhaps it is not within the jurisdiction of the
Minister for Roads and Ports - perhaps it is that of
the Attorney-General or the Minister for Small
Business; it may be the Attorney-General because
this matter covers some aspects of insurance - but
we have not got to the nub of what is happening.
The editorial continues:
Corruption is rife in both areas; seams are everyday.
Part of the problem is there are too many tow-truck
drivers on the road and too many people in the smash
repair and panel-beating business.

The opposition does not believe the bill, other than
in spirit or intent, addresses the issue. How many
tow trucks and panel shops do we need to make this
industry work?
Clearly there are tow-truck operators who have to
flout the law to stay in business and to pay the
exorbitant prices asked for licences. The opposition
will move an amendment and in doing so will ask
the minister to define how one determines the need
for extra tow trucks or establishes the number of tow
trucks that should be operating currently. It is all
right for the minister to say, 'We will look at it.'
However, to give the bill teeth and credibility in the
industry and to get rid of oversupply and intense
competition the minister must say, 'We will allocate
one tow truck per 10 tows' or whatever is the
number of tows that are available. The opposition
believes the lack of such a definition in the bill is a
serious omission and that the matter ought to be
taken on board because, if we believe what
commentators say, it is one of the problems that
exist in the industry.
The Age article states:
In the smash repair industry, the problem of
oversupply is compounded by pressure from
cost-conscious insurers. To meet their demands for
lower quotes, the repairers are forced to cut corners
and to indulge in rorts.
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The other is that fees, commissions and corrupt
practices translate into higher premiums for motorists.
On both counts, a government clean-up of the industry
is urgently needed.

The government has partly responded to that in the
bill. The opposition's argument is that the bill will
not sort out all of the problems addressed in some of
these newspaper articles.
You can bet on the fact that my favourite profession
is involved in this issue. Once lawyers get involved
in anything there is a fair chance that insurance
companies will incur extra costs and that they will
simply pass those costs on. For example, a couple of
articles published in the Age of 27 December 1994
talk about the legal nightmares that have resulted
from claims for smash repairs.
Inionnation contained in a table headed 'How repair
shops fudge the figures', which was also published
in the Age of 27 December, is of great concern. When
I went to a panel shop to get a quote for the repair of
a small dent in my vehicle I was asked whether it
was an insurance job. I said that that should not
make any difference. They said, 'We have to know
whether it is an insurance job'. I said I was going to
pay for it myself and the price I was quoted was
obviously about half what it would have cost if my
insurance company had been paying - and I have a
few years no-claim credit on my insurance policy.
The table lists a series of confidential quotations
provided to insurance companies by three different
repair companies for repairs on various vehicles.
Figures for the same repair vary from $9500 to
$6500 - a difference of $3000 or almost 50 per cent
of the lower figure! One wonders how some of these
people can sleep at night or whether the repairer
who submitted the cheap quote intended to do a
proper job. There are references in some newspaper
articles to instances of only one coat of paint being
applied when the quote was for three coats of paint.
Quotes on another job varied from $11 000 to just
W\der $7000 - a $4000 difference. In almost every
case of vehicles being taken to particular repairers
by towing companies, the quotation is substantially
higher than a quotation provided by two
independent assessors. One wonders where the
extra money goes. Articles that appeared in the
newspapers at that time also referred to old rather
than new parts being used and that sort of thing.

It goes to list a few rorts. The final part of the article

states:

Prior to the introduction of the bill I spoke with
Darren Curry from the Victorian Automobile
Chamber of Commerce about any problems it had
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with the bill. The VACC summarises its feelings in
its newsletter of 15 March 1995:
The towing operators division is, however, sceptical
that these proposals will be completely successful.

In comments to its members dealing with specific
aspects of the bill the VACC states that it does not
believe the bill will go far enough. Later the article
states:
The chamber, although being included in the review
process, was not consulted on the final draft of the
Transport (Tow Truck Amendment) Bill There are a
number of areas in the bill which will adversely affect
the industry and these will be addressed through direct
submissions to parliamentarians.

Let us hope the VACC has taken up its concerns
with the minister because any concerns of the
industry ought to be addressed as part of the
government's response to the bill. If the minister
needs to introduce amendments while the bill is
between here and another place, so be it. Certainly
Mr Curry indicated that his organisation would take
it up with the minister's office and said that it was a
bit disappointed that it had not been consulted on
the final draft. It seems strange that one of the most
important players in the tow-truck industry, the
towing operators division of the VACC, was not
consulted on the final draft. I do not know what
went wrong but I raise the matter for the minister's
attention and hope he will take it up.
The Royal Automobile Club of Victoria is also a big
player in the vehicle repair industry. As a long-term
member of the RACV - 35 or more years - and as
a person who is insured by the organisation, I am
interested in what it has to say about the industry.
The RACV allocates tow-truck work and it carmot be
blind to or have its head in the sand about what is
going on in the industry. I would be amazed if the
RACY was not aware of criticism. of the industry.
I ask the RACV and its management, 'What have
you been doing about it? You allocate the tow trucks
to jobs and know what is going on in the industry.
You also charge me my insurance premium. What
have you been doing to see that these things do not
happen?'.
I understand that the RACY consulted with the
government's bill committee when the bill was
being drawn up. However, it cannot now opt out
and say, 'Hands off; it's not me, brother'. The RACV
has a responsibility to the ordinary motorists who
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keep it in business to see that the seams, corruption
and rip-offs do not occur with its insurance
company or to the tow-truck industry to which it
allocates jobs. So I say to the RACV: come on, where
is your answer to some of the criticisms about the
industry? I was pleased to note that some of the
concerns raised with us have been cleared up in the
editorial headed 'Behind the wheel' written by the
chief executive of the RACV. In part the editorial
talks about the bill and states:
the RACY has 172 road service depots in rural
Victoria ...

I live in rural VictOria, as do half the members on the
other side of the house, and we are concerned about
road service to rural motorists. The editorial states
further that some road service depots are:
... equipped with full tow-truck rigs which cost about
$80 000 to buy.

That is not the cost of the licence but of a proper tow
truck that is licensed and roa.dworthy and all the rest
of it. I understand there are sitting in garages tow
trucks with no wheels on them and no motors. The
bill, to its credit, addresses that problem. It is not all
bad; it has some good spots.
Some discussion has taken place between the RACY
and the VACC about whether provision should be
made for trade towing - that is, non-accident
towing trailers that can be used to pick up vehicles
that might have broken down. The RACV editorial
continues:
Many of the depots, however, in smaller country areas,
just cannot afford such an outlay.

Which is probably fair enough, especially if a truck
has only 4.7 tows a month. The editorial goes on:
What they do is attempt to hire a tow truck, at short
notice, for a stranded member's vehicle. Tow truclcs are
invariably in keen demand and delay in obtaining one
is impacting frequently on motorists.
These smaller depots are not allowed to use trailers
which can be bought for about $5000 and which are
more than adequate for trade tows - the ferrying of
broken-down vehicles.
It is also interesting to record that Victoria is the only

state where trailers cannot be used for trade towing
unless the trailer is connected to a tow truck!
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Which is an interesting comment. It goes on:
Trade towing is quite distinct from the towing of
vehicles damaged in accidents.

So the RACV welcomes the inclusion of the clause
that will allow trailers to be used for trade towing
but not acddent towing in country Victoria.

One of the problems cleared up in our briefing is
whether a car picked up in the country can be towed
to the controlled area, which is the Melbourne
metropolitan area. The bill allows that. So it should,
because if there is not an appropriate motor repairer
in the country area, the owner should have the
option of having the vehicle taken to Melbourne,
other than by being picked up on a trailer, providing
that the regulations that cover the engineering
design of the trailer and the towing mechanisms and
such things are policed. I understand they are
covered by other road regulations, which is a good
thing. We do not have a problem with that, if it
means that the saving the insurance company makes
by screwing the tower down to the bare minimum
price is passed on to the people who are paying the
insurance premiums in the first place. That is what it
is about the insurance companies are putting the
screws on to get their prices down as low as they
can, I hope so that they can pass the decreases on to
us, the people who pay the premiums. We need to
make sure they are not putting out of business
people who are battling to make a quid, by red.udng
their fees to a level that means their businesses are
not viable.
I am informed that it costs $90 to have a vehicle
towed, but if you can get it on a trailer it is $25, so
there is a substantial saving on the tow if the
motorist is paying for it himself or herself. But that
must be passed back to the motorist, and not go to
the insurance company as profits.
I refer to the specific problems we have with the bilL
Reference is made to a controlled area and the
allocation of tows in a controlled area. At the
moment I understand the only controlled area is the
Melbourne metropolitan area. Rumours that are
causing some concern are that the Momington
Peninsula and the Geelong area may be declared
controlled areas. If it is the government's intention to
declare other parts of the state as controlled areas
with an allocation system and some sort of polidng
of what goes on, it should consult with the people in
those communities. Currently there is no
requirement other than to run a regulation past the
Governor in Council. That is not good enough. The
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government should be prepared to use a legislative
approach. It does not declare controlled areas every
day of the week; it will not do so today and next
week and the week after.
The opposition wants the government to be open
about the matter and to address people's concerns. If
the government believes establishing additional
controlled areas will result in a better industry, it
should be prepared to go to the people in the regions
and consult with them. It should talk about the
matter and make sure it comes under the scrutiny of
Parliament. If there are objections and problems
arise in Geelong or on the Momington Peninsula
people would then have an opportunity to have
their problems raised and considered formally in
Parliament. The declaration of additional controlled
areas should not be run through the back door by
regulation. When they sat on this side of the house
members of the Uberal and National parties
whinged and cried blue murder when the former
Labor government put anything in place by way of
regulation.
The opposition understands that the current system
of allocation for tow trucks to attend acddent scenes
is sent out to tender and that that tender process
works reasonably well. We are not quite sure that
the government gets value for money by doing that,
but if the allocation process works I fail to
understand how one ever gets more than one tow
truck per vehicle at an accident. If the system works
that is what should happen. The driver of the tow
truck who has been allocated a job has to produce
his authority to tow to the panel shop. The person at
the panel shop has to say, 'Where is your authority
to tow?" and then pass it on to the powers that be.
As I said earlier, we are concerned that the bill refers
to the need for additional tow trucks, because the
need is not defined. Also, there are no guidelines.
There ought to be some guidelines on standard
figures - that is, on how many tow trucks you
need. Do we expect a tow truck to clear an accident
scene within half an hour or a hour? How do you
measure those things? None of them has been
debated or set out. This is a bit of a trust-me bill. The
government claims to know the industry. If you
know the industry so well, it should not be so
blooming rotten! Don't tell me you know the
industry. You know nothing about it. You have let it
remain in a rotten state.
The government should fix things up and come out
into the open and say what it intends to do. Do not
expect us to let you get away with saying, 1t will be
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all right. We will work out the regulations and
everything else'. Every change in the industry affects
every motorist one way or another. They pay the
bills; they are the ones you ought to be concerned
about You should make sure the bill works for them.
The bill does not say whether licences will be issued
through a tender process or by a fixed-price method.
You cannot have it both - The ACI1NG SPEAKER (Mr Cunningham) Order! The honourable member will address the
Chair.

Mr HAMILTON - They cannot have it both
ways, Mr Acting Speaker. Will the government issue
licences through a tendering process or will there be
a fixed-price method? The government says it is
going to make up its mind. Does that mean it has
introduced a half-baked bill and does not know
whether licences will be issued by tender or by fixed
price?
The bill needs work. It puts a series of obligations on
tow-truck operators and drivers and vehicle
repairers. Great, no problems! Operators will not be
allowed to tout for business or unauthorised towing
or even have unauthorised drivers or passengers in
their tow trucks. So they do not have to take thugs
along with them. Maybe they have to be authorised
thugs - that may be a way out. Could they be
authorised to carry baseball bats? I should not be
flippant I am pleased the government has
recognised the seriousness of the situation.
However, what guarantees does the general public
have?
There are laws that say there must be sufficient
Vicroads or police officers to ensure the legislation
works. In other words, it is very much the
responsibility of Vicroads officers. However, under
this economic rationalist government, which wants
to get rid of all government responsibilities, dozens
of Vicroads officers have been made redundant.
They have been sacked; they are off the payroll.
How the devil will we have sufficient people? They
will end up like the tram conductors, who were
given redundancy packages and then brought back
because you could not do the job! The government
and Vicroads must ensure that adequate officers are
available to police the regulations, inadequate and
all as those regulations may be.
Whenever laws are put in place there must be a
definite, concentrated and concerted effort to make
sure they are obeyed. It is no good putting on a blitz
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for a week or two -like the Minister for Public
Transport, who runs police on his trams and trains
for a week or two at a time. That is not good enough.
The minister should put them on all the time. They
should at least be given roving commissions to
ensure they are there, doing the job. We want to see
the same sort of thing happen in this case. We want
to make sure the proposed regulations are enforced
and that there are sufficient people to ensure that
happens. Under the bill we will not get more than
one tow truck to tow one car from one accident
Often two tow trucks are needed: in most cases both
cars involved in an accident will need a tow.
I desire to move the following reasoned amendment
That all the words after 'That' be omitted with the view
of inserting in place thereof the words 'this house
refuses to read this bill a second time until- (a) a
public consultative process is in place to consider - (i)
criteria designating controlled areas; (ii) guidelines for
defining future needs for the allocation of additional
licences; and (iii) details of the demerit point system;

And that was another trust-me system. The
government has implemented a demerits points
system, but it has not actually told us how the points
will be allocated. The amendment continues:
(b) certain guarantees enabling the one or two licensed
tow-truck operators to stay in business are made;

and that is an issue the honourable member for
Geelong North will raise. Concern has been
expressed about the proposed operators staying
under the bill. The amendment continues:
and (c) an audit system to monitor industry
performance is in place.'

In other words the government must address the
corruption in the industry, which has been going on
since time began. How it will do it I do not know;
but if the government wants to clean up the
industry - I have no doubt whatsoever that that is
its intention - it is imperative that it do so. You will
not clean it up until you have an audit system that
looks at how the tow-truck operator earns his
dough, how the panel beater earns his dough, how
the insurance company gets tied up in the reports,
and how to get rid of corrupt practices.
An audit system is already in place. Perhaps the tax
office does it and ends up chasing its tail. Perhaps
the police department does it Most likely Vicroads
does it, because its experienced officers have their
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fingers on the pulse. They know what is going on or at least they did until Vicroads sacked a hell of a
lot of the good ones. A lot of the very best officers
went because of the redundancy packages they were
offered. I can name half a dozen down my way who
have left, which has resulted in a dearth of talent
The opposition believes those concerns are
legitimate and that the bill will not solve the
problem. We will be back here next session debating
another tow-truck bill, believe you me. The bill will
have to be amended. No-one will be terribly happy
with it because the problem will still exist Motorists
driving on the freeways and the highways or along
suburban streets will not see an improvement in
behaviour. We will not see the reduction in
insurance premiums that should accompany a bill of
this type. The mess involving insurance companies,
the VEACC, industry organisations, repairers,
tow-truck operators and Vicroads must be sorted
out. We believe the bill is premature and that the
concerns I have highlighted should be addressed
before it is passed. I will have great pleasure in
saying in the next sessional period: 'I told you so. It
had to come back'. Nothing is surer!
Mr McLELLAN (Frankston East) -It is with
great pleasure that I take part in the debate. I am
probably the only member of this house who is
qualified to speak on the bill, having worked in the
industry and having earned a living driving tow
trucks. I exempt the honourable member for Murray
Valley, whose company has a tow truck; but I doubt
that he has operated in the Melbourne metropolitan
area.
I put on the record my opposition to the abolition of
the drivers certificate (DC) because of the
requirements of the Mutual Recognition Bill. I
outlined at that time my concern that the criminal
element would come back into the tOwing industry,
and it certainly has. In my contribution to a
grievance debate in this place last year I outlined the
long criminal records of at least two people whose
records totalled 16O-odd convictions. A year ago a
joke around Melbourne was that the recruiting office
for tow-truck driver applicants was Pentridge gaol.
What was foreseen as happening when the drivers
certificates were abolished followed very swiftly.
Within a month, as early as January 1994, many
incidents started to pop up. I will not refer to the
names of the people involved, but the first inddent
occurred on 30 December when a tow-truck driver
was assaulted on the Eastern Freeway. A Vicroads
infringement notice was issued for that incident. I
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am unaware whether any action has ever resulted
from it: as with most other inddents it was very
hard to define who thumped whom and why.
I recall the days before the OCs and the 1984 act it
was open slather in the dty of Melbourne. We used
to carry what we called a shotgun: this was not a
weapon but somebody with muscles who was a bit
better in a blue than you were and who looked after
your back while you went in to get the job. It was
not a strange performance to start at 6 o'clock on a
wet Friday night, take a truck, go out and operate
until the early hours of Monday morning. I have
personally pulled 50 smashed cars back into the
depot with only one truck. We used to have
something like nine trucks, so you can imagine what
the storage yard looked like on Monday mornings.
1bis industry has to be understood. It has always
attracted the cowboys, those who like a beer, and
oddballs; it was not unusual to see somebody as full
as a boot driving a tow truck and turning up to a
smash. Fortunately, with the .05 laws as they are
today, that problem has reduced somewhat -or I
hope it has. It was quite a common occurrence
around the city of Melbourne for people to just
about fall out of trucks rather than step out of them
when they opened the doors.

Over the past year several incidents have occurred
around Melbourne that are an indictment of the
types of people who seem to gravitate towards the
tOwing industry. Tow trucks have been run off the
road, one tow truck was set on fire, a gun was
produced at the scene of an aCcident, and as recently
as last week a tow-truck driver was lured to a false
job in a back street of Fitzroy, had the living
daylights belted out of him and was put into
hospital. Apparently the guy was pistol-whipped,
and I believe some shots were also fired at the
incident. I know the person's name but I will not
mention it
It was also very sad that a Vicroads officer
attempting to carry out his duties was given an
awful hiding outside a panel-beating shop in the
north-eastern area. Nobody has ever been charged
with his assault. There have been a lot of rumours
and many people have guessed why it has not
happened. I am blowed if I know the answer, but I
have asked the question and I hope somebody pays
for the awful hiding received by Mr Attard.
If Vicroads officers investigating complaints get into
trouble and the people responsible are not brought
to account, you can hardly blame the officers for not
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being terribly keen on investigating some
complaints. In many instances they are not dealing
with the average Mr Nice Guy, the bloke with the
small business; they are dealing with thugs.
In those days you were recruited for your ability not
only to pull smashes - and a lot of people like that
are still driving trucks - but also to fight. They are
still in the game because unfortunately in those days
under the old act when most operators got their Des
nobody said that they had to be fit and proper
persons for any length of time prior to getting them.
Provided they were fit and proper persons at the
time they applied and had not had a conviction
fairly recently they got licences. Maybe in those days
of the old Transport Regulation Board system some
blind eyes were turned. I well recall some of the TRB
officers: fair dinkum, you wouldn't put them out to
check your dog! Most of their time was spent sitting
in towing offices on the turps, as used to be well
known
TItis bill is long overdue. It addresses many of the
concerns that have been raised in the towing
industry. There are ambiguities in the act that have
been around for a long time. Certainly the
reintroduction of drivers certificates is a major step
towards fixing half of the problems out there. The
authority to tow will bring back the inability to carry
an unauthorised driver to ride shotgun, as it is
called. It will allow a driver to carry only another
licensed driver who, we hope, will be checked out
and deemed to be a fit and proper person, and will
allow an owner or an owner's agent or passenger in
a motor vehicle to travel with the damaged car back
to a depot, a person's home, or wherever the car is
going. It will prohibit unauthorised people riding in
tow trucks, as it should.
In the old days we carried shotguns, but most blokes
also carried their girlfriends - I suppose you had to
have company in the middle of the night! In those
days we also had the chase cars; they are around
again now. Anybody who has been in the towing
game will recall that you would always call the
Hunter brothers from Darebin, who used to drive a
big old Chev or an old tank Fairlane. The Hunter
brothers were all about six foot six or seven, 18 stone
and rather intimidating when they surrounded you
at a smash. Their habit was to stand arm to arm and
let nobody else in except their own drivers.
Delivering a whack in the kidneys every now and
then would enable you to sneak through, but you
could not break through their cordon very often.
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They are now operating again, and have been for the
past year. I hope the legislation will deal with the
people running the chase cars out there, spotting
smashes, signing people up, whizzing them around
the corners and saying, 'Don't ring the allocation
centre; we'll fix you up'. I hope it will cure the
problem and get rid of those people once and for all.
The reintroduction through the bill of an authority
to tow or a DC will not enable anybody who has
been convicted of certain offences to drive or to
apply for a licence to operate a tow truck. They are
known as level 1 and level 2 offences and cover
convictions for murder, manslaughter, serious
assaults, serious sexual offences or attempts to
commit similar types of offences. People who have
been convicted of drug offences will also be
excluded. "That is one of the major problems around
in Melbourne today, not only in the towing industry
but also in the taxi industry.
Who takes any notice of a tow truck sitting on a
corner? It is commonplace. Who takes any notice of
a taxi stopping at someone's home? It is
commonplace. But let me tell you it is well known
that they are major distributors of drugs in this state.
If you know the number you can have what you
want delivered. One of the benefits of the bill is that
it will bring in the driver authority. I hope it will be
enforced vigorously.
The honourable member for Morwell also spoke
about deregulation. Probably one of the last
industries you would want to deregulate would be
the towing industry. It is unique; it is an industry in
which one has to work to understand how it
operates. In fact most of us who used to tow would
probably have earned more in a weekend than we
got for wages for a whole week. I certainly did: I
bought my first house through driving tow trucks
and receiving commissions from towing.
The bill will get rid of spotters fees. Although the act
made it illegal to pay spotters fees, I can remember
in my days as a tow-truck driver that one lady in
Balwyn never paid for a holiday because she
received spotters fees. She lived on a corner where
many accidents occurred. I think her husband
retired early because they became wealthy out of it.
The honourable member for Morwell mentioned
that the value of a tow-truck licence varied from
$84 000 to $120000. That disparity arose because in
the old days if one were a good operator one could
earn good money, and if one were a dishonest
operator one could earn more money. It was
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common with a lot of towies to say to the boss, 'I
had to tow that one home. Joe Blow wanted that
towed to so-and-so' when in fact he sold it on the
way back to the depot and received 10 per cent for it.
With a $10 000 repair job the tow-truck driver would
get $1000 in his pocket plus whatever for the tow.
One could make a lot of money in a week. There are
big money and big incentives in the industry for
those who want to rort the system, and the system
has been rorted for many years.
The bill also provides that a tow-truck operator
cannot attend an accident without being allocated a
number, or a series of allocation numbers if more
than one vehicle is involved. That will sort out a lot
of the problems the honourable member for Morwell
mentioned. It will also stop people from touting or
soliciting repairs, which is currently the practice.
There is a lot of money in the repair of vehicles and
there are considerable side benefits for the operators
if they get the vehicles into the depots.
Insurance companies are part of the scene. It is
probably a different issue from the tOwing industry,
although it is related, but nobody would disagree
with the suggestion that the insurance industry is
ripping off motorists. The honourable member for
Morwell quoted material that suggested amounts
ranging from $1000 to $3000. "That is well known
and I do not dispute it. The insurance industry has a
lot to answer for. We would all have much cheaper
car insurance if a proper investigation of the
industry were carried out.
The honourable member for Morwell mentioned the
number of accidents occurring in the Melbourne
metropolitan area. Between 1982 and 1984, 11 jobs
per truck per month were allocated in the
Melbourne metropolitan area. I believe that number
has dropped dramatically, probably as a result of
driving habits. The road toll has dropped, accident
rates have dropped and therefore the demand for
towing has dropped. Many cars are able to be driven
away from accident scenes because of a reduction in
road speed caused by speed cameras and other
measures that were not in place years ago. I
understand why people are concerned about it being
hard to make a dollar in today's climate, but they
must not go out and break the law.
The bill also provides that the allocation centre will
issue a number and before the damaged vehicle can
be quoted for or repaired that allocation number
must be confirmed with the allocation centre. If the
repairer wants to keep the job, he must ensure that it
is an authentic number. If it is a false number, a
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substitute number will be allocated and the car will
be towed from the premises. That will clear up the
pirating. There will be no point in anybody sitting
on the side of the road trying to get a job because
no-one will be paid for a pirated job. There will be
no payment for the repair, towage or storage of the
vehicle. The vehicle will be towed away to another
repairer.
The honourable member for Morwell referred to the
fact that there are approximately 380 or 390 tow
trucks. The bill will allow tow-truck owners, in
effect, to piggy back licences. That will reduce the
number of trucks on the road. Currently if one has a
licence one must have a truck. If one has 10 trucks
and wants to operate only 2, one can amalgamate
them into two licences. I do not have any worry with
that.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr McLELLAN - The honourable member for
Morwell gave the range for the value of a tow-truck
licence as between $85 000 and $120 000. 1hat is
where problems have arisen in the industry.
Allowing an operator to piggy back will reduce the
value and may well get rid of about 200 licences.
It will be difficult to say to a person who has bought
a panel shop with a tow truck and licence attached
to it and paid up to $120 000, 'Sorry, your licence is
not worth a crumpet'. TItat person may have
mortgaged his home, as well as his mother's home,
or taken out a massive bank loan to buy the truck,
but now it will be worth nothing to him. 1bat would
have to be introduced gradually, over about a
10-year period, and then a licence would be worth
nothing.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr McLELLAN - It could certainly be done with
taxis. The honourable member for Morwell also said

that the bill gives the minister the power to extend
the controlled allocation area to places such as the
MOrnington Peninsula, Geelong and the northern
region. What the tow-truck industry is getting away
with on the fringe of the allocation area, as
happened in Melbourne, is terrible. The sooner it
becomes a much wider net - it should become a
statewide net - the better. Many tow-truck
operators play games. Years ago those fringe areas
were not well populated, but today they include
growth areas such as Melton, Geelong and other
provincial cities, and the MOrnington Peninsula
where I live. Those areas have doubled in
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population and the number of vehicles on the road
has also doubled. Such areas should come under the
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enough to drive a truck again - although, perhaps,
it may not be a bad job after politics!

umbrella of the allocation system.
We must consult with the industry. I can remember
the consultation that took place when the former
government introduced such a bill. There were
massive demonstrations on the front steps of
Parliament House. TIlat was the only consultation
that took place on the introduction of that bill at that
time. At least this bill does not radically change
what is happening in the industry. All it does is get
rid of the element that is playing the system and
introduce a cooling-off period.
The bill clearly says there is a 48-hour cooling-off
period. I wonder whether that applies to the
insurance company as well after it has authorised
the job to be repaired. I had to read the legislation
three times, and I still could not understand it. It is
not clear.
I am also concerned about the demerit points
register. I believe the rule should be simply: 1, 2, 3
and you're out, old son. If you go out and tout for a
job and commit an offence, you get fined and get
your licence suspended for a month, on the second
offence for three months, and on the third offence for
life.
The same rule should apply straight out to the
owners of the tow trucks. If they allow somebody to
go out and break the law while driving their trucks,
they should get hit with the consequences, just like
the drivers. I have no hesitation in suggesting the
cancellation of their $60 000 or $100 000 licences.
You would need to do it to only one owner and the
others would quickly fall into line. A tow-truck
owner would be extremely embarrassed at having to
explain to his banker that $100 000 of his money had
suddenly gone down the gurgler because somebody
who worked for him broke the law.
I am happy to contribute to this debate. I have raised
a couple of concerns, as has the honourable member
for Morwell, about the ability of Vicroads and the
police to fully enforce the legislation. I do not want
to can Vicroads, but it does not have a terribly good
record of going out there and enforcing the existing
or old laws, as was evidenced when one of its own
men was put into hospital after getting a decent
thumping. Nobody has been caught or charged for
that offence. So, if Vicroads does not care about its
own enforcement officers, would it really care if it
were me? I wonder how much effort it would really
put into protecting me as a driver, if I were stupid

The bill contains a number of other key elements,
such as the authorisation to tow and the
authorisation to store. It makes illegal the refusal to
release a motor vehicle during reasonable hours. In
the old days, when a vehicle was towed in and the
person at the panel shop could not be bothered,
someone who came in on a SWlday afternoon to pick
up a car would be told to come back the next day. I
am sure that still occurs today. The bill makes it
illegal to refuse to release a vehicle in normal hours
and applies a severe penalty - some 50 penalty
units - which hardly makes it worth while to refuse
to release a motor car.
The proviSions relating to attending an accident and
the driver's authority are probably key aspects of the
bill. The touting component is a major plus, but,
again, I wonder whether - and I have had a lot of
input into the bill - it will be enforced in the way I
would like it to be enforced. The police are certainly
very busy. Increasing crime rates have made their
life very hard. Vicroads officers will find it rather
difficult to get around the roads.
I am not concerned so much about what happens in
the panel shop, because that becomes simply a
matter of somebody coming in and checking the
books and doing an audit. 1hat can be followed up
easily. I am more concerned about what happens on
the road in the initial six months or so of this bill
taking effect. Perhaps those concerned will do as
they have done in the past just accept the fact that
this will happen and get on with the job.
I am also worried that the allocation centre, in
conjunction with Vicroads, may not get it right. As I
understand it, in the past three months 15 or so
trucks have been transferred from Spencer Motors in
West Melbourne to Melbourne Towing, South
Melbourne. I do not think that was followed up
because when I examined some of the
documentation about what actually happened to
allocation numbers or jobs for those trucks, I found
one of the trucks remaining in West Melbourne got
22 allocations in January and 16 in February! I do not
have the figures for March, but perhaps somebody
has woken up and realised that those trucks were
transferred from one side of Melbourne to the other.
I place that on record as fact; it happened, and I can
only hope it will not happen again. The computer is
only as good as the person punching the keys, and I
guess it is just an oversight by somebody - -
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Mr Hamilton - You're too kind!
Mr McLELLAN - I am very kind. I have always
been known as a generous person through the years.
I applaud the bill. I commend it to the house and I

wish it a speedy passage. I look forward to seeing
the effects of its operation. I do not believe, as the
honourable member for Morwell does, that it will be
back. before the house in the next six months. It
probably would not have been before the house this
time had it not been for the mutual recognition.
Mr LONEY (Geelong North) - I welcome the
opportunity to participate in this debate. I have been
familiar with the motor vehicle repair industry for
most of my life. I support the reasoned amendment
moved by the honourable member for Morwell
because, as has been well amplified by him and in
many ways by the honourable member for
Frankston East, there are problems inherent in this
industry and there is a need, whatever we do by
way of legislation, to get it right 1bat is the prime
concern here.

I would not disagree with a lot of what the

honourable member for Frankston East said about
the industry and the way it operates. So we are
really talking not about a difference of opinion on
the intention of legislative requirements for the
tow-truck industry but about whether this bill at this
time manages to encapsulate all the things it should
encapsulate to ensure the industry is regulated fairly
and policed effectively. In fact, over many years the
industry has been far from effectively policed.
The honourable member for Frankston East
canvassed the history of the industry in some detail.
I do not propose to do the same. 1his industry has
not had a whiter-than-snow image. Its practices
have not been held up as a model for other
industries. Throughout the years it has certainly
been accompanied by regular publicity about
corruption, bad practices, violence and other
behaviour that nobody in this house would
condone. Those matters need to be addressed.
It must be recognised, though, that the bill
represents a second attempt by the government to
get it right. The opposition is saying that, just as it
rushed the first bill, as a knee-jerk reaction, the
government is now rushing this bill-and it still
does not have it right

The reasoned amendment moved by the honourable
member for Morwell asks no more than that the
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government take a little more time, consider all the
issues and get it right. If it does that, we will not
have to have this debate again. At this stage the
honourable member for Morwell says that it is likely
that we will come back to this debate in the near
future.
When I looked at the amendment moved by the
honourable member for Morwell I found that it was
not a negative amendment If honourable members
read the wording they will find it is far from
negative but clearly tries to improve the bill, which
is the intent of both sides of the house.
The last attempt by the government to address the
towing industry was made in late 1993. We were
told it was prompted by mutual recognition, but it
went further than that because the move was lauded
by the government at the time as the right way to go
and it was said there would be no harmful effect as a
result of proceeding down that path in 1993.
At the time and subsequently the opposition raised
the concerns now being raised in this chamber. They
were raised by the honourable members for Morwell
and Thomastown and in another place by
Mr Davidson, Mr Ives and Mr Power. However, at
the time the minister and other government
members continued to assert that nothing was
wrong with the legislation passed. in 1993 and that it
would not lead to a lowering of standards. All the
government speakers defended that position, and
the honourable member for MOmington was one of
them. On 19 November 1993 he said:
... the concerns of people that the bill may diminish the
controls over tow-truck drivers is not valid. Those
controls remain, but as we all know the true test of any
bill is self-regulation ... Any suggestion that the bill will
diminish the rights and protection of the public from
unscrupulous and dishonest tow-truck drivers has no
validity whatsoever.

On 25 November 1993 the Minister for Roads and
Ports in another place, speaking about driver
certificates, said:
The removal of drivers certificates from tow-truck
drivers will not return us to the bad old days. The
accident allocation system is one means of policing
activities of tow trucks at the scene of accidents. Many
accidents are attended by police, and I am sure the
police will not allow the practices of the past to return.
Indeed, the tow-truck operator of today is far more
professional in his approach to the industry than was
the case 20 years ago.
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On the same day Mr Ashman in another place said:
The standards will be maintained.

Mr Hamilton - He'd know!
Mr LONEY - Of course the standards have not
been maintained, and that is why we are debating
this bill today. The legislation was not properly
drafted then and it has been replaced with another
piece of legislation that is also not properly drafted.
There was debate in both chambers about this
situation and it got to a point in mid-to-Iate 1994
when rumours were abounding throughout the
industry that the government was on the verge of
reintroducing controls. The reason for the
reintroduction of the controls was the growing
corruption in the towing industry. They were the
exact circumstances that we were assured would not
occur as a result of the previous legislation.
Concern about corruption grew in the community
and a number of newspaper articles on the subject
were written. An article in the Age of 7 August 1994
states:
The state government appears set to reinstate controls
on the towing industry after allegations of widespread
violence and secret commissions and kickbacks to
police and government officials.

The honourable member for Frankston East raised.
further allegations of corrupt behaviour under this
system. He said of insurance companies, and the
GIO in particular:
They would certainly be cheating the allocation of tow
trucks for the area. Under the allocation system,
damaged cars are collected by designated tow trucks,
avoiding the previous situation where accidents were
crowded with tow trucks touting for business.

The honourable member for Frankston East said that
the GIO had found a way around this by instructing
drivers, if they could, to drive their damaged cars
away from the accidents. Then they could telephone
the GIO and it would send a tow truck.
A feature article on corrupt practices in the industry
appeared in the Age of 26 December 1994. It was
part of a series of articles that detailed all sorts of
corrupt practices in the motor vehicle repair
industry from tax evasion, spotters fees, illegal
commissions and violence to every other sort of
corrupt practice one could think of. The article was
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written by David Wilson, who is a reputable
journalist and one whom the government has found
to be reputable in recent weeks. The article begins:
In the tow-truck industry there's a string of seams.
Drop-off fees worth 10 per cent of the repair bill are
paid by repairers to tow-truck drivers. Secret
commissions of up to $1000 are paid by crash repair
shops to tow-truck operators to deliver a badly
damaged car. Canvassers are employed to run leaflet
blitzes offering $30 to the public in return for a
telephone call reporting a smash to the tow yard.

On and on it goes, detailing these sorts of things. The
article quotes a couple of people involved in the
industry who are forthright about the fact that they
are defying the law. They say they have to
undertake that activity to make their businesses pay
under the 1993 legislation.
Mr Hamilton - Deregulation!
Mr LONEY - Yes, deregulation. The honourable
member for Morwell and I have some ideas about
deregulation. We are pleased the government is
coming around to our point of view about
deregulation. We believe self-regulation does not
work and regulation of the industry is necessary; so
do many others. Self-regulation is not a good
practice. There is a whole range of areas where
similar legislation could be introduced.
We know that corrupt and dishonest practices are
not undertaken by all operators and so not all
should be damned. There are people in the industry
who attempt to operate honestly by delivering a fair
and proper service, but these practices are so
common in the industry that it makes it very
difficult for the honest operators to survive. The
bottom line of all the corruption is that not only does
it make it more costly for consumers, it also makes it
far more difficult for honest operators to survive.
Although there is a clear need to address those
problems the opposition believes the bill is another
knee-jerk response by the government It is not alone
in believing that. It has the support of none other
than the Victorian Automobile Chamber of
Commerce. In its 15 March newsletter the chamber
states:
The towing operators division, however, is sceptical
that these proposals will be completely successful..

The article later states:
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The chamber, although being included in the review
process, was not consulted on the final draft of the
Transport (Tow Truck Amendment) Bill. There are a
number of areas in the bill which will adversely affect
the industry and these will be addressed through direct
submissions to parliamentarians.

Mr Hamilton - Do they consult?
Mr LONEY - We thought they consulted. the
honourable member for Frankston East, but he told
us earlier that he was not there, either. One of the
problems with the bill is the lack of clear detail and
definition, which could lead to unintended.
consequences for both customers and operators,
particularly small operators.
The government has said it intends extending the
controlled. area to Geelong. Operators in the Geelong
area hold 22 licences between them. The smallest
operator holds 1 licence, the largest holds 10. The
licensees currently handle between 120 and 130
accidents a month, which, under the proposed
system, would mean an average of 5 or 6 a month
for each licensee. That is what operators can expect
if a quota system such as that envisaged by the bill is
introduced..
Mr McLellan interjected.
Mr LONEY - The honourable member for
Frankston East says that was the case with the old
legislation, but that did not apply to Geelong. I am
talking about the situation before us now.

Mr McLellan interjected.
Mr LONEY - I will get to that in a moment.
Trevor Murdoch Panels Pty Ltd, a small Geelong
operator that holds one licence, has a number of
concerns about how it will be affected. by the bill.
The Murdochs first wrote to the Minister for Roads
and Ports about their concerns on 20 November 1994
but received no reply. They again wrote on
12 January this year and received a reply on
2 March, approximately four months after sending
the first letter.
The first letter states:
Following recent meetings and following conversations
with our local member, Mr Garry Spry, we are writing
to you personally hoping to bring to your attention
concerns we as a small business have with the towing
allocation system in the Geelong area.
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The letter goes on to raise a number of concerns. The
first is that at present the two largest operators in
Gee1ong, which between them hold 18 of the
22 licences, operate only half their tow-truck fleets;
in other words, they allow half the licences they hold
to remain dormant.
Mr Brown interjected..

Mr LONEY - The numberplate system that will
be introduced under the bill will apply to the
number of licences issued. rather than the number of
licences that are currently utilised. 'That means an
operator who is currently operating only 5 of the
10 licences it holds will still be entitled. to a quota for
each of its 10 licences. Given his comments I take it
the Minister for Public Transport supports that
situation.
The effect of such allocations will be that the
Murdochs, who under the current system are
working hard tOwing 20 to 23 vehicles per week,
employing 10 full-time people, 1 part-time person
and 2 apprentices, will be able to tow only 5 vehicles
a month. It is hard to see how the company could
continue to employ the same number of people on
tha t basis. It will not be able to afford to do so. As a
result, its current business will shift to other
operators.
Mr McLellan interjected..
Mr LONEY - That is right! The honourable
member for Frankston East is probably right on
track. One of two things will happen: either they will
be unable to afford to keep going and will go out of
business, which may be the desired. result, or they
will get into the corrupt practices that have been
part of the industry - Mr McLellan - That is what they are doing now.
Mr LONEY - The honourable member for
Frankston East makes that allegation about the
people I have been speaking about
Mr McLellan - No.
Mr LONEY - Yes. I was talking about a specific
operator, and the honourable member said, "That is
what they are doing now'.

Mr McLellan - I am talking about the industry.
Mr LONEY - I am glad the honourable member
has clarified his statement because it is a serious
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allegation to make. The Murdochs will be forced to
choose one of those two options. Small businesses
should not be put in that sort of situation, yet there
has been no consultation about how the situation
may be overcome. The government has shown no
desire to talk with those people.
The Murdochs first contacted the honourable
member for Bellarine, but they gained no
satisfaction. They then contacted the Minister for
Roads and Ports but again received no satisfaction.
They contacted the Minister for Small Business,
again gaining no satisfaction. 1bis is one
consequence of the introduction of a bill that has not
been thought through.
VVhen the Minister for Roads and Ports finally
replied, he stated:
The accident towing allocation system has been

operating in Melbourne since September 1982. The
system has had widespread acceptance by the
community and the towing industry since its inception.
The main benefits of the accident towing allocation
system areorderly behaviour at accident scenes including
fewer disputes, involving less police resources and
less trauma for accident victims;
safe and prompt clearance of accident sites; and
fair distribution of accident tows to towing
operators.

\\That the minister alludes to only later and just in
passing is that the Geelong industry actually
operates under a voluntary code of ethics, one that
has been quite successful and is supported by
operators, the police and Vicroads. Geelong
generally has not, in recent times at least, suffered
from the sort of manipulation and corruption of the
industry that is now apparent
Mr Hamilton - And thuggery.
Mr LONEY - And thuggery, although since the
1983 bill was passed it is noticeable that a number of
Melbourne practices have crept into Geelong. The
honourable member for Monbulk challenged me
before, so I close by quoting the letter from the
Minister for Roads and Ports:
It is now proposed to extend the controlled area to

include not only Geelong but the Momington
PeninsuJa, Berwick, Cranboume, Pakenham, Melton
and SWlbury.
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The minister has stated his intention to extend the
controlled area designation to other localities, but he
should stop and think before he does so. He goes on
to say:
TIle boundaries of the proposed controlled area in
Geelong have not yet been finalised.

That, I would have thought, could have been the
basis for discussion, for a start.
It is important that we do not get just more rhetoric
about how the government is the government for
small business but we actually get some action in
relation to a small business that is being threatened
and that there is some really serious consideration of
the problems being raised by the people who run
that small business. They are entitled to serious
consideration of the problems they raise when they
say they may be forced out of business entirely.
They are people who have committed a long time to
the business, and in March 1994 they invested
capital of some $350 000 after being advised that the
tOwing allocation system would not be introduced
in the Geelong area.

In those circumstances it is reasonable for them to be
told how the minister intends to deal with the
disadvantage that will be suffered by that currently
operating small business. One would have thought
this matter would be close to the heart of this
government Obviously it is not

Mr Hamilton - You would think the Minister
for Small Business would be interested.
Mr LONEY - As the honourable member for
Morwell says, you would think the Minister for
Small Business would be interested. Many aspects of
the bill show that the government has missed the
point. Firstly, the government fails to recognise the
nexus between the towing operation and the panel
shop. One can draw the distinction, but anyone who
has been closely involved with the towing industry
knows that it is frankly rubbish. If you are operating
honestly - the figure may be higher for those who
do not - about one-third of your tows end up in the
panel shop. That is what is under threat here for
small operators. The Murdochs want to know why
the government will not address their concerns and
why it considers their business to be expendable.
I address a couple of specific questions about the bill
to the minister. Under proposed section 172E the
minister has power to allocate a licence. The
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Murdochs have been told that, although proposed
section 172E(4) provides that
Despite sub-sections (2) and (3), the Minister may also
authorise the licensing authority to grant new accident
towing licences with respect to an area ...

In fact the minister cannot issue new licences. Can
that be clarified for those people? Also, can we be
told whether'exceptional circumstances' might
include a major alteration to the current state of the
industry in a controlled area? Further, before he
declares new controlled areas, will the minister
consider what detrimental effects might be suffered
by small operators? In other words, will he look at
spedfic areas and consider what may be the result of
any decision about the declaration of an area as
controlled before passing a regulation to establish a
new controlled area?
Section 17S(1)(h) of the Transport Act relates to tow
trucks on a highway. In Geelong - and I think the
honourable member for Bellarine would concur with
this - we have seen a lot of tow trucks - The AcnNG SPEAKER (Mr Maughan) Order! The honourable member's time has expired.
Mr SPRY (Bellarine) - The honourable member
for Bellarine finds it difficult to concur with
anything the honourable member for Geelong North
says at any time, but he may be right about the
number of trucks on the highway at any particular
time. Before addressing some of the issues raised by
the honourable member for Geelong North, I will
give a brief overview on where I stand and where
the people of Bellarine stand on the Transport (Tow
Truck Reform) Bill, which amends the Transport Act
1983. Some criticisms have been made of the bill I
will go into the details of why they have been
inappropriate criticisms.
The bill is of major community concern, despite a
shrinking market for tow trucks, which reflects
improving road toll statistics and a decrease in road
trauma that is in contrast with what other countries
are experiencing. For example, it is reported in this
morning's press that each year some 16 000 people
are killed on the roads in South Africa. In Victoria
we are significantly better off following the
introduction of some timely and effective road
control measures that have had a dramatic impact
on the trauma suffered on our roads.
Despite the need for tow trucks having shrunk and
the work of the vehicle repair industry having
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declined, both industries are of grave concern to the
Victorian community. In particular, people are at
their most vulnerable when dealing with the effects
of road trauma. Many members in this chamber will
have had the experience of being present at the
scene of a road accident and they will be aware that
at that time the people involved are Wlder
considerable duress. Those involved in road
accidents must know exactly what the rules and
regulations are that govern the behaviour of
tow-truck operators who, from my past experience,
by and large are there in something of a frenzy. The
consumer needs to know the rules and regulations
so that the least possible stress is involved in the
occasional brush with such inddents.
A Vicroads review conducted over the past two
years has resulted in a number of reforms and
recommendations. The bill requires that operators of
tow trucks and the vehicle repair industry better
control the operations of their industries. It provides
Significant penalties which are appropriate to
offences committed in breach of the regulations and
the provisions of the bill.
The bill increases effidency and certainty by
defining how tow-truck operators should conduct
themselves, and it particularly protects their
customers.
The bill includes a number of specific provisions,
including licence categories for tow trucks and trade
tOwing. As one of my colleagues said, it is
interesting to note that, where necessary, vehicles in
rural areas may be towed on trailers provided they
are not in controlled areas or gazetted provincial
towns. That will have a considerable impact on the
people who wish to tow vehicles on their own
trailers.
The bill includes licensing categories for heavy
accident towing, but I will concentrate on ordinary
accident towing because that relates mostly to the
small vehicles we all drive. The bill ensures that no
person can operate a tow truck unless he or she
holds a towing licence; that each licence must be
specific to a particular tow truck; and that a licensee
must continue to be the registered owner of a
specific vehicle. The bill also makes provision for
transferable tow-truck licences. As the member for
Morwe11 said, some operators hold several licences
and own several tow trucks, some of which are on
blocks and unserviceable. At the end of September
that situation will become untenable. When the
allocations are made each licence in an allocated or
controlled area will apply to a particular truck for
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the very simple reason that it would be hard, if not
impossible, to regulate the industry unless numbers,
vehicles and licences are able to be identified. Under
the bill transitional arrangements will be in place
until 30 September to enable these provisions to be
implemented by tow-truck operators during the six
or so months between the passage of the bill and
that date.
Another important aspect is the provision enabling
the Roads Corporation to declare an area to be a
controlled area. As the member for Geelong North
mentioned, this provision has generated
considerable interest in Geelong. It should be made
dear that proposed section 183 is simply an enabling
provision. There is as yet no determination as to
whether the controlled area will be extended to a
particular area of, say, Geelong or just how far the
controlled area will go. Nevertheless, the provision
enables the existing metropolitan allocation to be
extended to areas such as Geelong.
Proposed. new section 172E contains strict provisions
for determining licence numbers in both controlled
and uncontrolled areas of the state. The minister
may authorise new licences in a controlled area if a
need is demonstrated. The same process exists for
uncontrolled areas, but it is based on population
increase rather than need. The bill also allows
unsuccessful applicants for new licences to appeal to
the Administrative Appeals Tribunal in certain
circumstances.
For the remainder of my speech I will concentrate on
the situation in Geelong because some of the
comments made by the member for Geelong North
were somewhat inappropriate and to a certain extent
misleading. As has been accurately depicted, at
present there are some 20 licences in the Geelong
area based on the following distribution: 10 licences
to one operator, 8 to another, 2 to yet another and 1
to a particular group he mentioned, the Murdoch
enterprise. Mrs Murdoch has certainly been in touch
with me. Right from the start I attended meetings
with the stakeholders in the Geelong area - namely,
the police, Vicroads and the tow-truck operators. At
the last meeting I attended I thought there was
Wliversal acceptance of the need to bring an
allocation system into the area. I certainly heard no
dissent at that meeting, which Mrs Murdoch also
attended. She has subsequently made the point that
the company believes an allocation system would be
appropriate for the Geelong area.
I return to a couple of things the honourable
member for Geelong North raised. He talked about a
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gentlemen's agreement applying in Geelong, a
voluntary code of ethics. I wonder whether he
considered the possibility that the owners or
operators who have 8 and 10 licences respectively numbers that he readily agreed existed - may be
being slightly disadvantaged by that gentlemen's
agreement. I have no doubt his own work would
have told him that the gentlemen's agreement is
based on no more than two trucks from any of the
licensed operators attending a particular accident
scene. Did he consider why, for example, some of
the bigger operators confine themselves to two
trucks only? Is it possible the agreement anticipated
that if an allocation system were introduced to the
area they might be entitled to a larger share of the
cake, or did he conveniently ignore that?
Nevertheless, whatever the reasons for the allocation
system applying to Geelong, it cannot be disputed
that the Murdoch enterprise has earned a large share
of the market. They are indisputably very good
operators.

As I mentioned, horrific stories abound of the
violence in the towing industry years ago, but
because of the agreement in Geelong and the
voluntary code of ethics they are no longer
applicable. The operators, the stakeholders in the
Geelong area, are to be commended on controlling
the industry so that violence and aggression are no
longer part of the language of tow-truck operators in
Geelong. In particular, Senior Sergeant Ray Taylor,
the police officer who has been representing one of
the major stakeholders in the area - namely, the
Victoria Police Force - deserves great credit
However, I suggest that the needs and concerns of
the Murdochs must be considered before the Roads
Corporation is in a position to declare Geelong a
controlled area under the allocation system. I am
sure this matter will be addressed in the fullness of
time.
To get away from that subject for a moment, another
important aspect of the bill concerns the eligibility of
tow-truck operators and drivers to hold licences that
will henceforth be known as accident towing driver
authorities covered by proposed section 182A. I
commend particularly the provision which ensures
that any applicant with a criminal record will be
very carefully scrutinised, if not debarred from
holding either of those licences in the future. Both
the licences and the authority are subject to demerit
points, as mentioned by my colleague the
honourable member for Frankston East. The
legislation will provide effective disincentives for
any breaches of the regulations in that regard.
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The bill also contains specific conditions to protect
consumers in the area of vehicle repairs and controls
are imposed on the repair industry with the
numbering system that I mentioned earlier. In the
controlled area when an allocation is made a
number will be attached to it and must follow the
vehicle through the system to prevent unauthorised
interference with the vehicle. That will overcome the
doubts of many people when they commit their
vehicles to go through the repair system. Again,
heavy penalties will provide appropriate
disincentives for breaches of that section of the act.
When the legislation is enacted it will give
consumers in the towing and repair industry a
confidence that has been lacking in many parts of
Victoria. Although subject to regulation, the
measures are welcomed by and large by all
stakeholders in the industry. I look forward to an
improved accident towing environment following
the passage of this bill.
Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) - I
thank the honourable members for Morwell,
Frankston East, Geelong North and Bellarine for
their contributions to the debate.
This is a matter of importance to the community.
The industry affects the lives of many people, quite
often in times of deep distress and concern, because
under any circumstances even a minor road accident
is upsetting to the people involved. Drivers who
have had accidents want to ensure that the people
who attend to tow away their vehicles - and who in
some instances even attend to the accident victims
personally prior to the arrival of the ambulance and
police - are reputable and will look after their
interests.
Often vehicles that have been involved in accidents
contain expensive belongings, and a person in a
disorientated state - or worse, seriously injured should rightly expect that people who attend the
scene of an accident in a licensed capacity to assist,
such as tow-truck drivers, members of the police
force, doctors or members of any agency, do not take
advantage of them but look after them and their
possesSions.
A number of concerns have been raised by the
opposition about this bill, nOtwithstanding - I think
it is fair to say, because it was said in debate by
opposition members - that there was general
support for the thrust of it. That general support, as I
read it, exists because the bill aims to clean up an
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industry where it is evident that there are problems
and concerns that need to be addressed.
We do not want undesirable people remaining in the
industry. It has also been said that not every person
or company in the industry should be tarred with
the brush of being bad. I echo those sentiments.
There are many very reputable firms, and many
individuals in the motor trade and the panel-beating
industry are fine, honest, decent community citizens.
It would be a grave error on the part of any member
of Parliament to suggest - and I acknowledge that
there was no such suggestion - that all tow-truck
operators are undesirable people. It is a matter that
needs to be addressed, and the government's
proposal in this bill is to address the undesirable
element that needs to be cleaned out.
The honourable member for Morwell raised the
standing of insurers whom he deemed to be major
players in the industry. That is right: they are major
players. However, they have been consulted and
they are very supportive of the measures contained
in the bill. They have made it clear that they see the
bill as desirable, have offered it their support and
will help to make it work in the future because they
want the industry to be squeaky clean, as the
community wants it to be.
Issues were raised in relation to concerns the VACC
may have. The views of the RACV were also
mentioned. My understanding is that the main
concern of the VACC, though not its sole concern,
was about trailer towing. That is, of course, confined
to country areas. It is true that under the provisions
of the bill an operator can tow a vehicle on a trailer
from the outlying areas of the state to any part of the
state including the Melbourne metropolitan area but
cannot take a vehicle out of the Melbourne
metropolitan area.
The bottom line is that we are aware of what the
VACC has said. It has been considered and it was
not either brushed aside or overlooked. We are
conscious of the VACC's concerns.
However, another major organisation in Victoria
that is very well respected and supported is the
RACV, which I think now has more than 1.5 million
members. It is a very strong body that is generally
admired for its representative stance and the views
it expresses on behalf of motorists in this state. It is
not all one view: there is a divergence of views, but I
am advised that the RACV strongly supports trailer
tOwing.
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The honourable member for Geelong North raised
some concerns about exceptional circumstances. He
was questioning whether the legislation could cover
an extreme alteration to the current state of
operation in an area. The answer is yes, it could,
because this is a discretionary power in the hands of
the minister of the day. Exceptional circumstances
could encompass an extreme alteration to the
current area of operation, wherever that might be.
However, it is instructive to note, and the house
should note, that the former Labor government soon
after it came to government introduced the identical
principle in creating the allocation system.
The honourable member for Geelong North should
clearly understand this: it is a pity he has such
disinterest for his own constituents, the Murdochs,
that while I am answering this matter he is not even
in the house. It is also instructive to note that my
colleague the honourable member for Bellarine, a
man who is interested in his constituents and
likewise raised the concerns of the Murdochs, is in
the house to hear the answer. 1hat is typical of the
actions of the absent member for Geelong North; it is
absolutely the pot calling the kettle black. He feigns
concern for his constituents and then leaves the
house. He is not looking after his constituents.
The honourable member for Be1larine is here; he
raised the issue of the Murdochs. As a result of his
representations I will ensure that the matters are
raised with the minister who has responsibility for
this bill in another place, the Minister for Roads and
Ports.
The honourable member for Geelong North also
raised the matter of tow trucks standing on
highways and being an obstruction. They would be
in certain drcumstances, and no-one, including
tow-truck operators, can break the law of the land. I
have no doubt that a law enforcement officer would
do something about it if he saw a tow truck standing
where it should not be standing.
The government is not prepared to accept the
reasoned amendment moved by the opposition for
the valid reason that we do not wish to hold up
what is a very necessary reform. An undesirable
element has crept back into the tow-truck industry,
something the government and the opposition are
aware of. There is concern with the main players in
the industry, and we want to fix it. If we accepted
the reasoned amendment I doubt whether the bill
would be introduced later this year; it could even go
into next year. TIlat is clearly undesirable in the
interest of the community.

I thank all honourable members for their
contributions to this debate. The government would
not be doing the right thing in the community
interest if it accepted the reasoned amendment
Accordingly, the government will not accept it
House divided on omission (members in favour
vote no):

Ayes, 51
Ashley,Mr
Bildstien, Mr
Brown,Mr
Clark,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Davis, Mr
Dean,Or
Doyle,Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Finn,Mr
Hayward,Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Hyams. Mr (Teller)
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John,Mr
Kilgour,Mr
Leigh,Mr
Lupton,Mr
McArthur, Mr
McGilI.Mrs
McGrath, Mr J.F.
McLellan, Mr
MacleUan, Mr
McNamara, Mr

Maughan,Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrln,Mr
Perton, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips,Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Plowman, Mr 5.J.
Reynoids, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe,Mr
Ryan, Mr
Smith, Mr E.R.
Smith, Mr I.W.
Spry,Mr
Tanner,Mr
Tehan,Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor, Mr (Teller)
Treasure, Mr
Tumer,Mr
Wade,Mrs
Weideman. Mr
Wells, Mr

Noes, 23
Andrianopouios, Mr
Baker, Mr
Batcheior, Mr
Carli, Mr (Teller)
Coghill, Or
Cole,Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Dollis,Mr
Garbutt, Ms
Hamilton,Mr
Leighton, Mr
Loney,Mr
~endmentnegatived.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Marple,Ms
Micallef, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr (Teller)
Sandon,Mr
Seitz,Mr
Sercombe, Mr
Sheehan,Mr
Thomson,Mr
Vaughan,Or
Wilson,Mrs
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Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
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Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 March; motion of
Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport).
Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - I support the Road
Safety (Amendment) Bill.
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designated place, was renamed the Latrobe Valley
Regional Hospital, Moe campus. The beds are at the
same place, although some residents at Moe would
say the hospital does not have quite the same
facilities. The police may have recorded that a blood
sample was taken at the Latrobe Valley Community
Hospital, but technically that place does not exist In
practice that presents an opportunity for lawyers to
claim that the person charged should not be found
guilty of the offence. I am sure members on all sides
of the house would agree that that is an
unreasonable way for a person to escape from facing
a serious charge of driving with a blood alcohol
content of more than .05 per cent.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HAMILTON - There has to be a first time
for everything! This is a very important bill. The
opposition certainly supports any amendment to the
Road Safety Act that improves road safety and
becomes a weapon in the ongoing battle to ensure
Victoria's record of having the lowest road toll of
any comparable country in the whole world is
maintained. In fact, we have supported measures
taken by the previous government and by this
government, to give it credit, to continue to improve
road safety.

The bill arises from a loophole that some very smart
lawyers - I have heard them described to me in
various ways at various times - found in the .05
blood sampling provisions of the Road Safety Act. I
am pleased the government has acted quickly to
close that loophole. It appears that it arose as a result
of changes to the names of hospitals that were
designated as places where road accident victims
could be transported and blood samples taken and
the record of the samples used in court as evidence
against drivers charged with exceeding the .05 blood
alcohol limit
There were 164 cases involving people who had
been charged by the police as exceeding the .05 limit
that were directly affected. Some 127 exceeded .1,
which is twice the allowable blood alcohol content,
and 38 exceeded .2 - which makes me wonder how
they could get into a car, let alone drive it. These
were certainly serious cases and we support the
government's move to correct the anomaly.
The problem occurred because of changes the
government made in the names of hospitals. As the
honourable member for Narracan and I know, there
have been changes to the names of hospitals in the
Latrobe Valley. For example, the Latrobe Valley
Community Hospital at Moe, which was a

Indeed, a great deal of effort has been put into
getting rid of the culture of drink-driving. I have
been pleased to note as I have watched my own sons
grow up that young people today have a far greater
respect for and a much more responsible attitude to
driving after drinking than perhaps some of us did
in our younger days.
Mr McLellan interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - That is without confirming or
denying any personal involvement! The zero blood
alcohol limit for P-platers has had a tremendous
effect on young people. It is not uncommon these
days for a group of young people who go out for an
evening's entertainment where alcohol may be
consumed to deSignate one person as the driver for
that evening, which means he or she does not drink.
It is interesting to note that the practice of not
drinking has carried into the later driving habits of
those young people. By and large, young people
who have grown up with the habit of not drinking
and driving continue that practice later on. For
example, my youngest son, who is 25 or 26 years
old, continues that practice. These days, if young
people have consumed any alcohol, they will either
leave the car where it is and get a taxi home or
someone in the group who has not been drinking
will drive them home. That practice ought to be
commended.

The campaign with the slogan, 'If you drink, then
drive, you're a bloody idiot' has been run
successfully by the TAC and we should be proud of
it. Let us hope the culture that has been developed
over quite a few years continues and that the
government maintains the efforts that have been put
into discouraging people from drink-driving as well
as ensuring that Victoria has a very low road toll.
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The bill also simplifies the way blood alcohol
samples can be taken. In fact, the second-reading
speech states:
Honourable members will recall that the rationale for
designating places was to give treatment facilities the
opportunity to adopt the Code of Practice for Taking
Blood Samples from Road Accident Victims.

Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.
Mr HAMILTON - Before the suspension of the
sitting I was speaking about the practice of taking
blood samples from road victims. I remarked that
the code had been accepted by all treatment facilities
to which accident victims are taken. That has
simplified the process and has enabled a number of
other situations to be included in designated places
where blood samples can be taken.
The bill deals with matters pending before the court.
It closes a loophole, although it will not be
retrospective dealing with those who have escaped.
this provision. However, the 164 cases awaiting
court hearings will be addressed.. It is pleasing to
note that there will not be retrospectivity in a matter
referred to in the minister's second-reading speech.
He said:
The defendant having been acquitted cannot be placed

in jeopardy of having that decision overturned by an
amending act of this Parliament.

That is right and proper. The opposition is keen to
ensure the progress on road safety continues.
However, we are disappointed to find from
independent research by AIM Data, a media
analysis unit in Sydney, that the advertising
allocation for the TAC budget has been decreased
from $8.146 million in 1993 to $5.959 million in 1994.
We direct our concern about this decrease to the
government's attention because there is no doubt
that the TAC advertisements have played an
important role in the comprehensive range of
measures that have improved road safety in
Victoria. It is extremely disappointing that the TAC
budget has been reduced, and we register our
disapproval about the penny-pinching attitude of
the government in an area as important as road
safety. This situation needs to be redressed. There is
no excuse for it when you consider that the
advertising for the Victorian Workcover Authority
has increased from $4.24 million in 1993 to
$5.41 million. We ask the government to note our
concern and to ensure that money is spent on this
advertising and not on political advertising.
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The government has spent $2 million telling us why
we should sell the SEC. It is disgraceful and a
complete waste of government advertising dollars
that should be spent on road safety in the interest of
the people of Victoria. We applaud the government
for the amount it has spent in the TAC area, but we
absolutely condemn it for the amount spent on
political advertising.
A matter that we must all be concerned about was
referred to in an article in the Age on 18 March
which had the headline 'We did not speed, says
Kennett'. The article refers to a report that the
Premier's car was speeding in country Victoria. I
make no allegation about whether the Premier's car
was speeding. However, it is sad when an article
such as this appears in the newspaper because it
gives the impresSion that the Premier was flouting
the law regarding speeding. We must all be very
careful about that.
Mr Leigh interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - There is no excuse for a
report in a newspaper about matters such as
speeding, which is a key matter in road safety. It
does not matter whether it is the Premier, a
frontbencher or a backbencher. Members of
Parliament should be aware that if a criticism can be
made of anyone of them, be it the Premier, a
minister or a backbencher, the newspapers will do it.
We need to be cautious and aware that we should
not speed because, as the TAC advertisement says,
'Speed kills'. We do not want that to occur again.
The opposition supports the bill, which contains
important provisions for road safety. I criticise
strongly the reduction in the TAC advertising
budget That matter should be redressed urgently.
As members of Parliament we should ensure that we
do not make the headlines because of driving
offences, be they for exceeding the .05 blood alcohol
level or any other offences. All of us, including the
Premier, should set an example and ensure that we
are not held up to ridicule but seen as people who
are interested in and serious about road safety.
Mr DOYLE (Malvern) - I was delighted to hear
that the opposition support the Road Safety
(Amendment) Bill. It is interesting to consider the
history of the legislation. I wonder whether anyone
in the community would seriously criticise the
procedure under the Road Safety Act for taking
blood samples from road accident victims.
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I note the phrase 'road accident victims'. Let us not
forget that we are also talking about road accident
participants and, in many cases, road accident
perpetrators. We should not be too gentlemanly
about that because, just as speed kills, as the
honourable member for Morwell pointed out,
alcohol and road vehicles do not mix - they kill too!

The second thing we have to consider is what to do
with the 164 cases that are currently pending.
Without this amendment the individuals involved in
those cases would be allowed to use an escape
clause, a situation that would be anathema to the
community and Parliament. I will deal with that
situation when I talk briefly about clause 6.

Although no-one in the community would criticise
the fact that the Road Safety Act provides for
medical practitioners to take blood samples from
people involved in road accidents, how do you go
about doing it? Under the methodology currently in
place centres such as hospitals are duly designated
for that purpose by means of order in council and
publication in the Government Gazette, but what
happens when a loophole, such as that alluded to in
the second-reading speech, is found?

I wish to echo some of the sentiments expressed by
the honourable member for Morwell, particularly
those concerning the designated driver schemes that
many praiseworthy young people seem to use,
blood alcohol initiatives and the Transport Accident
Commission drink-drive, bloody-idiot campaign.
However, I take issue with him on the latter part of
his contribution about the TAC and ask him to focus
on outcomes and what is being done in that area.
Mr Hamilton interjected.

The honourable member for Morwell has rightly
pointed out that we should not do anything
retrospectively that would affect cases that have
been heard and decided. He referred to the case of
Coleman v. Hannigan, from which this legislation
springs. We should preserve the rights of people in
such cases. But what happens when, although there
has been no breach of procedure, no problems with
the way blood samples were collected or with the
intent in collecting the blood samples, a technicality
in the law results in a number of cases -164 on this
occasion - in which blood alcohol content readings
purporting to be above the legal maximum being
put on hold because the individuals involved may
not be able to be prosecuted? lbat is what this
amendment is about: the description of treatment
facilities.
As I understand Coleman v. Hannigan, the hospital
concerned had changed its name after the list that
included it as a designated place was gazetted and
the court was not prepared to accept that although
the proper procedures were followed it was the
same facility that had been gazetted. That is an
example of the type of loophole that must be closed
and why I applaud the opposition's sensible support
of the bill.

Given that that is the case, Parliament has to deal
with two problems. The first is how to prevent that
sort of thing from ever happening again, because we
do not want technicalities to allow people who have
been found to have an excessive blood alcohol
content to escape prosecution and due process. I will
deal with that later in a consideration of clause 3.

Mr DOYLE - I am sure the honourable member
for Morwell will agree with me when I ask the TAC
not to shift its focus but suggest that we as
individuals should all shift our focus. The target
group of 18 to 24-year-old males is no longer the
main drink-driving problem area, although we
should keep up the education campaigns directed at
that group because we can see the beneficial effects
of such campaigns.
Mr Hamilton - It might be the 4O-year-olds!
Mr DOYLE - That is exactly what I was going to
say. We need to concentrate on the recalcitrants, on
those who continue to offend, who happen to be in
the 40 to 50-year-old bracket 1 would personally like
to see some initiatives aimed at those recalcitrants to
make sure they understand what effect they are
having on the community.

I also applaud the differentiations, because although
I am sure that we in this place would not admit to
past sins, a misapprehension in the community
results in males at dinner parties and similar
functions nonchalantly tossing the car keys across
the table to their partners.
Mr Hamilton - That is on in our family.
Mr DOYLE - Perhaps it should not be on in
your family because it is too easy to do. As the
advertising shows, it just might that be that you are
exacerbating the problem. According to the latest
advertisements -1 refer to the advertisements that
show a car teetering on a precipice with a number of
pots of beer sitting on the bonnet tipping it over the

ROAD SAFETY (AMENDMENT) BILL
544

ASSEMBLY

edge - it takes fewer pots of beer to make a woman
unsafe on the road than it does to make a man
unsafe. Perhaps men should be more concerned
about tossing the keys across the dinner table to
their partners. I say that as a personal thing. I have
made the promise in my household not to do it and
to shoulder my share of the responsibility.
The questions we have to answer are the two I
mentioned earlier. Firstly, if there are problems with
what has happened, how can we make sure they do
not arise again? Secondly, what do we do about the
cases that are pending? Oause 3 amends section 56
of the principal act to make sure these things can
never happen again. It does that in a most elegant
way, by taking away the necessity for a designated
place.
Honourable members can imagine how repugnant
they would find it if someone who had a blood
alcohol reading of .25 were able to walk away from
prosecution because of some small technicality or
oversight, such as the sample being taken at a
designated public hospital for which the wrong
address was gazetted or because the name of a road
was incorrectly spelt - Mr Brown - Or it changed its name!
Mr DOYLE - Perhaps it changed its name.
Mr Hamilton - The person could not walk - Mr DOYLE - Could not walk at the time and
should not be able to find his or her way into a car!
The bill remedies that situation by substituting the
term 'place for examination and treatment'. It means
that if there is a medical practitioner in the place,
that is a place of treatment and any blood sample
taken will admissible. All honourable members
would applaud that as being a proper procedure in
not allOwing technicalities to get in the way of due
process.

The second aspect of it is to provide that there can be
no challenge through a breach of a code of practice.
The adoption of the code of practice will help
remove the ability to challenge blood alcohol
evidence on the ground that it was taken at a
designated place where the code was not operating.
Clause 3 elegantly allows the phrase 'place for
examination and treatment' to stand in place of the
phrase 'designated place'. That will have the effect
of making sure that such challenges do not happen
in future and that technicalities are not allowed to
stand in the way of these procedures taking place.
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The second matter is a little more difficult what do
you do with the 164 cases that are pending? The
amendment validates blood samples already taken
and ensures the admissibility of blood samples in
pending and anticipated prosecutions. The figures
are frightening. At the upper end of the blood
alcohol content range 30 cases are pending in which
the blood alcohol content was between 2 and .25
and there are 8 cases in which the blood alcohol
content was above .25 per cent We cannot afford to
risk those proceedings on the basis of a small
technicality. The effect of clause 6 is to cast the net so
widely that technical defences will no longer be
appropriate.
Clauses 3 and 6 will fix the two problems I identified
earlier. I wanted to make only a brief contribution to
the debate. I welcome the support of the opposition
for the bill. It is a sensible amendment that closes off
an undesirable loophole which would be anathema
if it were to become practice in this place or in the
wider community.
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley) - I agree
entirely with the amendment to the principal act
reflected by the provisiOns of the Road Safety
(Amendment) Bill. The opposition and the
government are at one on the issue.

I wish to make a couple of observations. Earlier
today I was speaking to representatives of the police
force. They gave me the profile of the predominant
repetitive offender and said that his - they are
largely young males - blood alcohol reading is
almost always .15 per cent or above when
intercepted on the final occasion. It is significant that
the current police campaign and the campaigns that
went before the booze buses have significantly
changed our society's attitude to drinking and
driving, and that must be commended.
As the honourable member for Malvern said, at this
stage we must try to pick up those groups who are
continuing to offend. Still greater emphasis must be
put on education in our schools, where a fantastic
job has been done to date in selling the police
campaign against drinking and driving. Secondly,
more must be done in the courts. It is very rare I am
told for a person who has been convicted of driving
with a blood alcohol level of more than .05 to
actually go to gaol. We have repeat offenders, some
people having been caught up to seven times. The
threat of gaol is not there to make them wake up to
themselves. The courts might take away their
liberty, which is something that age group treasures.
The community-based order is probably the most
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involving road safety. There has been a degree of

fitting punishment. Politicians can merely say to
judges: this is what the community is looking for;
please look at handing out more of those
community-based orders.

unison and members on both sides of the house
have spoken with one voice on what has in the past
been legislation that has led the world. It has

Honourable members who have had anything to do
with people carrying out community-based orders
will agree that they can be very effective. Some years
ago I went to a school where a painting job was
being done by a group of people on
community-based orders. They were repeatedly
deprived of their liberty for a certain part of the day.
I spoke to some of them who said that in some cases
they would have preferred to go to gaol because
often such a sentence is more predictable than a
community-based order.

undoubtedly saved the lives not just of hundreds
but of thousands of Victorians who would otherwise
have gone to early graves. There is no humbug and
no politicking on the bill, just as there has not been
when the government of the day - this was so
when the present government was in opposition,
too -put forward any legislation on road safety.
Parliament has taken the approach that it should do
what is right for the general community, and politics
has been put to one side. I record the government's
appreciation of the support of the opposition for the
bill.

If the judiciary gets the message that more
community-based orders could be handed out, such
orders might act as a deterrent. The fantastic
television advertisements of the Transport Accident
Commission have had a dramatic effect on the
problem. If the jUdiciary, including the magistrates,
took the message that community-based orders
could probably be imposed where no culpable
driving is involved, another positive result might be
achieved. As honourable members are aware, with
culpable driving there has usually been a fatality
and a stiffer sentence is imposed. In the majority of
cases where someone has been convicted of up to
seven drink-driving offences, no penalty has been
imposed, apart from directing the offender to attend
drink-driving rehabilitation courses. Many offenders
find that they cannot pay for the four sessions, so
they take the big risk of driving while disqualified.

Somehow, through community education and
through our secondary schools, the message has to
be that firstly the rehabilitation courses and secondly
the community-based orders are probably the only
way to control repetitive offenders and to have them
embrace the concept of what the drink-driving
program has been about in the past few years. I
commend the bill to the house and wish it a speedy
passage.

The need to introduce the amendment arose because
a magistrate decreed that because a hospital - from
memory it was down on the Momington
Peninsula - had had a name change, on a
technicality the driver before the court on a
drink~ving charge should walk free. As I said,
that was solely because the magistrate found that
because the hospital had changed its name it was no
longer an authorised place at which a blood sample
could be taken. I have to say that any lay person
would have difficulty in understanding just how a
person could be freed of a charge on such a
technicality, but the law is the law and it is decided
on the facts of evidence before the court, not on the
basis of what the layman might think. Certainly
most people I associate with or meet over a given
period would consider that that decision was not in
the community's interest Most people would hold
that a change in the name of the hospital did not
change the legitimacy of a qualified doctor under
proper circumstances taking a blood sample.
Mr Hamilton -It is an example of where it
could be said that the law is an ass.
Mr BROWN - Yes, I agree this could be an
example of a situation about which one could
validly say, as some have said in the past, that the
law could be seen to be an ass, given the outcome.

Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) - I
thank the honourable members for Morwell,

Malvern and Glen Waverley for their contributions
to the debate on the bill, which relates to another
important community issue. I acknowledge from the
outset the supportive contribution made by the
honourable member for Morwell on behalf of the
opposition. It is pleasing to record that in the
15 years I have been in Parliament there has always
been a spirit of cooperation and goodwill on issues

So Parliament has decided the change will be made
to ensure that this situation cannot arise again and
that wherever a qualified medical person takes a
blood sample will be an appropriate place and the
conviction can proceed.
I thank the contnbutors to the debate. It is pleasing
that the bill will now go to the other house with a
united view that the loophole, which is what it is,
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that allowed this teclmicality to sneak through
should be closed. I wish the bill a speedy passage.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment).

ADJOURNMENT
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - I move:
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professional support they give to rural communities
are having adverse effects. The snowball effect
caused by the fall in staff numbers is contributing to
increased stress in schools and a reduction in the
number of subjects being taught, which is limiting
educational opportunities for country Victorians.
Government services have been cut dramatically,
which is adding to the burden of rural poverty.
Some of the services include those provided by the
SEC, the Department of Conservation and Natural
Resources regional offices, Vicroads depots, water
boards, river boards, hospitals, licence-testing
facilities and so on. It is not a pretty picture. I am not
asking the Premier to harangue us with an
hour-long speech, which he did during his latest trip
to northern Victoria. I ask him to tell us what his
government will do to brighten the gloomy picture
painted by the CWA survey of poverty in rural
Victoria.

That the house do now adjourn.

Power skis
Rural poverty
Ms MARPLE (Altona) - I raise a matter for the
attention of the Premier concerning rural poverty
and its effects on rural and remote communities. I
encourage him and other members of the
government to read the Country Women's
Association survey on the subject, particularly the
Victorian section. It draws attention to issues
relating to poverty in rural areas, one of which is
unemployment. That has a most obvious effect on
the cycle of rural poverty, with young people
leaving their homes for employment elsewhere. The
survey also points out that those young people leave
behind rapidly ageing communities.
There is a lowering of self-esteem and confidence in
rural Victoria. The survey talks about country
people not having breakfast simply because there is
no food on the table. Depression is rife because rural
Victorians no longer believe they can adequately
provide for their families. The recent increase in
farm accidents is born of rural poverty, especially
the long hours farmers have to work and their
inability to take holidays.
The survey also tells the sorry story of a lack of
professional information and help. It paints a picture
of increasing suicide and marriage breakdowns due,
the people who were surveyed believe, to the
separation of partners caused by their need to search
for employment. One of the major concerns raised in
the survey is education. The fall in teacher numbers
and the attendant loss of teachers' incomes and the

Mr WEIDEMAN (Franks ton) - I direct to the
attention of either the Minister for Public Transport
or the Minister for Roads and Ports in another place
the matter of power skis in Frankston. I refer
specifically to the area known to most of us as
Olivers Hill, Frankston, which is associated with the
Frankston beachfront between the Olivers Hill and
Mount Eliza piers. Since power skis have been used
in Victoria we have had a power-ski lane 200 metres
out from the shore or bathing area. As you know,
Sir, there have been local government
amalgamations in my area. The MOmington
Peninsula Shire Council takes in all of Mount Eliza
and Frankston, including the foreshore up to
Hillcrest Road and reaches across to Langwarrin.
The commissioners are concerned because they
know about the very serious accident that happened
in the Altona-South Melbourne area, where a
10-year-old boy was tragically killed by a power ski.

A number of similar accidents has occurred over the
past four or five years. This debate has been going
on in our local press and council for a number of
years. A recent letter to the Minister for Public
Transport requested that urgent action be taken to
ban the use of power skis in the Olivers Hill area.
The matter was virtually put to one side by the
minister, who said it would be reviewed and a
decision would be made.
On behalf of the residents of Frankston, I believe the
review time has passed. Power skis are powerful
missiles. If they are operated by larrikins or idiots or

ADJOURNMENT

Tuesday, 21 March 1995

547

ASSEMBLY

people under the influence of alcohol or drugs, they
become dangerous projectiles that can kill or maim
people in one hit I am very serious about this: it is a
terrible problem. Seaford and its surrounds are
magnificent. There have been hundreds of
photographs in our local press depicting power
skiers breaking the law, coming close to swimmers
and endangering young people. The situation is a
disgrace, and the commissioners are very clear about
wanting action to be taken. I ask the minister to take
action immediately. He can have his review later,
but he should ban power skis now.

Solaris: Highpoint Shopping Centre
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - I raise with the
Minister for Energy and Minerals the continuity and
quality of the electricity supply to the Highpoint
Shopping Centre. The minister may be aware that
Highpoint is the largest shopping centre in Victoria.
It is critically important to our local economy in
particular and to employment in general. Since the
disaggregated new distribution company, Solaris,
took over the number of power interruptions has
increased by 750 per cent. "This has caused great
inconvenience to and a loss of trade in the shopping
centre.
The most recent incident occurred on Sunday,
12 March. Shopping centre representatives have told
me it was very difficult to attract trading on that
day, not only because of the government's trading
policy but because the power went off for 2 hours in
the middle of the day. Under the safety regulations
the centre was required to evacuate all shoppers, so
in the middle of the day all customers and shoppers
were duly evacuated.
Solaris wrote to the shopping centre saying the
standard and quality of its service would improve to
world class. But as we all know, it has gutted
staffing numbers and reduced its after-hours call-out
resources; as a consequence, the service is in chaos.
The shopping centre even went to the extent of
checking the excuse offered by the company - that
the cut-off was caused by a truck hitting a pole.
Centre representatives checked the location cited by
the company. The neighbours said a pole had just
fallen down. They had not seen a truck; there has
been no accident. It was just another excuse.
As the local member I jOin with the shopping centre
in calling for the company to give a higher priority
to the prOvision of the service as well as its
maintenance.

Gang warfare
Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - In the absence of the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services I direct
to the attention of the Minister for Industry and
Employment a matter of grave concern to a growing
number of people in the western suburbs of
Melbourne. It involves the increasing number of
gang-style attacks throughout the suburbs. I refer to
a recent incident in which three youths in the
western suburbs were attacked with machetes
because they refused to jOin a particular gang. I am
sure that anybody who is concerned about law and
order, about the need for peace in our society and
about the importance of safeguarding the lifestyle
we have enjoyed for so long, would share my
concerns.

Indeed, Mr Les Twentyman, who has been involved
with youth problems in the western suburbs for
many years, has spoken to me at some length about
his concerns. He believes we may be going down the
same road as the American experience with gangs
after the film Romper Stomper and some of the
exports from the United States. In a recent article in
the Herald Sun he said his concern is that
... racial divisions between gangs was a prime reason
for violence.

Mr Mildenhall interjected.

Mr FINN -It is an ongoing story. The
honourable member for Footscray might think it is
funny, but I do not think his constituents who are
too scared to walk the streets at night would find it
very funny. It is about time we did something about
it. lhat is the reason I am drawing the matter to the
attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services.
When I pick up suburban or any other newspapers it
concerns me to see headlines like 'Gang War Fear'
with stories about people not wanting to walk down
the streets even during the day for fear that they
may be picked on by gangs.
It is an extremely important matter for the future of
our society and I ask the minister to address it at his
earliest possible convenience. If we do not look at
this growing problem we will be in strife and fear
will stalk the streets, if I can put it that way.
I ask the minister to examine the problem to see
whether he can find a solution to it now or as soon
as possible.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.

North Shore Primary School
Mr LONEY (Geelong North) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Education, and in his
absence the Minister for Industry and Employment,
who is at the table, a matter of concern to school
communities all over the state: the disastrous effect
of the implementation of the minister's policies in
relation to the quality of education being provided
at particular schools.
The case I refer to is the North Shore Primary School
in my electorate, which over the years has had a
reputation for providing a very high quality of
education to the children of the North Shore area.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr LONEY - It certainly is, and to answer the
question, I certainly have had the privilege of
teaching at North Shore, among other schools at
Geelong.
Four members of the North Shore Primary School
council have put out an open letter about what is
occurring there. They say:
Currently, five children who have been assessed by a
DSE guidance officer as eligible for integration
assistance have been refused funding by the DSE.
We believe this school represents a special case
situation which is sorely being neglected by
bureaucratic indifference.
The consequences for children and staff will be

devastating. Continued lack of support by the DSE will
have not only a detrimental effect on the educational
development of our children and increase stress levels
on teachers.
Teachers are already burdened with trying to raise
literacy and numeracy levels in the large numbers of
children not deemed eligible for integration support.
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The school community deserves a better deal, with DSE
consultants attesting to the fact that no school within
the Barwon/South Western Region having comparable
needs.
If we are to break these vicious cycles and improve our
children's educational standards to a manageable level
more realistic staffing levels are required.

Those words of the parents at North Shore stand as a
testimony to what is occurring in Victoria: there is a
disregard for children who need integration support
under the current policies of this government. North
Shore is just one of many schools across the state
that find themselves in this situation. They are not
being given the support that they need, therefore the
children who desperately need it do not get a - The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.

Portland: cable car restoration
Or NAPTHINE (portland) - I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Public Transport. I
seek the support of the minister, through the
Tramway Museum Society of Victoria, for an
ongoing project in the Portland area involving the
restoration of cable cars and a grip car which are
circa 1920s examples of public transport in Victoria.
The Portland Vintage Car Oub Company is
responsible for the management of the Powerhouse
Museum in Portland, which has an excellent
reputation for its old vehicles and automobile
memorabilia. Last year, through the generous
donation of the Moody family from Portland, the
vintage car club was provided with an old cable car
that was used in Melbourne in the 1920s on the cable
car network. The cable car, which had been stored
under an old cypress tree, had been used as a
sleep-out and as virtually an animal shelter. The
Portland vintage car club, with the support of the
Department of Employment, Education and
Training, through the Land Environment Action
Program (LEAP) - An honourable member interjected.

Many of these children live in families which suffer
from both financial and emotional hardship.
Reading tests showed that in all years, 25 per cent to
40 per cent of students displayed reading delays of two
or more years.

Dr NAPTHINE - It is federal money, I recognise
that; it is a very good project -employed local
unemployed people to work under the supervision
of an acknowledged expert to restore the cable car to
its original condition. I give great credit to the young
people who worked on the project; they have done
an excellent job in restoring the cable car to pristine
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condition and it has now taken pride of place within
the museum.
Mr Speaker, you may be aware that the 1920 cable
car network - not alluding to your age, Mr Speaker;
but I understand the way the cable cars operated
was-The SPEAKER - Order! If the honourable
member alludes to the Speaker's age, I should advise
him that it is cable tram, not cable car. The
honourable member has 1 minute.
Dr NAPTHlNE - I bow to your long experience
in the matter, Sir. The cable trams worked with a
grip car on the front of the area that carried the
passengers. The Powerhouse Museum is now
seeking assistance to provide a grip car to match the
cable car to put it in its capacity and even build rails
aroWld Portland where it can operate.
I have contacted the minister concerning this matter
and he has been most cooperative and helpful. He
advises that very few grip cars are available in

Victoria, but he has provided plans of a grip car so
tha t the project this year under LEAP can rebuild a
grip car.
I seek from the Minister for Public Transport,

through the Minister for Industry and Employment,
who is at the table, ongoing support so that if they
need technical expertise they can get that through
the tramway museum. I understand the minister has
recently appointed the honourable member for
Malvern-The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.

Community residential units
Ms GARBUIT (Bundoora) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Community Services a
matter which concerns a number of issues raised in a
recently released research report called Whose Home
Is It? into the impact of current health and
community services polides on the lives of tenants
in community residential units.
The report raises a number of issues which I have
followed since the change in management of
community residential units from community-based
committees of management to management by the
department. It includes interviews with residents. A
number of problems emerge: one does not have to
go much past the front cover to identify what those
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problems are. It quotes clients in community
residential units. 'If I'm sick I still have to come to
work,'said a 33-year-old CRU tenant. That is a
reference to the fact that there are no staff at the
CRUs during the day. A 43-year-old CRU tenant
said:
Used. to go to the bank to pay the rent. Not allowed to
any more. I liked it better the other way.

That is an outcome of the client account
management system imposed on all residents by this
government. A 34-year-old CRU tenant said:
No choice about staff. I used. to be on staff interviewing
panel.

That has gone. A 42-year-old CRU tenant said:
I'm not allowed to cook (at home), the supervisor says
safety comes first

That is a direct outcome of the staffing in CRUs.
There are not enough staff to carry out the cooking
safely. A 25-year-old CRU tenant said, Tm not
allowed to go to the movies any more. I was out too
late'. That is again a reflection of the cutting of staff
in CRUs. The participants expressed frustration at
the lack of choices they previously enjoyed.
More worrying are comments about the climate of
fear that tenants, staff, support workers and parents
reported when trying to participate in this process.
For example, one tenant commented that he could
find out about his rights so long as it wasn't
anything that would cause trouble. Families
expressed fear when they tried to comment on
behalf of a family member. Does the minister accept
this report and the comments of the residents, their
parents and the support workers? If he does, how
will he address the issues raised, because these are
direct outcomes of the polides he is putting into
place? Will he respond to the direct comments of
residents, their parents and their support workers in
community residential units?

Protected tenancies
Mr A. F. PLOWMAN (Benambra) - I direct to
the attention of the Minister for Housing in the other
place, through the Minister for Industry and
Employment, the position of protected tenancies
which have been available to some people since the
last world war and I believe prior to the last world
war. My concern is about a protected tenancy for an
individual who had been in a flat for some 58 years.
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A protected tenancy means that the rental charged
to the individual is set and the landlord has no
opportunity of obtaining the current rate. In this case
a couple of months ago the tenant left the flat after
58 years, and the last rent payment was at the rate of
$55 a week.. When the flat was subsequently rented
the landlord received $135 a week. My constituent
believes that at the equivalent of $80 a week over a
SO-year-period he subsidised somebody on a
protected tenancy to the amount of $208 000. There
is no argument about protected tenancy, it is
something we applaud as a community, but the
person who owns the flat or the building under a
protected tenancy agreement has to bear that social
payment individually rather than its being borne by
the government.
My constituent wrote to a former consumer affairs
minister, Mr Peter Spyker, who suggested that the
only means of overcoming the problem was for him
to show that his family was under financial
hardship. That was not the case; this man had two
flats and was earning an income from them and
therefore was not eligible.
Will the minister consider this matter in light of the
current residential tenancy legislation review being
led by Ms Asher in the other place?

Hospitals: premature discharges
Mr rnOMSON (pascoe Vale) - In the absence
of the Minister for Health, I direct to the attention of
the Premier, and in his absence that of the Minister
for Industry and Employment, the premature
discharge of patients from hospital after operations.
Will the minister make available to the Parliament
and to me information about the number of people
being discharged from hospital after operations and
treatment and then having to be readmitted?

This is becoming a matter of major community
concern and has been drawn to my attention, in
particular, by Mrs Anne Mackay whose husband,
Ron Spencer, had waited a number of months to
have a hernia operation and was discharged 24
hours after the operation. He subsequently
developed a serious infection in his wound. After
discussion with doctors he was readmitted to the
Royal Melbourne Hospital and spent a further six
days in hospital requiring treatment which he would
not have required had he stayed there for a suitable
period when the original operation was carried out
Mrs Mackay has expressed to me concern about the
standard of cleanliness at the Royal Melbourne
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Hospital. She points out that she came to Australia
from Argentina some 20 years ago and trained at the
Royal Melbourne Hospital to become a nursing aide.
She said that the care given to patients at that time
and the dean environment in a public hospital made
her believe that she had come to a kind of paradise.
!hat was her experience as a nursing aide. It was
distressing to her to go back to the hospital and find
that the standard had declined.
Also, she was most concerned that the doctor at the
hospital stated that the hospital will be better off

financially if it discharges patients early and saves
on bed costs even if 10 per cent return with
infections. It appears to be the practice that the
hospital saves money by discharging patients early,
even though a number develop infections and have
to return.
Mr Spencer has been working since he was 14 years
of age. At the age of 61 years, this was his first
experience of requiring surgery and hospital care.
For him it was an appalling experience. A number of
other people have directed to my attention this
problem of being discharged from hospital early. We
need to obtain the full facts from the minister. Will
she investigate the problems that are occurring in
hospitals because people are being discharged
prematurely? Will she take appropriate action to
ensure that there is no recurrence of the experience
Mr Spencer had?

Sale showgrounds
Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) - The matter I
raise for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport relates to the usage land at the ground
owned by the Sale Agricultural Show Society, part
of which is leased by the Sale Greyhound Oub. 1his
successful entity operates meetings at its own
grounds, which are located within the boundary of
the showgrmn\ds. Not only have its meetings
conducted at the facility been successful, as shown
by the growth of the crowd, but also the
introduction of gaming machines at this location has
been successful.

The increase in the number of people coming to the
facility has meant that the flow of traffic into the
area has increased significantly over the past two or
three years. The greyhound club would like to
explore the prospect of obtaining better access to an
area of land located in the north-western corner of
the area it occupies, which would entail obtaining
access through a narrow parcel of land immediately
to the western side of the track. That parcel of land
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in turn is adjoined to the west by an area of land
owned by the Public Transport Corporation.
Will the minister examine the prospect of part of the
land owned by the PTC being devoted to the usage
of the greyhound club? lhat would mean that traffic
could pass more easily between the greyhound track
and the western extremity of what would be the
new boundary fence.
I t would enable the two-way traffic to pass through
that gap. It would also enable an area of land that is
currently vacant and not devoted to any particular
purpose to be used very constructively to permit the
parking of vehicles whose owners are at the track
ei ther for greyhound meetings or to use the gaming
machine facilities. I ask that the minister examine the
matter.

Responses
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - The honourable member for Altona
raised for the attention of the Premier the CWA
survey on poverty in rural Victoria. Of course, the
CWA has been a highly respected organisation over
very many years. I shall certainly direct the detail of
the survey to the Premier's attention and have the
matter looked into.

In his normal caring and concerned way the
honourable member for Frankston raised for the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport the
issue of jet skis and the way some people who use
them put at risk the lives of other individuals at
seaside areas. This matter comes only a few weeks
after the honourable member for Altona raised
similar concerns relating to her electorate. It is clear
that there is genuine community concern about the
way some people use jet skis. The honourable
member for Frankston has strongly expressed. his
concern. I shall direct it to the attention of the
Minister for Public Transport. I have no doubt the
minister is already examining the matter and that
appropriate action will be taken in due course.
The honourable member for Footscray raised for the
attention of the Minister for Energy and Minerals the
electridty supply at Highpoint and promoted, as he
usually does in this place, a series of outrageous
points. He never ever bothers to back what he says
with facts. They should not get in the way of a good
story, I suppose, but the culmination with this
particular issue was when he said that a power pole
had fallen down and that that had caused the
problem rather than that the car had run into the
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pole. One can only contemplate how a power pole
might fall down. Presumably, if something did not
run into it, it may have collapsed from wear and
tear. I remind the honourable member that the Labor
Party was in power for 10 years, and obviously the
pole aged during that time. No doubt it was the
strain of delivering energy to the western suburbs
under the reign of a Labor government that forced
the pole to fall down. Or, maybe it was just the inept
representation of the honourable member for
Footscray!
The honourable member for Tullamarine raised for
the attention of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services gang-style attacks in the
western suburbs. He referred to the use of machetes
and expressed the genuine concern that exists in the
area. I could not help but notice that when the
honourable member was raising the matter the
honourable member for Footscray and others on the
opposition side thought it was a bit of a joke. I do
not think it is a joke. The honourable member for
Tullamarine does not think it is a joke.
Mr MildenhaII - On a point of order,
Mr Speaker, I remarked by way of interjection that it
was late in being raised because the story was some
months old. I did not make light of it, and I ask that
that be withdrawn.

The SPEAKER - Order! If the honourable
member wishes to make a personal explanation, I
will hear him, but there is no point of order.
Mr GUDE - While the honourable member was
not making the point he claims he was not making,
he should have wiped the smile off his face and
showed some sincerity and respect for people in his
electorate whom he represents. Many Victorians are
concerned about gang-style activities in various
parts of Victoria, particularly in the area alluded to
by the honourable member for Tullamarine. The
honourable member for Footscray aspires to be the
Attorney-General of this state. I would have thought
he might have conducted himself in a more
appropria te fashion.
The honourable member for Geelong directed the
attention of the Minister for Education to the North
Shore Primary School and indicated that he had
taught at the schooL Having been a resident in the
general area some years ago, I am certainly familiar
with the school. I agree with him that it is a very
good schooL The honourable member raises the
concerns of four parents. I can ask only that he make
the letter and the details of the complaints available.
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I will certainly pass them on to the Minister for
Education. I have no doubt the minister will have
appropriate inquiries made about services in that
school. There has not been a Minister for Education
in this state for many years who so fully shares the
aspirations of young people and their desire for
quality education as the current minister.
The honourable member for Portland raised with the
Minister for Public Transport a matter concerning
the Powerhouse Museum and, in particular, a cable
car and the need for - The SPEAKER - A tram car.
Mr GUDE - I pick up your interjection,
Mr Speaker. I am referring to the way the
honourable member raised the matter. I am sure you
will not correct me when I say he referred to it as a
cable car. He was looking for a grip car; maybe that
was a grip tram. But I will bow to your sage-like
experience in these matters, Sir; no doubt that is
what it is.
The honourable member said that the Moody family
had made a donation of the cable/tram cardepending on one's era - and that it had been
refurbished using federal government training
programs. All honourable members would certainly
appreciate the role those programs played in
enhancing the opportunities for young people in the
area.
We now have a quality cable/tram car and there is a
need for a grip car/tram. The honourable member
pointed out that plans for a grip car had been made
available by the Powerhouse Museum and that
work. is being commenced to re-create or rebuild one
of these pieces of transport. He sought ongoing
support for its development in the event that the
young people who were carrying out the
refurbishment work. were unable to complete the
task.
I am sure, as the honourable member for Portland
indicated, the Minister for Public Transport has
already been helpful in this regard. I have absolutely
no doubt he will do all that is possible to achieve a
satisfactory outcome.

The honourable member for Bundoora raised for the
attention of the Minister for Community Services
community residential units and what she described
as a climate of fear. I shall certainly direct that
matter to the minister's attention.
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The honourable member for Benambra raised the
matter of protected tenandes and referred
specifically to a case in his electorate where a person
had a protected tenancy for 58 years. He seeks a
review of the process for protecting tenancies and
the impediment to appropriate increments in the
rental base for owners of flats. At the same time the
honourable member acknowledged, as he always
does, the needs of the disadvantaged and those on
low incomes in his community. It seems to me to be
an appropriate issue for review, and I shall certainly
pass on the matter to the Minister for Housing.
In his haste to get on camera, the honourable
member for Pascoe Vale raised for the attention of
the Minister for Health the issue of people who had
been discharged early from hospital. He referred to a
Mr Spencer. I have no doubt that, unlike his
colleague near him, the honourable member for
Pascoe Vale raised the matter with a great deal of
concern about and knowledge of the particular
issue. He seeks an appropriate review. I am happy
to pass on the matter to the Minister for Health to
see whether the specifics of the issue can be drawn
together and the cause of the problem found. I make
the point that there has always been a problem with
people who are sometimes inadvertently discharged
from hospital. This is not a new phenomenon.
However, I share the concern of the honourable
member about a 61-year-old who had never been to
hospital before and the worries he may well have
had.

If the honourable member for Pascoe Vale, when
and if he ever gets to Canberra, is going to address
the question of health, I suggest that rather than
referring to nursing aides he refer to state-enrolled
nurses. He might as well get the jargon right!
The honourable member for Gippsland South raised
a matter with the Minister for Public Transport
regarding the Sale Agricultural Show Society land.
He also referred to the Sale Greyhound Club and the
increase in gaming machines, and referred
specifically to the gaining of access to the north-west
corner of land adjacent to PTC land. I will raise the
matter for the attention of the minister, and I am
sure that if a happy arrangement can be achieved in
a sensible way it will be done.
Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 9.11 p.m.
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Laid on table.

WASTE MANAGEMENT COUNCIL
The SPEAKER (Hon. J. E. Delzoppo) took the chair
at 10.05 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITION

Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) presented report of Waste
Management Council for year ended 30 September
1994.

Laid on table.
The Oerk - I have received the following
petition for presentation to Parliament

Sexual discrimination
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the W\dersigned citizens of the
state of Victoria sheweth:
1.

The government of Victoria has been provided with a
large body of United States research concerning
the risks of homosexual behaviour for public
health and child safety;

2.

That research indicates that homosexual behaviour
generates disproportionately high levels of serious
diseases, creates a significant risk of transmission
of serious diseases, such as hepatitis A and B, from
homosexuals to the general community, and poses
special risks in occupations such as food handling,
child care, and medical care;

3.

That research also indicates that homosexuals are
about 18 times more likely to involve minors in
their sexual practices than heterosexuals are, and
that homosexual teachers commit almost half of all
molestation of school children in the United States;

4.

When the behaviour of a small section of the
community (less than 2 per cent) poses a
significant and disproportionately high risk to
public health and child safety, that section should
not receive privileged legal status and protection
for its behaviour W\der Victorian law.

Your petitioners therefore pray that the honourable
members of the Legislative Assembly will not permit
the Equal Opportunity Act to be amended so as to
grant homosexuals privileged legal status and
protection Wlder that act.
And your petitioners, as in duty boWld, will ever pray.

Mr Tanner (45 signatures), Mr Hyams
(8 signatures), Mr Lupton (15 signatures) and Mr
Wells (53 signatures)

ROYAL BOTANIC GARDENS
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Withdrawn on motion of Mr GUDE (Minister for
Industry and Employment).

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

Treasury appointment
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - I grieve for the
declining standards of professional and public
accountability in the personnel and processes of the
public service, for the removal of watchdogs and
independent scrutiny of the public service, and for
the appalling standards of personnel management in
and politicisation of the public service.
One of the worst examples of the declining

standards is currently with us in Treasury, which is
surely the department where it is absolutely vital
that the highest standards of scrutiny and probity
checks be observed. We have seen plenty of
examples of fast and loose administration in the
department, but we are now approaching an
episode of some considerable scandal.
On 1 June last year the Treasurer announced the
appointment of Mr Barry Bond as director of
management improvement, a senior line
management office in Treasury reporting directly to
the deputy secretary of budget and resource
management, one level off Secretary to the
Department of the Treasury.

The Treasurer knew by the end of September
Mr Bond had been charged involving the alleged
theft of $20 000 worth of travellers cheques. The
alleged offence relates to his previous employment
as a corporate financial adviser to the New Zealand
defence forces. I understand that certain admissions
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have been made by Mr Bond in response to the
charges but that he is contesting the issue.
The real issue for this Parliament is the actions of the
Treasurer and the appalling standards of probity
that apply under his administration. The Treasurer
needs to say whether Mr Bond admitted he was the
subject of two inquiries that were reaching their final
stages.
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The SPEAKER - Order! It is clear from previous
decisions of the house that the question of sub judice
is a very important one. If the matter concerned a
court within the Commonwealth of Australia - that
is, if it were in another state court - I would be
inclined to uphold the point of order; but because it
concerns a country overseas I am not prepared to
uphold the point of order.

Mr MILDENHALL -1hank you, Mr Speaker.
Mr Stockdale - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the material the honourable member has already
adverted to indicates that the matter is sub judice.
The honourable member has said that charges have
been laid. Although they have been laid in New
Zealand it is clear that the principle of a person
being innocent until proven guilty will be breached
if the house debates the matter subject to the
resolution of the criminal charges. I submit that the
member is clearly out of order.

As I said, the Treasurer needs to say whether, before
he took up his appointment in Victoria, Mr Bond

Mr Batchelor - On the same point of order,
Mr Speaker, as you would no doubt be aware in
these circumstances the question of sub judice does
not apply because there is no coincidence or
overlapping of jurisdictions. The question of sub
judice and how it affects what can be said in the
Victorian Parliament concerns matters before
Victorian courts. I direct your attention to May, the
appropriate guide, which clearly indicates that that
is the case. I quote from the 20th edition of May,
page 344. When dealing with matters of sub judice
May says:

Under the Public Service Act of 1974, the import of
which carries through to the Public Sector
Management Act, there would prima facie be a case
for a breach of the provisions. If Mr Bond did
indicate the circumstances of the investigation, why
was he appointed? If he advised someone of the
charges after he commenced work, why is he still
there, working as though nothing has happened?
Until the matter was revealed in the Sunday Age he
had been working from the end of September until
now under unchanged circumstances.

The rule does not apply to matters which are sub judice
in courts of law outside of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, nor to matters which are the subject of
administrative inquiry.

You will recall, Sir, that you have ruled that the sub
judice rule does not apply to the Administrative
Appeals Tribunal, and I presume you took some
guidance from this direction. It is clear that the sub
judice rule does not apply in the circumstances
raised by the Treasurer.
I also refer you, Sir, to page 430, where a similar
issue is raised. May says that in the House of
Commons the sub judice rule does not apply to the
deliberations of non-domestic or European courts. It
is quite clear that the sub judice rule does not apply
because these matters are outside the jurisdiction of
the Parliament In those circumstances I contend that
there is no point of order and that you should allow
the member for Footscray to continue speaking.

admitted he was the subject of the two relevant
inquiries already under way in New Zealand. If
Mr Bond did not reveal that, he ought to be the
subject of immediate disciplinary action. If that is
true, it is clear that he would have breached the
public service code of conduct, under which he is
obliged to advise his chief executive officer of any
outstanding matters of that type.

Given the seriousness of this issue it is vital that the
Treasurer indicate publicly when he became aware
of the charges and the investigations and what
action he took. Given that the Treasurer was
definitely aware that Mr Bond had been charged
with serious fraud involving sums of up to 520 000,
why is Mr Bond still occupying a senior
management role in the Treasury? What was the
selection process for employing Mr Bond? What
reference checks were carried out? Which personnel
consultancy firm recommended Mr Bond? We have
heard it said in this place that the government is
suffering from 'consultant capture' - captured by
those uncontrolled personnel management
consultants roaming around the place, finding
positions for every Tom, Dick and Harry. Who else
have they recommended? What checks are made on
the information provided by both the applicants and
the consultancy firms?
There are other serious issues concerning
administration and process. What level of
authorisation and what level of financial delegation
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has been extended to Mr Bond? Does he still have
those delegations? He is two levels away from
ministerial level. Our principal concern is the
integrity of the personnel processes in the Treasury.
The Treasurer has a case to answer.
In New Zealand the episode was described as

involving fraud and dishonesty at the highest level
in the new Zealand defence forces. The significance
of the lack of probity and scrutiny cannot be
overemphasised. At the very least a special inquiry
under section SS of the Public Sector Management
Act should be conducted. It should be undertaken
by an independent person who is directed to report
to the Parliament rather than through an internal
process. But first and foremost, Mr Speaker, a public
explanation is required from the Treasurer. This
episode has shredded any remaining reputation the
minister had for applying appropriate standards of
probity in his department.

Treasury appointment
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - I certainly
grieve for the Labor Party's abandorunent of even
the most basic principles of justice and civil liberty,
which this party has - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr STOCKDALE - I will come to the issue and
to the facts of this matter in so far as it is proper to
comment on them in the Parliament. But I think we
should remark that this is a new low in the
desperate attempts of the Victorian ALP to use and
abuse anybody's reputation if it thinks that some
cheap shot - Mr Sheehan interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - I pick up the interjection of
the honourable member for Northcote. He claims the
opposition is not abusing its position. Given the
words used by the honourable member for
Footscray, charges have been laid. There has been no
trial, nobody has been convicted and the charges are
denied by the individual concerned. Despite the fact
that the New Zealand court with the jurisdiction has
issued suppression orders to balance the scales of
justice and protect him against this sort of smear, in
this Parliament the standing orders are being abused
by the Victorian ALP to smear a man before trial and
to put a speech predicated - Mr Batchelor - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the Treasurer reflected upon the Chair; he made
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reference to your previous ruling, which was
correct, and I ask you to ask the Treasurer to
withdraw that reflection upon the Chair.
The SPEAKER -Order! I listened very carefully
to what the Treasurer said and I did not take his
remarks as a reflection against the Chair. There is no
point of order.
Mr STOCKDALE - Mr Speaker, I am not
reflecting on the Chair. Let it be absolutely certain to
every witness here that I am reflecting on the
Victorian Labor Party, on the honourable member
for Footscray and his leader, who sat silent and let
him abuse this Parliament by condemning·
somebody without trial.
The Victorian ALP has always prided itself that
despite all of its administrative incompetence and
financial mismanagement, at least it has claimed that
it has stood for civil liberties and respected the basic
principles of the British and Australian systems of
justice, which apply in New Zealand equally to here.
I will outline the tircumstances in so far as it is
proper to comment upon them at this stage.
In February 1994 the vacant position of director

(management improvement) was advertised in
Australia and New Zealand. In March 1994 five
applicants applied for the position and the interview
process started. A panel comprising senior managers
of the Department of the Treasury and the
Department of the Premier and Cabinet interviewed
the applicants.
As is quite proper -and I am surprised to hear any
suggestion that it would have been different in the

days of the Labor government - in the recruitment
of applicants for the position I as the relevant
minister took no part whatsoever. It would have
been quite inappropriate for me to have been
involved in the interview and selection process; it
was carried on strictly in accordance with the
relevant public service regulations, procedures and
practices.
Subsequent to the five applicants being interviewed,
detailed reference checks of the preferred applicant
were undertaken by one of the deputy secretaries to
the Department of the Treasury. Again the Premier
and the Treasurer - myself - had no involvement
in that process. Every one of the reference checks
disclosed strong support for the preferred applicant,
Mr Bond, who has been named by the honourable
member for Footscray.

GRIEVANCES

556

ASSEMBLY

During April the position was offered to and
accepted by Mr Bond. Subsequently, when this
matter came to my notice - and I will come back to
that in a moment - I was advised by department
officials that Mr Bond had explained to them the
nature of the issues in New Zealand, which involved
charges being laid at that time against another
individual and SOme suggestion that he had been
involved in what was then quite a prominent
scandal in New Zealand. The advice given to me is
that he disclosed those facts to the Treasury officials
who interviewed him.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - Mr Speaker, I will come to
these matters if the opposition can restrain its lust
for blood. I know it senses blood in the water, but I
think it reflects no credit on the ALP that it continues
to try to distort even the few facts it appears to have.
In between the time when Mr Bond was interviewed
and the time he commenced work, as I was
subsequently advised, he was charged in relation to
these matters and, as I understand it, preliminary
proceedings resulted in suppression orders being
issued by the court as to his name and the
circumstances of the matter.
Mr Bond subsequently took up his position in the
Treasury in July. Subsequently, on 30 September
1994, a document purporting to have come from the
office of a member of the New Zealand
parliamentary opposition arrived in the Victorian
Treasury. That document was addressed to me.
When it was brought to my notice on 3 October it
represented the first knowledge I had of these
charges.

I will come back to this in a moment, but it
subsequently proved that that document was a
fabrication although certain of the facts contained in
it were accurate in that Mr Bond had been charged.
However, there were a number of other allegations
made in it - and no doubt the opposition has been
sent the same material - which were found to be
false. In particular, when I contacted the opposition
member of the Parliament in New Zealand, he
advised me that the document was a fabrication,
that he had not sent it and that he had not
authorised it; he requested me to send a copy of it to
him and advised me that he would be referring it to
the police in New Zealand.
At my request, Mr Bond was stood aside from duty
while the matter was investigated. The department,
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through senior management, conducted a review of
the matter. Subsequently I was advised that the
department had taken action to protect the public
interest, recognising that it had to act in accordance
with public service procedures and had to recognise
the fact that the individual concerned denied the
charges, and indeed that he had been charged but
nothing had been proven against him. The
department acted in accordance with the public
service procedures and with the principle that an
individual in our system and the New Zealand
system of law is innocent until proven guilty.
I was advised that there were no grounds for the
dismissal of Mr Bond on the basis of his having been
charged, that he had not committed any
misdemeanour in an employment sense which
would justify summary dismissal, and that dismissal
on any other ground could render the department
liable to the allegation of defamation and wrongful
dismissal on the ground that he had not misled the
employer or committed any other breach of his
duties.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - I will come to those matters;
I am dealing with the options: that there was no
entitlement to dismiss him, and that indeed to
dismiss him at that time could have exposed the
state to action for wrongful dismissal and / or
defamation.

I was also advised that the appropriate course was
not to stand him down without pay, that it was
questionable whether there was a right to stand him
down without pay and that in any case we would
probably have to continue to pay him, even if he
were not working in very important work then
going on within the Treasury.
To answer one question raised by the honourable
member, I am advised that Mr Bond disputes the
charges made against him, vigorously denies any
wrongdOing and proposes to resist the charges in
every way open to him.
As a result, the advice I received from the Treasury
was that the appropriate course of action was to
remove the delegations held by Mr Bond. Mr Bond
held delegations to incur liabilities up to $10 000 in
any transaction and to make transactions to the
value of $10 000. Those delegations have been
removed to protect the public interest. The
government has continued to observe the principle
that he is innocent until proven guilty, and I am
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advised that action has been taken in accordance
with the precedents that have been established over
a long period of time for dealing with matters of this
kind and balancing the interests of the state against
the interests of the individual.

I certainly do not propose to interfere in the
processes of the public service. I am advised that the
action taken accords with the proper standards of
behaviour in balancing the interests of the person
concerned with the interests of the state.

I think those facts show that the department has
acted with complete propriety, unlike the
opposition. It has recognised that there is a balance
required here: that tmtil such time, if it ever occurs,
as the individual is proven guilty of any offence he
is entitled to have his interests protected.

The final point I make is that the honourable
member for Footscray offers himself to the people of
Victoria as the shadow Attorney-General. Of all the
members of the opposition frontbench, the one
person who should be a cotmselling voice, urging
that the civil liberties of our citizens be protected
and the values underlying our system be
upheld--

I simply draw attention to the consequences here of
our following the actions recommended by the
opposition. The honourable member for Footscray
and other members of the opposition have
suggested that we should have dismissed Mr Bond
as soon as the charges were laid. Why? To protect
me against allegations that I had done something
improper. !hey suggest that we should have
ignored the interests of Mr Bond and his family and
the fact that he has not been proven guilty of
anything; that we should have jettisoned the
principle of innocent tmtil proven guilty and thrown
him out in the street without any prospect of getting
other employment with that slur against him and,
incidentally, exposed the state to risk of legal action.
The department has acted with total propriety.
Immediately I became aware of this matter I
instituted procedures in accordance with the
practices of the public service to make sure that the
interests of Victorian taxpayers and of the state were
protected. !hey were protected then, they are being
protected now and at the same time we are not
trespassing on the rights of this individual.
Nonetheless, true to its normal behaviour, this
disgraceful opposition has today no doubt gained
substantial coverage for this poor innocent
individual who so far has not had anything proven
against him, but in the eyes of Labor Party members
the chance that they might do some damage to the
government is enough. They will smear anybody.
This is another instance where this man has
engineered his lackey in Footscray to jump up in the
house and carry out his strategy of smearing
everybody in sight. The only loser out of this is
somebody who may not ever be proven to have
done anything wrong, who is certainly entitled to
the protections we would all want as citizens in any
democratic country and who has been treated
strictly in accordance with the relevant public
service standards.

Mr Sheehan interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Northcote is out of order.
Mr STOCKDALE - I thank the honourable
member for the suggestion, and I shall come back to
it The one voice the people are entitled to expect
should be raised when opposition members hold
their grimy little meetings to work out who to smear
is that of the person who ought to be standing up for
the principles of British justice - the shadow
Attorney-General. Nothing better illustrates the fact
that the Victorian ALP is unfit to govern this state
than its choosing the shadow Attorney-General to
mount this shabby exercise.

Education: publicity campaigns
Mr SANDON (Carrum) - I grieve for the
mismanagement of the Department of Education
and for the millions of dollars it has wasted on
pUblicity campaigns while our students suffer.
This ridiculous circumstance is having its effect

within the department and within every school. The
minister's budget has been increased so he can
publicise his department and get the so-called good
news stories out while every student is suffering
from the results of his actions. Every school is now
suffering from increased class sizes, fewer subject
choices, less help for students who require it and less
work for the brighter students; yet the minister is
spending millions of dollars to promote himself and
the changes he is putting in place. It will not wash!
One can always tell when a government is going
badly, especially when it has to pour millions of
dollars into the system to get its message across.
I shall give the house details of the $3.3 million or so
that the minister and his department are wasting
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each year on publicity. To demonstrate the point I
refer to the Victorian School Education News, a
publication that the former Labor government
produced monthly and then fortnightly. The current
government now produces the newspaper weekly. It
is now a glossy publication that contains
photographs of the Director of School Education, the
minister and the parliamentary secretary. One
famous edition has a photograph of the
parliamentary secretary attending a meeting. He
was not at that meeting at the time; his photograph
was superimposed at a later stage.
The taxpayers of this state pay about $750 000 for the
weekly production of the newspaper. There is also a
quarterly parents edition, as well as the weekly
edition. That publication, which specifically
earmarks parents, costs around $340 000 a year. The
waste continues. The department pays $480 000 a
year for glossy, four-page monthly inserts in the
Herald Sun. It is fascinating that the stories referred
to cannot stand by themselves. That newspaper does
not consider them worthy of publication in their
own right, which is why the minister and the
government have to pay for their inclusion. Each
edition costs approximately $40 000; and 12 editions
a year add up to a total bill of $480 000.
The minister and the department are now going
beyond those monthly insertions. Yesterday's Herald
Sun contained a three-page insertion sponsored by
the Directorate of School Education. I have not
included the cost of that insertion in the annual
$3.3 million public relations exercise the minister
and the department are undertaking. Earlier this
year small satchels full of material were distributed
to preps and year 7 students. They included
personalised letters from the minister, colouring
books and diaries that contained incorrect dates.
That exercise, which cost about $1 million, is another
indication of the waste the minister has been
engaging in. The figures certainly begin to add up!
The opposition has asked questions on notice to get
an understanding of the extent to which
management consultants have been used to promote
the minister and the department. Between 1992 and
1994 the department spent an additional $231 000 on
public relations exerd.ses. Mr Speaker, I can see you
are asking yourself about the structure of the
department. The department has a lovely media unit
of 10 people. The department recently advertised for
a manager of communications, again using a
consulting group. The advertisement talks about a
large and committed team of specialists - and that
is in addition to the figures I have already cited. The
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position entails a $90 000 package to promote the
minister and the department's activities. Based on
the answers given to our questions on notice we are
all aware of the l()..member media unit in the
minister's office. I would be fascinated to learn how
many media staff the Premier has. I would bet the
Minister for Education has more media, public
relations and support staff than the Premier.
The budget of the Department of Education's media
unit increased from $372 000 in December 1992 to
about $450 000 in December 1994, at the same time
as every school had its budget slashed and was
forced to do without Has that same standard been
applied to the minister? Absolutely not. The minister
can find millions of dollars for publications increasing the number of glossy publications, paying
for advertisements in newspapers and issuing glossy
booklets.
The latest booklet distributed to students, parents
and school communities is called Learning and
Assessment in Primary Schools. I do not mind the
government's disseminating material to explain
issues to parents, even though I disagree with much
of what has been done. But it gets worse when you
consider the cost of paying for advertisements in
local newspapers. The Southern Cross newspaper,
which covers the inner city of Melbourne, recently
carried a paid feature article that talked about what
was happening in my colleague's electorate of
Dandenong.
Here we have this massive unit of public relations
people and they cannot even include in the local
newspapers stories about schools in the particular
areas. These people are incompetent. Not only are
millions of dollars being wasted but stories are
appearing in local newspapers that do not even
relate to schools in that area. What sort of
incompetence are we dealing with here? It is just
another example of what is going on.
1 have mentioned the government's producing
glossy publications on changes it has made and the
learning and assessment project it is trying to
introduce in May. I Wlderstand it to be the
introduction of statewide testing. Opposition to it
has been reported in the media. From my
perspective I see it as yet another total waste of
money. The bottom line is: what will change after
the money has been spent? What will change after
the test has been introduced? It will cost more than
$1.7 million, but what will the difference be for the
children in schools?
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When Mr Kelly from the Board of Studies briefed me
on the issue I asked, 'When you get the results, what
will you do then?' He paused, looked at me, and
said, We don't have the resources. We haven't been
given any extra money to do anything with the
tests'. That is the sort of Minister for Education we
have and the sort of government we have. They
introd uce statewide testing but provide nothing to
deal with the results and nothing to improve the
situation for students. The teachers know which
students have problems, even before the tests are
given. So yet another $1.7 million will be wasted. It
is another example of mismanagement by the
Minister for Education.
Millions of dollars were wasted on the Northland
case. There was an open chequebook to barristers,
and there was no public tendering for the legal firm
used. The excuse put forward by the minister
according to the Auditor-General's report was that
the Solicitor~eral, the government solicitor, was
not available. Yet the main case was put by the
government solicitor. I have written to the
Auditor-General pointing out that the reason given
for the Solicitor~eral not being used was
incorrect. TIlat shows this minister is prepared to
waste millions in legal fees.
What I am demonstrating today is that the minister
is also prepared to waste millions on publicity and
public relations exercises. I stress again that it is
right and proper for a government and a minister to
disseminate to the community knowledge about
what the government is doing. But the fact is that
the department already has sufficient mechanisms
for that to happen.
One can conclude only that it is an example of how
badly the government is doing in education. Every
time it spends $1, $10 000, $100 000 or $1 million,
that is less money for our schools. It means larger
class sizes, less subject choice and less help and
support for students. They are the ones who suffer
as a result of this mismanagement
It is an example of how badly the government is
doing when it has to pay millions of dollars to try to
get its message across. If it were collaborative and
consultative and brought school communities with
it, it would not have to spend millions of dollars.
This minister is divisive. He does not bring school
communities with him because he does not talk to
them. It is a shame to see such waste in our school
system at the expense of the state's most important
resource, its young people.

The figures I am quoting today, which amount to
$3.3 million, are conservative because I have not
included the paid advertisements in local
newspapers or the additional advertisements in the
Herald Sun. I have not included the direct mail to
parents, and the government is now writing directly
to school councillors. That is a further example of
how badly the government is doing in education. It
is no wonder the AGB McNair poll said only 29 per
cent of people surveyed felt there was quality
education in this state!
We in this house know the extent to which, because
of his incompetence, this minister - who is not
prepared to stand up for students in our schools has wasted resources. The fact is that he employs
consultants and a massive media unit. He spends
millions and millions of dollars in trying to get
across a message, but that will not wash because in
education the bottom line is to ensure the students
get the support they need.
When parents have to pay to replace teachers and
when the fees and levies are increased to the tune of
$80 million this year while the government cuts back
by another $70 million, parents know they are being
duped. They know this minister is not committed to
standing up for them and for students and
delivering quality education. When retention rates
are plummeting this minister says, 'Outcomes are a
load of rubbish'. He could not care less about
outcomes. I do. The people in this state do; they are
concerned about the falling retention rates. What is
he doing? He has a director who says he is not
interested in the impact of budget cuts.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.

ALP: law and order policy
Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) - Today I raise what I
consider signals in some ways the beginning of the
state election campaign. I refer to law and order. So
that no frivolous points of order are raised during
the course of my remarks, I advise members of the
opposition that I am happy to make available to the
house the document to which I shall refer. It is an
internal ALP document; nonetheless, I am happy to
make it available to the house and any member who
wants it.

On 15 October 1994 during the ALP state conference
at Monash University a delegate was asked,
presumably by the president, whether he was ready
to proceed with the draft policy on civil rights and
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law reform. The draft policy was not presented.
However, it was not voted. on after delegates were
told that the office of the Leader of the Opposition
had asked for it to be held over for further
consideration.
This document, which is dated 15 October, is
entitled 'Book 2(a) - Policy and Standing
Committee Reports'. It includes a list of the
delegates who attended the committee meetings and
shows at the back that the motion was moved by
Tony Lang and seconded by Leigh Johns. I have to
say that I have put on the front of this a rather
frivolous cover showing the Leader of the
Opposition in somewhat \lllusual garb from his rap
thing. It is described as 'Labor's hug a thug policies
for the 1996 state election'. I might say that it is
exactly that, because the Labor Party is proposing to
undo almost everything the government has
attempted to put in place in the law and order area.
When you read who attended the meetings the first
questions that come to mind are: where was the
shadow Attomey~eral of the time, the
honourable member for Melbourne? Where was the
shadow spokesman for police and emergency
services, the honourable member for Yan Yean? I
would have thought they should at least have read
the policies. If they did not read them, they should
not be shadow ministers. One would have thought
that at least they should have done something to
make sure those policies would not be implemented
as part of the election campaign. 1be opposition
leader's officers were scurrying around trying to
stop the policies being presented.
Before moving on to other parts of the document, I
shall quote from paragraph 6.4.1 on the declaration
of rights:
the right to equality before the law and the protection
of the law ...
the right, if arrested, detained, tried upon a criminal
charge, or convicted of such a charge, to be dealt with
at every stage according to the principles of
fundamental justice;
the right, in the determination of any aiminal charge or
suit at law, to a fair and public hearing by an impartial
and independent tribunal.

lbis is very interesting! I would have thought that
the honourable member for Footscray was
contravening the policy document that his
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committee voted on. However, that is not the point I
wish to deal with today.
The policy document has about 25 pages. On page
15 under the heading 'Criminal process rights' it
states:
Labor will immediately review the increase in police
powers under the Crimes (Amendment) Act 1993.
Labor is particularly concerned at
The introduction of an extremely broad police
power to demand name and address;

The abolition of the requirement for a court order
to permit police fingerprinting of citizens whether
or not they have been charged with an offence and
the delegation of authorisation of reasonable force
to senior station police;
The fact that young people aged 15 years of age
and above are treated as adults for the purposes of
the fingerprinting provisions;

The provision that where a court order is required
for the taking of body samples (e.g. blood samples
and swabs) the citizen in respect of whom the
application is made is not a party to the
application and is unable to call witnesses or
cross-examine on the need for the sample.

lbis policy would mean the removal of the DNA
provisions. On page 17 under the heading 'Criminal
law reform' the document describes Labol's support
for the goals set out in the Charter for Drug Law
Reform and calls for:
The urgent adoption of harmful minimisation strategies
throughout Australia including:
Establishment and legalisation of sufficient needle
exchange and distnbution programs which are
readily accessible to users throughout Australia.

This is talking about drug users. It continues:
In dealing with drugs of dependence and psychotropic
substances in the short term:
an increasing focus on the reduction of harm
associated with drug use;
abolition of criminal sanctions for the personal use
of drugs ...

the adoption of a process including consultation
and prescription by medical practitioners for
selected illicit drugs.
Basically what the document means is that all
criminal sanctions for illicit drugs should be
removed.
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Mrs Wilson - How do you know?
Mr LEIGH - I have been reading your policy
document, which obviously you have not bothered
to read.

Mrs Wilson interjected.
Mr LEIGH - I have it here in writing. Another
measure that the government has introduced is
victim impact statements, but in this policy
document it states:
Labor will review the use of victim impact statements
in sentencing hearings in view of concerns that:
in light of the principles stated above they may be
unnecessary;
when fresh material is raised in a victim impact

statement, victims will be exposed to the trauma of
cross-examination by defence counsel.

My understanding is that a victim has the right
Wlder the measure established by this government,
if he or she chooses, to provide a statement. It may
surprise the opposition that some people find it a
way out of their pain to sit in a court and also to
have an opportunity of saying what they believe
should happen. It is not an uncommon practice in
other countries around the world. Once again the
Labor Party is moving down the track of removing
the rights of citizens.
I return now to Labor's policy on drug use. Victim
impact statements are out and sanctions against
illicit drugs are out
Mr Traynor - What about marijuana?
Mr LEIGH - Yes, there is a policy here which
calls for the legalisa tion of the use of marijuana. One
would have thought - using the ACf as an
example - there were enough dopes there without
adding to them by legalising marijuana!
The Labor Party has come up with a document that
abolishes the rights of citizens, which makes it
harder for a police officer to do his job. It is saying
that it is all right for a national parks officer to take a
person's name and address if that person is picking
daisies, but it is dreadful for a police officer to ask a
person for his or her name or address if that person
is behind the wheel of a motor car with the keys in
the ignition. Police officers have had a problem in
the past when a driver has not had the keys in the
ignition. These sorts of things that the Labor Party is
doing are ridiculous. We have heard a lot of tripe

during recent months from the Leader of the
Opposition about cronyism and corruption, but he
was not able to provide one scintilla of evidence in
this house to substantiate his allegations because
what he said was not the case. There is no evidence
similar to that about what happened with the former
West Australian Labor government. The document
suggests increasing expenditure for this program.
Mrs Wilson interjected.
Mr LEIGH - It may come as a surprise to the
honourable member for Dandenong North that this
is not Queensland but Melbourne, Victoria. You are
the member for Dandenong North and not for an
electorate in Queensland. I want to see the Leader of
the Opposition scurry into the house this morning
and explain whether this is Labor Party policy for
the next election. What were those three ratbags in
his office doing to the people of this state by trying
to hide the document?
Mr Bucks interjected.
Mr LEIGH - So much credibility that the Labor
people gave me your documents! They trust me not
to say who they are.
Mr Bucks interjected.
Mr LEIGH - They are your documents, not
mine. Obviously, there are some Labor Party people
who trust me because I will never say who gave me
these documents.

This is a party that is destitute of ideas. Honourable
members may remember when the Labor Party
attacked the Premier over the suggestion that if a
by-election were held in Victoria a member of the
same party should be elected to take up the vacant
seat But in the policy document it states:
Casual vacancies for the Legislative Council to be filled
as follows:
if the vacating member was elected as a member of
a registered political organisation, that registered
political organisation will nominate a replacement
to fill the vacancy.

That policy shows the short-term opportunism of
the Labor Party. It is no wonder that its leader does
not want to admit that this is his party's policy.
I submit that despite the low polling of the Labor
Party and the things that have been going on in the
party, its members are wasting their time trying to
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get rid of their leader because that is not the core of
their problems. The core of the problem is the 24
people who have worked on the law and order
policy. Where were the honourable members for
Melbourne and Yan Yean? They were supposed to
be looking after the interests of their party to ensure
that a responsible and fair law and order policy was
developed. In some way I have trivialised the policy
by using this front cover, but what these members
have done is to trivialise justice in this state.

Mr Bracks interjected.
Mr LEIGH - We know that the honourable
member for Williamstown was a senior adviser in
the Kirner government. He was part of the guilty
party. He is not the cleanskin he makes out he is.
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their job. Does that mean that under Labor child
molesters would again be able to loiter in front of
schools? Let Mr Brumby say whether he will remove
the powers of the police to ask for people's names
and addresses.

Mrs Wilson interjected.

Mr LEIGH - The honourable member for
Dandenong North says I am a grub. The Labor Party
is in a shambles! Many people in Victoria will
mourn the demise of this party. Victoria needs a
good opposition. It is a pity that the individual
whom Victorian Labor calls its leader and other
Labor members are not prepared to stand up against
the whackers in their party who come up with the
sort of nonsense I have been speaking about. It is in
the interests of all Victorians--

Mrs Wilson interjected.

Mr LEIGH - Where was the honourable
member for Dandenong North when the former
Labor government was flogging the State Bank and
doing all those other things? Presumably she was
sleeping in the party room while they wrecked the
state.
I am sure the Leader of the Opposition is listening to
this. I am happy to make a copy of this document
available to the honourable member for
Williamstown. I suggest he take it around to the
office of the Leader of the Opposition and to
anybody else who is interested. The honourable
member for Williamstown laughs, but this is not my
policy, it is his.
Mr Bracks interjected.

Mr LEIGH - If that is the case let the Leader of
the Opposition deny that this document was
presented at the state conference of the Labor Party.
He cannot, because it was! Somebody who
presumably did not like what Labor was doing
made it available to me.
Mrs Wilson interjected.
Mr LEIGH - The honourable member for
Dandenong North says by interjection, 'That's why
we have conferences'. But they have conferences at
which they do not vote on things. This was
withdrawn! Labor did not want the public to see it.
The ALP did not want the public to know it
intended to remove criminal sanctions on drug use
and remove the ability to have victim impact
statements, making it harder for the police to do

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.

Tourism: major events
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I grieve about
the fact that Victoria has a government that is
pursuing a bread-and-<ircuses policy on tourism
and major events. I will deal with three matters of
concern for which the government has not held itself
accountable and in respect of which the government
has not delivered what it has promised. The
coalition governs by announcement and does not
deliver results.
I refer particularly to the Loy Krathong festival, a
Thai festival which was due to be held in Melbourne
in November of last year but which never
eventuated. I also refer to the proposed staging at
the Princess Theatre in January of this year of Sunset
Boulevard, which also did not eventuate. When I
telephoned the theatre yesterday I was told that
Sunset Boulevard would never be staged there. I also
refer to the promises of direct flights to A valon
Airport to enable tourists to take trips along the
Great Ocean Road. Although the minister
announced those flights, I was told during a briefing
by Tourism Victoria that they were never a viable
proposition and would not take place. There are
many more instances of events annoWlced by the
government that have never taken place.
I will concentrate particularly on the circumstances
surrounding the Loy Krathong festival, which
demonstrate the massive amount of plotting, secrecy
and government maladministration that has
occurred. What should have been a great event for
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Melbourne has become the subject of extraordinary
embarrassment in our relations with the government
of another country. Planning for the festival first
began in 1993, but because of massive stuff-ups and
because the running of it was handed over to the
Spring Racing Carnival, it now appears the festival
may not take place in Melbourne. In November of
last year the then Chairman of Spring Racing
Carnival, Mr Uoyd Williams, became involved in an
attempt by the government to look after its mates
and to ensure that what could have been a good
event for Melbourne would be captured for later
presentation as part of a major Asian festival, to be
held in conjunction with the opening of the casino at
Southbank. I will demonstrate that that is clearly the
case.
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An article published in the Herald Sun of 23 January
1994 states in part:
The Premier, Mr Jeft Kennett, said hosting the event
was a major coup for Victoria.
'The fact that it is supported by the Thais - right up to
their king himself - goes to show how much

significance they place on the event'.
Mr Kennett said business ties that arose from
co-hosting such an event were significant ...
Mr Kennett admitted it was unusual the event would
be part of the spring racing carnival -

as will be seen later Planning for the Loy Krathong festival began well
and grew from an idea of Mr Chris Minko, who
became the director of the festival committee. The
major festival was to be held outside 1bailand for
the first time to commemorate the work of the late
Sir Edward 'Weary Dunlop, who had extraordinary
ties with the Thai community and govenunent.
However, because of government maladministration
it ended in disaster.
In December 1993, Mr Ken Baxter, the Secretary to
the Department of the Premier and Cabinet, wrote to
the General Manager of Spring Racing Carnival as
follows:
The Premier is pleased to express his strong support for
the Loy Krathong festival being held in Melbourne
during the 1994 Spring Racing Carnival and will be
pleased to issue an invitation for Her Royal Highness
Princess Maha Chakri Sirindhom to attend the
festival ...
The government believes that it would be appropriate
for funding required for the festival to be met by the
Spring Racing Carnival, which receives considerable
funding through government

I will return to the issue of funding. I will show that
because of its maladministration the government not
only has made promises it has not fulfilled but has
not aCcoWlted for the money that has been spent on
events in respect of which there has been no
outcome.
The Premier could not wait until the festival was
properly secured for Victoria or until the proper
processes had been followed. After writing to Spring
Racing Carnival on the matter on 23 January 1994 he
announced that the event would be held in Victoria.

rather than an arts event, but that the energetic Spring
Racing Carnival had expanded its base and had
developed a role in the entertainment field.

Despite not having secured the event the Premier
was waxing lyrical when he promised that the event
would be held in Melbourne in November 1994. In a
letter dated 7 March 1994, the Premier invited Her
Royal Highness Princess Maha Clakri Sirindhom to
Melbourne to open the festival. The letter states:
On behalf of the government and people of the state of
Victoria, Australia, I offer cordial greetings to Your
Royal Highness ...
A special invitation is also extended to Your Royal
Highness to attend the internationally famous horse
race, the Melbowne Cup, which will be held on
Tuesday, 1 November.
It is hoped by all that Your Royal Highness will be able
to join with the people of this state to celebrate Loy
Krathong in 1994.

On 7 February 1994 Spring Racing Carnival wrote to
Ms Lyndel Flavin, then the Deputy Director of
Communications in the Office of the Premier - I
understand she is now the director - saying it was
happy to take on the role of securing the festival for
Victoria and outlining the Victorian representation
on the committee. The Victorian representation
comprised Mr Robert Annells, Chief Executive
Officer of Tourism Victoria; Mr David Ford, head of
protocol in the Office of the Premier; Ms Lyndel
Flavin, Deputy Director of Communications in the
Premier's Office; Mr Uoyd Williams, Olairman of
Spring Racing Carnival; and Mrs Elaine Beers, Chief
Executive Officer of Spring Racing Carnival. The list
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shows that there was an attempt to capture an event
for which planning was proceeding well under the
directorship of the festival committee and to bring it
under the control of Spring Racing Carnival. The
purpose was not to hold the festival in November of
last year but to delay it to coincide with a major
Asian festival planned for the opening next year of
Mr Uoyd Williams's casino at Southbank.
However, the situation gets worse. On 9 March 1994,
in response to a simple letter from Spring Racing
Camival- it was not even a submission - the
Minister for Tourism promptly provided the
carnival an interest-free loan of $25 000 to assist in
the conduct of the Loy Krathong festival. The loan
does not have to be repaid until the event is staged
and sponsorship is secured. That would have been a
good deal if the event had come to Melbourne.
However, that has not happened and the money has
not been accounted for. Some $25 000 of taxpayers'
money was lent for the planning of an event which
was pinched from other states and other
international locations by the Premier, which was
ultimately captured by Mr Uoyd Williams for
Spring Racing Carnival but which has never been
held.
The next significant date is 13 June 1994, when a
statement is made -not by the Premier, who hasn't
got the guts to say that things have gone wrong, but
by a spokesman for the Premier who was reported
in very small articles in the Herald Sun, the Australian
and other papers. The Herald Sun of 13 June contains
the following report
An 800-year~ld Thai festival planned for Melbourne
has been postponed for 12 months amid differing
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It gets worse. Money has been obtained not only
from Tourism Victoria but also from Arts Victoria,
which offered not just a loan but a grant. No
documentation exists on how the grant was given.
There is no request for it What I found through
investigations is a letter Or Simon Wallace, the
Honorary Consul General for 1bailand, wrote to the
Deputy Premier and Minister for Tourism on 23
June 1994. Reference is made in the letter to the fact
that
The grant of $14 000 from the Ministry of the Arts to

the Incorporated Loy Krathong Committee be
attributed only to costs incurred post incorporation of
the committee ...

That is the only reference; there is no other
documentation. We understand that auditors from
the arts ministry have gone down to the offices of
the organisers of the Spring Racing Carnival to look
at what has happened to that $14000. So we have
$14 000 that mysteriously appeared with no official
request and a $25 000 interest-free loan, a total of
$39 000, given to conduct a festival at a time that
suits Mr Uoyd Williams, a member of the committee
organising the Spring Racing Carnival.
It got too hot for the Deputy Premier, so on
14 November 1994 he wrote to the Honorary Consul
General for lbailand in the following terms:
However, the government is not in a position at this
time to provide the financial support sought by the
proponents.

It has already pumped out $39 000 without any
accountability, of course. The letter continues:

explanations for the delay.
Organisers of the Loy Krathong festival believe the
$2 million event was scuttled by funding difficulties,
and have warned it could be shifted to Sydney.
But the state government said it was called off because
Thai Princess Maha Chakri Sirindhom could not attend.

The excuse that the Thai princess could not attend
was a furphy. Contact we have made with the
consul general's office indicates that that was not the
reason why the Thai festival was postponed. We call
on the government to explain why they are
favouring their mates by delaying the festival until
1996 -that is, until the opening of the permanent
Crown Casino.

In the event that the proponents are successful in their
endeavours to secure sufficient private sector
sponsorship to stage the festival, the government will
be pleased to give further consideration ...

So the government started to distance itself from the
event Since then the organiser of the event and the
person the government has tried to exclude from the
event, Mr Chris Minko, has taken up the matter with
the Prime Minister. I have taken up the matter with
the federal Minister for Tourism, to ensure that the
government does not embarrass us or affect our
business ties with the government of Thailand. The
Premier has said that business ties must not be
jeopardised. However, after saying that money
would be put towards the costs of running the
festival, the government is delaying it indefinitely,
using the excuse that the princess of 1bailand could
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not visit here at the planned time and that is why the
event is not on. From phone calls to the consul
general we have discovered that that is not correct
As I said, I have taken up the matter with the federal
Minister for Tourism, as has Mr Ouis Minko,
because it is important that the event be held in
Victoria.
The government's mismanagement of tourism
opportwtities does not go to only the event I have
referred to. In July 1993 the government annoWlced
that Sunset Boulevard would be presented at the
Princess Theatre this year. It is not on. We know that
Betzuty and the Beast will be on at the Princess
Theatre. Yesterday, when I phoned the theatre, I was
told that it is unlikely that Sunset Boulevard will be
on and it was suggested that I not hold my breath
waiting for it to start. After a trip to the United
Kingdom the Premier made a big promise, but
nothing has happened.
So we have had the announcements of the 1bai Loy
Krathong festival and Sunset Boulevard coming to
Melbourne, but neither of them is happening. Over
the Christmas break the Minister for Industry and
Employment annoWlced that there will be direct
fights to Avalon Airport to promote tourism along
the Great Ocean Road. I had a briefing with Tourism
Victoria and was told that that is not on; it is
ridiculous. You still have to travel a long way from
Avalon to the Great Ocean Road. You have to have
the structure in place for that sort of thing to happen.
So we see this government is keen on
announcements but it is also unashamed about
delays. It is keen on capturing the agenda. It has
even sent a representative to the home of Mr Chris
Minko to try to heavy him into issuing a letter of
withdrawal. That is the sort of thing the government
has done: Mr Peter Day was sent around as an agent
of Melbourne Water, that is as an agent of the
government, to seek a legal withdrawal from
Mr Chris Minko to ensure that the government can
support the Thai festival-The DEPUTY SPEAKER -Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.

Wine industry: federal tax
Mr BILDSTIEN (Mildura) - I am sad to have to
come into this house and grieve for the
long-suffering wine industry of Victoria and
Australia and to condemn any plans the federal
government has to use that industry as a milch cow
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and suck more taxes from this regionally important
and productive sector of our economy.
Uke industry leaders nationwide, I am angered and
outraged that the latest Industry Commission report
gives the federal Labor government an excuse for
the second time this month to increase taxes and
compromise agriculture. Let us not forget that the IC
has already given Canberra the g<rahead to cut
research and development funds at a time when
agriculture is still reeling, as you would know
because of your agricultural background, Mr
Deputy Speaker, from a devastating drought that
has crippled the north-west of the state in particular.
The IC wants to make the going even harder. Our
agricultural leaders are shocked and devastated. The
callous and ill-considered recommendations have
sparked outcry from winemakers and wine grape
growers. They would force growers to grub up
hundreds of hectares of vines and bleed rural
economies of $100 million a year.
In the page 1 report of the Weekly Times of 15 March,
the executive officer of the Winegrape Growers
Council of Australia, Chris Pritchard, said the
alcohol tax would cut the turnover in the Murray
River grapegrowing regions by about $35 million that is, it would slash the incomes of areas like
Sunraysia, the Riverland and the Murray Irrigation
Area.

What does that really say about the Labor Party's
commitment to sustainable regional development? It
shows a lack of sensitivity; it shows stupidity. It
really sends the wrong messages to people in
regional Victoria.
The cynics could well be excused for asking: what
about the money the federal government is
providing in matching state government funds for
regional strategies in areas like the Sunraysia and
Goulbum regions? Frankly, I think the federal
government is doing nothing more than
perpetrating a cruel hoax. These proposals come at a
time when the industry faces a drought-ravaged
1995 vintage that is expected to be 200 000 tonnes
below what was hoped for. The Winemakers
Federation of Australia says the proposed move will
stifle expansion and discourage investors, when we
need about $1 billion to meet export goals. Quite
rightly, the federation has appealed to the
commonwealth to reassess the effect that move will
have on the national economy.
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I point out that the Victorian government put a very
strong submission to the Industry Commission. Last
December we lodged a 66-page submission, arguing
very strongly against higher taxes. I will put on the
record what we had to say:
In view of the wine industry's importance to the
Australian economy, and the investment necessary to
meet export opportunities, the le should not
recommend any increases in tax. lbe ramshackle
wholesale sales tax is a particularly pernicious and
insidious tax and the le should recommend that the
government rationalise and simplify the entire system.
Given the large up-front financial commitment
required and the long lead time before there is a return
on that investment, governments should endeavour to
establish a tax regime which is stable and predictable.

The Victorian wine industry should not be Wlder
any misapprehension about where it gets its political
support from. When we first got wind of the
proposal we argued very strongly against it. Since
the annoWlcement the Minister for Agriculture has
been on the front foot, publicly defending the
industry and urging the commonwealth to keep its
grubby hands off. But where is Brumby? Where is
the Leader of the Opposition, the man they call
Captain Plastic, the so-called ALP champion of rural
Victoria? Sadly, very sadly, the opposition has been
conspicuously absent from this debate. Neither the
opposition leader nor the shadow minister, the
member for Altona, has been prepared to stand up
to their federal colleagues on this issue. We all know
tha t the temporary Leader of the Opposition holds
his position at the behest of the federal Labor Party
and that his brief is to try to keep things in Victoria
under control Wltil the next federal election.
Mr Deputy Speaker, all my COWltry colleagues and I
find it nauseating in the extreme that this hollow,
shallow man and his cronies flit around COWltry
Victoria mouthing platitudes yet stab COWltry folk in
the back as soon as they return, hiding under the
cover of a metropolitan veil. Don't worry, rural
people know he is a man of no substance! They
know he is the same man the people of Bendigo
dumped after just seven years as their
representative. He is a leader without integrity, and
he is very clearly anti-Victorian.
What sort of opposition leader sits on his hands and
does and says nothing while his federal colleagues
contemplate moves to decimate an industry that is
so vital to this state? So far as I am concerned, the
opposition's foray into the drought debate was
nothing more than selective and opportunistic
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posturing. It was absolutely disgraceful and a sorry
reflection on those who sit on the benches opposite.
Members opposite simply do not care about country
Victoria. They might put out the odd press release
and they might visit the odd country town; but
when the chips are down country people know that
they cannot cOWlt on the state Labor opposition to
defend their rights. The ALP kicked country people
in the guts for 10 years during its time on the
government benches, and that uncaring attitude is
still very much to the fore. You only have to ask
yourself about the contribution the former Labor
government made to the agriculture portfolio. Take
the member for Sunshine, who was the Minister for
Food and Agriculture. What springs to mind when
you ask yourself about his contribution to the rural
sector? The only thing that comes to my mind is the
food and beverage fiasco.
In the last 15 months of the Labor government, from
July 1991 until October 1992, the member for
Sunshine, the then Minister for Food and
Agriculture, spent 510 400 on food, alcohol and
entertainment - 510400 in 15 months! Let us
compare that with the expenditure of the current
Minister for Agriculture. In its first two years
Minister McGrath's office spent $3900 on
entertainment, a 62 per cent reduction in total
entertainment expenditure. Not only did the
member for Sunshine's ministerial office consume
three or four bottles of whisky each week in the
lead-up to the last election, it also had a very
dubious accounting procedure in place. The then
Minister for Food and Agriculture instructed his
agriculture department staff to organise a secret
accounting system to hide the cost of the food and
alcohol purchased by his office. The department was
actually instructed to pay for the food and alcohol
supply from the state vote, not the ministry budget,
to prevent any tracing.
That was not his only contribution to agriculture. He
gave a couple of unqualified and inexperienced
people jobs as ministerial advisers. You would think
an agriculture minister would appoint advisers with
agriculture backgrounds. Where did his two
advisers come from? One was a chef and the other
was an insurance salesman. You would have to say
the qualifications of the people who advised the
then minister were questionable.
Mr Gude - Would you have wanted an
insurance policy?
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Mr BILDSTIEN - I certainly would not! The
Labor Party clearly failed cOW\try Victoria when it
was in government Now, when Labor's federal
colleagues are trying to get their grubby hands into
the wine industry's coffers, the state ALP is failing
them again by not standing up and defending that
productive industry. That stands in stark contrast
with what is happening interstate. When news of a
higher wine tax hit the headlines in September last
year the then South Australian Labor Minister for
Primary Industry, Terry Groom, was prepared to
stand up and say, 'Look, you just don't do a thing
like that'. He publicly opposed the higher tax. He
took the united position, together with ministers in
Victoria and New South Wales. Terry Groom was of
the opinion that the increase amounted to bashing
an industry arowtd the ears for no reason; but we
have heard nothing but deafening silence from those
opposite, especially the Leader of the Opposition
and the shadow minister.

I have had a look at the executive summary of the
Industry Commission report The commissioners got
one thing right they acknowledged that the wine
industry is particularly important to rural Australia.
In some regions it is the dominant activity. It attracts
considerable investment and provides Significant
employment opportunities. Additional income and
employment over and above that is generated on
locally supplied inputs and, perhaps more
importantly, by the boost the industry provides to
regional tourism.

The shadow minister talked about tourism. The
annual report of Tourism Victoria mentions that
more than 2.5 million people will visit Victorian
wineries over the next five years, boosting the state's
economy by about $240 million. The coalition
government recognises the important relationship
between our wine sector and tourism. Who was the
minister who established the Victorian Wineries
Tourism Council? It was established by the Deputy
Premier and Minister for Tourism, just months after
we came into office.
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trap for those people, it will be a poverty trap for a
very large work force.
The producer of the nation's most successful export
wine, Jacobs Creek, says the Industry Commission's
wanting to slug the industry at this time is a case of
the tall poppy syndrome. The parent company of
Jacobs Creek, Orlando Whyndham, says it is a very
sad indictment of the state of Australian thinking.
Last year the government subsidy to the French
wine industry was $4 billion. In South Africa the
industry enjoys a 19 per cent subsidy on wine
exports. Is it any wonder that Jacobs Creek and other
wine producers say that to incur an increased tax on
wine at a much higher level than luxury imported
spirits are currently taxed is beyond
comprehension? It is a sell-out of the industry and
shows that the federal government commitment to
regional Victoria is very hollow and shallow. The tax
has been roundly condemned by industry
throughout Australia. This government has strongly
opposed the moves, and it is time the Leader of the
Opposition and his shadow minister stood up to
their federal colleagues and did likewise.

Emergency services: communications
system
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - The matter
about which I wish to grieve relates to the
government's mismanagement of the
implementation of a dispatching and
communications system for our emergency services,
including the police, ambulance, fire brigades and
the State Emergency Service.

In 1994 the Public Bodies Review Committee made a
recommendation towards the establishment of a
joint communications facility. It was a unanimous
recommendation supported by all members of the
committee, who are representative of all political
parties.

The recommendation was:
The proposal that has been put by the Industry
Commission to the federal government is a tax on
regional development; that is all I can say. As a
Sunraysia grower and the grapegrowers council
chairman. Brian Ferry, quite rightly says, it will
create a poverty trap for many growers. The
commission says there is no reliable data on the
industry, but the suggestion is that about
5000 people work in winemaking and that
4500 people are employed in all types of
grapegrowing. 1£ you are going to create a poverty

TIle committee recommends to the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services that a joint communications
and dispatch facility be established under the minister's
control to implement the following minimum services
to the Victoria Police and the emergency services:

Call receipt and dispatch facilities at three common
sites throughout Victoria with 000 being the prime
emergency response number;

a central database facility;

GRIEVANCES
ASSEMBLY

568
geographic information systems;
call line identification;
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ambulance would want to do with a computer-aided
design system: we are talking about a
computer-aided dispatch system.

automatic vehicle location; and
mobile data terminals.

I make it quite clear, before the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services comes here and
misrepresents me again as he did last year during
question time, that the opposition supports the
concept of a joint communications facility for the
emergency services. That proposal was first floated
when we were in government, and we were pleased
to see that this government took up the notion.
However, we are extremely worried about the way
the government is implementing the proposal. It
certainly has the capacity to improve the response
times of emergency services. If a crime is in
progress, if somebody's home is burning down or
somebody is suffering from a serious injury the
response time of emergency services is absolutely
critical. The proposed joint facility would also enable
savings to be made on communications and would
result in better data collection and a better allocation
of resources by the services.

However, unfortunately the government is bungling
the whole process. Firstly, I will refer to the
ambulance service. Despite the fact that the Public
Bodies Review Committee called for all of the
emergency services to hold their plans for the
implementation of a computer-aided dispatch and
automatic vehicle location system, that
megalomaniac who has been running the ambulance
service for some two years, Mr Jack Firman, decided
to go his own way. He poisoned the integrity of the
overall joint facility process by going his own way
and thumbing his nose at the finance ministry, the
government and the Public Bodies Review
Committee. He told the committee in evidence that
he would just go his own way and that he really did
not care what anybody else was doing.
Mr Fmnan granted the contract for the

implementation of the system to Intergraph
Corporation, subsequent to his appointing
Henderson Consultants as the project manager for
the exercise. Incidentally, Henderson Consultants
has absolutely no history and is not known in either
the information technology or the communications
area, but its partners are known to Jack Firman and
are good mates of his so they got the contract to
implement the system. I understand some three
weeks into the project they were under the
impression that they were dealing with a
computer-aided design system. God knows what the

Back in 1993 Mr Firman told the Public Bodies
Review Committee that the project could be
implemented within six months. We are now in
March 1995.
Mr Cooper - You worked that out right!
Mr HAERMEYER - 'Thank you -approaching
the end of March 1995. The Intergraph Corporation
system was supposed to be fully operational by May
1994. It is now almost 12 months overdue. There are
serious questions about the capacity of the company,
Intergraph Corporation, to deal with systems
integration work, to deliver contracts on time and to
do the job required of it

We have already heard from the honourable
member for Thomastown about the bungling going
on in the PTe over the implementation of the
automatic ticketing system. This is a bungle of
similar proportions, except that it will cost lives if it
is not done properly.
Mr Cooper - Do you have any evidence?
Mr Batchelor - Plenty of evidence.
Mr HAERMEYER - Yesterday in the Age some
very serious questions were raised about the
capacity of Intergraph Corporation to deliver a
functioning system of the type required. Later I will
deal with that in more detail.
However, what is interesting is that despite the
complete failure of Intergraph to deliver anything
approximating what it was required to deliver
anywhere near the time it was required to deliver it
in, this government has awarded Intergraph
Corporation a $160 million contract to provide the
joint communications facility for the entire
emergency services, including the police, fire
brigade and SES. The bungle that has been
committed by this megalomaniac in the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service - with, I might
add, the complicity of the Minister for Health - will
now be repeated among the other emergency
services.
I find it strange. It is not just the Metropolitan
Ambulance Service we are talking about; the
Toronto Police Department ordered a similar system
from Intergraph Corporation, and it was 18 months
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overdue. The Edmonton Police Department ordered
a system, and it was 20 months overdue. 1bis
company has repeatedly shown itself completely
incapable of delivering contracts as required.

This government is placing at risk the lives and the
safety of the commwlity and our police and
emergency services workers by appointing a
company that has been unable to demonstrate its
capacity to deliver projects on time and to deliver
what is required of it
Mr Cooper interjected.
Mr HAERMEYER - You will get yours in a
minute; don't you worry!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER -Order! The
honourable member for Momington is whipping
himself into a frenzy. I suggest he get himself a
drink of cold water, sit down and relax. The
honourable member for Yan Yean, without
assistance.
Mr HAERMEYER - Thank you, Mr Deputy
Speaker. Despite the fact that Intergraph has been
Wlable to deliver a project on time for the MAS and
for the Toronto and Edmonton police
departments - and we are talking about delays of
between 12 and 20 months - it has been granted a
contract to develop a system for our emergency
services. I would really like to know on what basis
that recommendation was made.
All of the emergency services were asked to prepare
reports on the tenders that were put in. I
understand, and I have sighted the report, that the
Metropolitan Fire Brigades Board has described the
Intergraph Corporation proposal as a high-risk
option, yet it will be paid $160 million and somehow
by 5 September this year it is supposed to deliver an
integrated computer-aided dispatch A VL and GIS
system for our emergency services when it could not
do the same thing in over 18 months for a far smaller
system.

The government has completely bungled the
implementation of this proposal. Rather than
prOviding the BEST - Bureau of Emergency
Services Telecommunications -system, it has
introduced the worst system.
I pointed out earlier that Mr Finnan went his own
way in 1993. The Public Bodies Review Committee
at the time appointed a company by the name of
Consultel, and that company recommended against
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what Mr Firman was doing. Consultel said at page 4
of its report:
We have formed the view that the MAS CAD tender
process should be immediately terminated.

Instead, the government is going ahead and
Consultel has been given a further contract The
tender was clearly written on the basis of Intergraph
Corporation providing the system for the ambulance
service. That is well known in the industry. I have a
letter that confirms that an employee of Henderson
Consultants instructed that the evaluation at the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service change its
evaluation criteria. Intergraph has gone from the
lowest level of points to the highest level of points.
There was a high level of political interference in
that process, which is why Intergraph is running the
system at the Metropolitan Ambulance Service.
Consultel had more to say about that process. It said:
The tender specification has been hurriedly compiled
over a short period inconsistent with the usual time
demands to produce a fully detailed and professional
outcome.

It also went on to say:
In light of the risks in the present process, we have
formed the view that the tender should not proceed in

its present form.

But the government has gone ahead with it and
rewarded Intergraph by giving it the BEST contract.
What is even more extraordinary is reflected in an
article in the Age this morning, in which a
spokesman for the Minister for Health is quoted:
... denied that the system implementation was behind
schedule. He said there had never been a schedule for
the introduction of the CAD system, nor an expectation
the AVI. system would be operational by July 1994.
Only a pilot AVI. system had been planned, and
subsequently introduced, in July.

That is a blatant lie. Page 13 of the specification and
tender document for the Metropolitan Ambulance
Service computer-aided dispatch system contains
the remarkable statement that the system should be
fully installed and operational by 1 May 1994. Page 7
shows a schedule and a timetable that detail the
completion date and submissions. It points out that
an A VL/MDT is to be installed and operational by
Monday, 10 January 1994. It then says that the entire
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system must be fully installed and operational by
Monday, 2 May 1994.
Clearly Intergraph has shown that it is totally
incapable of delivering any type of contract on time.
The government has given it a contract to produce
something 10 times larger despite the fact that it is
not capable of meeting the demands made on it
under the smaller contract. I understand from the
specification that Intergraph is to demonstrate its
ability to meet the September 1995 deadline. I do not
know how it will do that, because it could not
produce the smaller system for the ambulance
service in 18 months. Now it is supposed to produce
one 10 times bigger in less than 12 months.
I am intrigued by the decision and how it was
arrived at. Inspector Tom Parish of the Toronto
police had a few things to say about it. He said the
system was riddled with problems and went on to
say:
I have grave concerns as to whether or not this is the
right technology.

This is what we are about to give our police force
and our emergency services. We are placing the lives
and the safety of Victorians at risk if this system
fails, as it has done in Toronto and as it has done
repeatedly in Edmonton. So far as the ambulance
service is concerned, it cannot be shown to work.
This is a farcical exercise.
The government should open up its books on this
matter so the people can see the route by which the
government has arrived at - The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.

Education: publicity campaigns
Mr ELDER (Ripon) - I rise to refute some of the
misinformation that has been spread in this place
and on radio this morning by the honourable
member for Carrum, the opposition shadow
spokesperson on education, and in particular the
hypocritical way he denigrated the government for
spending money on keeping parents, teachers and
students informed about key changes in the
education area.

What the opposition does not like - the shadow
minister sends his own children to a private
school - is the fact that the government is getting
on with organising education that has wide support
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among teachers, students, parents and the
community. What he does not understand - this
was evident in the former Labor government's
administration - is that this government is
implementing modern management practices and is
outsourcing administrative functions. From time to
time there must be reorganisation and different
priorities. It is not always possible to shift a
bureaucracy arOlmd to meet the changes and needs
of government as we go through reorganisation and
reform. We have to outsource those roles to private
enterprise, to people who are ready and able
effectively to take up these changing roles.
The honourable member for Carrum has bagged the
government because it is implementing initiatives,
such as the Victorian School News, a weekly
newspaper sent to schools to keep teachers informed
of current educational changes. It highlights the
good things that are going on in our state schools. It
is produced to encourage schools and parents to
become involved and to keep teachers informed of
positions and opportunities that become available
within the department About 63 000 copies are
printed weekly. It promotes educational ideas and
advises teachers of educational change, such as
changes to the VCE, the learning assessment
program and so on.
The honourable member for Carrum criticised the
government for keeping teachers and parents
informed and advising parents how they can
become involved in schools and can take up
positions on school councils. lbat is particularly
important for the parents of yOWlg students going to
primary school for the first time.
The honourable member for Carrum has criticised
the government for distributing to new students in
primary schools an educational kit which includes a
bag and a whole lot of material. It is something that
welcomes the students to the school. The honourable
member for Yan Yean may not recall when he had a
young child going into a new school, but it is a
traumatic experience.
We have taken the opportunity to welcome new
students and help them feel they belong. The kit
includes a bag in which the student is able to carry
his or her books and other gear to school, a ruler and
pamphlets that can be read by the parents. The cost
was $1.19 for every bag we distributed. I do not
think that is a large amount to spend on welcoming
a new prep grade student to school and keeping the
parents informed of things we are doing in
education. That is very valuable.
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On the first day of the school year 1 visited schools

and was surprised by how well those kits were
regarded by the parents and the teachers and
particularly by the students. The opposition
spokesman on education ought to get out to schools;
if he had done so on the first day of the school year
he may well have seen how the kits were greeted by
the schools.
Unlike the previous government, this government is
not about duplicating services. TIlat is the main
thrust of what we are doing. We are looking at
external organisations that can provide services that
are not duplicated in the departments. The previous
government ran a sophisticated and elaborate
propaganda machine. 1 should remind honourable
members opposite that people in glass houses
should not throw stones - particularly when they
have not sanitised all the files in the department
before leaving government I have taken a keen
interest in going over the documents and talking to
staff to find out what the previous government was
on about.
Honourable members opposite have a go at us
because we have one person running the
communications unit for the Minister for Education
for the whole state; the previous government
employed approximately 30 people to promote its
propaganda. It employed a further 30 officers in the
Directorate of School Education, including 15 in a
school council and participation Wlit that this
government disbanded when it came to office
because it was not prepared to waste funds on what
was purely a propaganda unit set up by the
previous government
The former government also employed 10 people in
its education shop, another front for government
propaganda. This government closed that down,
also, because it did not want funds wasted on pure
propaganda. It is a bit like the TItird Reich's
propaganda machine: say it often enough and
people will believe it
Mr Loney interjected.
Mr ELDER - I take up the interjection by the
honourable member for Geelong Province. He has
been a teacher hack all his life. He has not made a
quid out in the real world and probably does not
know what it is like. He has been a union organiser.
He had his snout in the trough like other union
organisers. He used to run days when all union
organisers would come together. If a union
organiser left the school, an emergency teacher was
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employed to replace that person. So that teacher
would fill in while all this mob went out, put their
snouts in the trough, had a boozy lunch and
discussed how they could get more members into
the union.
The Victorian taxpayer was picking up the bill for
that, which was in the vicinity of $15 million a year.
That is $1.5 million that was not going to serving the
needs of students and the real teachers out there in
the system or towards assisting the parents. This
was just a pay-off to try to keep the unions on side.
This government's priority is to help students learn,
which is something the previous government had

forgotten. We do not make any apologies for and do
not hide the fact that we are distributing the
Victorian School News. Some 63 000 copies are
distributed to schools and communities. In fact,
there is increased demand from schools; they want
more copies because people are actually interested
in reading it They want information; they want to
be kept up to date. If the shadow Minister for
Education, the honourable member for Carrum,
does not want parents, teachers, schools and
students to be kept informed, he has the whole thing
wrong.
In 1994 there were four issues of a special parents
edition of the Victorian School News. We got
favourable comment about it. TIlat cost a couple of
bob - we are not hiding it - but we now have
more and more parents standing for school councils
because they have an interest in their schools and
want to have a say. Under the previous regime most
parents were elected to school council positions
unopposed.
We now have school communities in which people
actually want to become involved and record
numbers of candidates are standing for election to
the positions. That is because this government is
keeping parents informed. The previous
government did not want to keep them informed.
Why? Because it brought in its VCE on the basis of
equal outcomes, not equal opportunities, for all. It
did not want the parents to know what it was doing
in education or how it was trying to make subtle
social change through curriculum text - for
example, text that called people who went off to war
and fought for this country 'harm workers'. The
previous government did not want the parents to
know that, but we are keeping parents totally
informed..
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In the 'Learn' section of the Herald Sun - we make
no apologies for this, either - we include a weekly
page sponsored by the Directorate of School
Education. 1bat is costing us $44 000. Once again, it
keeps parents, teachers and students informed and
has been very well regarded.
Mr Loney interjected.
Mr ELDER - The honourable member for
Geelong-Mr Loney - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, so far the honourable member for Ripon
has referred to me as the member for Geelong
Province and the member for Geelong. I am actually
the member for Geelong North, and I think we are
supposed to be referred to by our correct titles.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! There is no
point of order. Unless the honourable member for
Ripon refers disparagingly to the honourable
member for Geelong North, the Chair will allow him
to continue.
Mr ELDER - Let me tell you that the honourable
member for Geelong North has made such an
impact on this place that I do not even know his
name or where he comes from! He has been another
one of the bright sparks that came in after the last
election who was supposed to take the Labor Party
forward. He has made such an impact on this place
that nobody knows who he is. All I know is that he
is a union hack who came in here and got his
preselection not because of his intelligence, his
commitment or what he was going to contribute to
this place but because he could do the numbers.
1bat is the only reason he came in here: he could
count.
Mr H~ermeyer interjected.
Mr ELDER - U you take off your shoes and
socks you might be able to count to 20!
Mr H~ermeyer interjected.
Mr ELDER - And if you take both hats off you'll
be able to count to 22! You got into a taxi the other
day and it still kept the vacant sign up!

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The debate
has deteriorated rapidly in the past 60 seconds. I ask
the honourable member for Ripon to return to the
subject before the house, and I ask the honourable
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member for Geelong North to contain his
enthusiasm - I note he is on the list to speak later.
Mr ELDER - The Directorate of School
Education is also sponsoring a monthly supplement
in the Herald Sun to be published on a Tuesday. The
funding set aside for that amounts to $420 000. We
are not hiding the fact that we are spending this
money because we know we have the community's
support. We are looking at defraying the cost of the
supplement by sponsorship from people in the
private sector who want to become involved in some
of the good things this government is doing.

The government is doing a lot in the area of
education. Does the opposition believe it is going to
have a big win by attacking the government about
its education reforms? It has not dented us one bit!
Every morning when get I up I kneel at the end of
my bed and say, 'Thank you, God, for keeping Mal
Sandon as the opposition spokesman on education'!
Other initiatives that the government has
undertaken include the Schools of the Future,
physical and sport education programs and
languages other than English, which have been
supported by publications and the widespread
circulation of information on the ongoing work of
the Directorate of School Education.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ELDER - U you want to talk about waste, do
you know what it cost this mob when it tried to
implement the restructuring and organisation of the
schools division in December 1987? It cost the
Victorian taxpayers $12 million! It had 100 officers
working in the department at $40 ()()() a pop for two
years, which cost $8 million, and another 100 officers
working part-time for $20 ()()() each, costing $4
million. That totalled $12 million. U you add the
on~osts and the rest of the works, you find it cost
nearly $16 million to support some of the
propaganda that you mob were running during
your last foray into mainstream politics in this state.
You lot are discredited and you are seen for what
you are: nothing but hypocrites! It is hypocritical for
the opposition spokesman on education to get up
and criticise this government for keeping parents
informed.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.
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Automatic ticketing machines
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - I grieve
about the complete debacle within the Public
Transport Corporation relating to the
implementation - or perhaps on-implementation of the automatic ticketing system. We were
supposed to have the system introduced more than
12 months ago. It was supposed to be up and
operating right across the metropolitan network by
July this year. We are now close to the initial
estimated completion time but we have yet to see
one ticket issued from an automatic ticketing
machine. It is an absolute disgrace! I shall go into
this matter in detail during my contribution today.
It is interesting to reflect upon the opportunity that
the government had for the introduction of
automatic ticketing for Melbourne's public transport
system. 1his system was supposed to be the jewel in
the crown of the so-called reform strategy
introduced by the Minister for Public Transport. He
has paraded the length and breadth of this state
singing his own praises about his introduction of an
automatic ticketing system that no previous
transport minister of any political persuasion had
been able to do. He denigrated former
administrations and former workers and praised
himself to the hilt because of what he was going to
do and how successfully he was bringing this about.
One must examine the drcumstances and.
opportunities available to the minister. He had
reached agreement with the trade unions to
implement the automatic ticketing system. He had
signed an agreement that detailed the staffing levels
in terms of conductors on trams, station staff and
administrative support. He had reached agreement
with the three major public transport unions about
all the arrangements that were required for the
introduction of the automatic ticketing system.
In the wider political context the opposition had said
that it was not opposed to the introduction of
automatic ticketing for Melbourne's public transport
system.. We said that we reserved the right to
comment on and make reference to the types of
arrangements the government may enter into, but
we did not criticise the government's announcement
about the introduction of the automatic ticketing
machines. The incoming government had not only
the agreed support but also the written support of
the trade unions. It had the opposition saying that it
did not criticise the government for introducing this
system but would wait to see what happened.
However, the government monumentally bungled
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the installation of this system.. It bungled it at the
beginning and at each and every successive stage.
The Minister for Public Transport will go down in
history as a minister who cost Melbourne and the
commuters on our public transport system the
opportunity of an automatic ticketing system that
would meet the needs not only of people now but
also of those using it in the next century. We have
had an historic opportunity, but the minister has not
been able to take advantage of it. It is an opportunity
that no other public transport minister had.
When a different ticketing system was proposed
under the fonner Labor government the then Uberal
opposition did everything it could to undermine the
refonn. In the past trade unions vehemently
opposed the introduction of a ticketing system, but
that was not the case with this minister. He had
everything going his way. In football terms he was
kicking with a five-goal win, but what did he do? He
kicked it out of bounds on the full! It is an absolute
disgrace.
I have a couple of areas that I shall address
specifically. The first and most important matter is
to try to understand why the introduction of this
ticketing system has been delayed for so long. When
tenders were first called, the PTC set out an
indicative timetable in its tender documents, which
said that phase 1 of the program would see the
machines being introduced in January 1994.
Yesterday we heard in this house that the minister
believed that phase 1, under the delayed
arrangements, should have occurred in February
this year. The original timetable in the tender
specifications indicated that the government wanted
the full system implemented by July 1995. Not only
was that indication given to the prospective
tenderers but also the government negotiated
through the PTC with the relevant trade unions to
have the timetable implemented. From the
beginning the government set out to ensure that all
those involved in the implementation of the new
system would be on side and geared up for a
timetable that would see the machines introduced in
1994.

A document called Project Scope Statement on
Autcmuzte.d Fare Collection echoes and reflects those
time lines set out in the tender documents. Again it
says that phase 1 of the implementation is due for
completion in January 1994 and that the whole
system would be fully installed by July 1995.
The union worked together with the government.
Working parties were set up, discussions took place,
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plans were made, problems were identified and
resolved, issues were raised both in terms of
operation and occupational health and safety, and
revenue protection was dealt with. All these sorts of
practical issues were raised in the context of the
ongoing working party with PTC, workplace
representatives and trade unions, who were helping
to set up the system. Not only did the minister have
the written agreement, he also had the practical help
of the trade unions in getting the operational
arrangements cleared and smoothed out so that
when the machines arrived. there would be no
trouble whatsoever.
In September 1993, while the negotiations with the
unions were being undertaken, the minister
announced. that Onelink had been chosen as
successful tenderer and outlined a new timetable for
the introduction of automatic ticketing machines.
The schedule had slipped somewhat since the
announcement that the end of phase 1 was to take
place in April of 1994 and implementation across the
full system was then expected to be achieved by
August 1994. Although the PTC and the unions were
getting on with the job at the operational level- the
level that cOWlts - they were clearly being let down
at the administrative level.
In July 1994 the Managing Director of Met Tram, Mr
Russell Nathan, in a written report to PTC
employees referred to a third timetable and a
commencement date of October 1994. He was
infonning workers of the new timetable because of
arrangements individual workers would need to
make. Many people were to lose their jobs as a result
of the introduction of automatic ticketing, and PTC
employees needed to make considered decisions as
to whether they should apply for voluntary
departure packages or wait for targeted separation
packages.

Although those decisions were relevant to both the
operational considerations of the public transport
system and the personal circumstances of individual
employees, until the recent Liberal Party conference
no-one was given any formal indication that the
introduction of the automatic ticketing system
would be delayed. Many people in the PTC work
force and in the wider community have been taken
for a ride on this issue.
The issue has huge cost implications. Although
almost $15 million in redundancy payments has
been paid to people who were performing work as
conductors or who were longer required, some 500
people have since been r~mployed. in the
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conductor area alone. The government, which forced
people out and gave them voluntary departure
packages, has had to r~mploy people to do the
work of those who left. This week a squad of 24
people commenced training.
That the introduction of the system is to be delayed
was revealed to the public by the Premier at a
liberal Party forum at which he also
unceremoniously unloaded. on the Minister for
Public Transport. In a forum in which he was not
under scrutiny by the public or the media, let alone
the delegates to the state council of the liberal Party,
the Premier attacked. this jewel in the crown of the
so-called reform package of the Minister for Public
Transport. He could have done it in any number of
other ways but set out deliberately to undermine the
Minister for Public Transport.
The Premier seems to be setting a clear pattern of
administration for the government - it also applied
in the case of the Minister for Health -that if a
minister is seen as a leadership contender the
Premier intervenes directly into that minister's
ministerial responsibilities, thereby undermining the
credibility of the minister in the public arena. It went
further in the case of the Minister for Public
Transport because the Premier undermined his
credibility within the liberal Party.
I can understand the fear and loathing that exists
among members on the government front bench
because ministers can see that if they position
themselves to get ahead or promote themselves they
run a real and probable risk that the Premier will
intervene at a strategic time and embarrass them. He
will undermine them and chop them off at the knees
in an absolutely blatant political attempt to
embarrass them, as he did at the weekend with the
Minister for Public Transport and as he did earlier
with the Minister for Health.
The opposition understands that the message is
percolating down to members on the government
front bench, who understand what will happen to
them if they give any indication that they may be in
a position to challenge the Premier's authority. They
understand that if they try to be independent of the
Premier they will suffer the same fate as befell the
ministers for health and public transport. I put it to
you, Mr Acting Speaker - The ACI1NG SPEAKER (Mr Cooped - Order!
The honourable member's time as expired.
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Victims of crime
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley) - I wish to
grieve today about the very serious matter of victims
of crime. It has been recognised in Victoria for many
years that little can be done to assist victims of crime.
Today I wish to talk about the families of people
convicted of crimes, who are also victims of crime.
In December of last year Robert Lowe was convicted
of the murder of six-year-old Sheree Beasley and
was sentenced to life imprisonment. Although I am
sure I can extend the heartfelt sympathy of all
honourable members to the family of Sheree
Beasley, I also ask members to consider the family of
the perpetrator of the crime. I refer to Mrs Lorraine
Lowe and her two sons. I am involved in this matter
both because they are constituents of mine and
because they live close to me and we have mutual
friends. I understand the agony the family is going
through. Recently Mrs Lowe wrote to me and asked
me to inform honourable members of the anguish
and agony suffered by the family of a convicted
person.
In her letter, Mrs Lowe states:
You will appreciate the extreme trauma this case has
had on me and my two boys, and yet we are now
fighting for a roof over our heads.

She then lists some of the points she wants me to
consider today.
Before I do that I recall the words of Mr Justice
Cummins when sentencing Robert Lowe in
December of last year. He stated:
Life means life.

He also said:
This has been the most harrowing trial I have
experienced.
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exceptional case because Mrs Lowe and her boys
were innocent, unknowing members of the family of
a man who committed one of the worst crimes of the
past few years.
The members of the Lowe family were innocent;

they did not know what Robert Lowe was doing, yet
today they are still suffering for what he did. They
did not know what was going on at the time.
Let me tell honourable members some of the things
that have happened to Mrs Lowe. She has I think
been identified in public, with the assistance of the
police and many sympathetic members of the media
who realised what the family was going through at
the time. She has had the harrowing experience of
going down the mall here in Melbourne and having
someone call out from a distance, 'Isn't that the wife
of the monster who killed the little girl?' She has
said, 1 do not even want to go into the community if
I can avoid it,' because of the types of incidents that
occur. What we are looking for is some
consideration by the community for Mrs Lowe's
plight.

Mrs Lowe's argument is not necessarily the
argument of honowable members, but she has
written to me about Robert Lowe having property
rights. He is trying to contest the property
settlement, which includes the house in which
Mrs Lowe and her two sons currently live. She says:
Why does he have this right. as he will get no monetary
gain himself from this exercise as Legal Aid have
placed a caveat on the property title for their Supreme
Court costs, and he is aware of this.
My solicitors have made several offers to Robert Lowe,
all of which have been more than reasonable, yet he is
determined to fight this publicly, wanting a lump sum
payment as well as part of our property.

Mrs Lowe is suffering from cancer and at the
moment is in remission. She says the thing that
really gets at her is:

Mrs Lowe asks:
Why is it allowed that a person with a life sentence still
retains property rights?

This matter could be debated extensively. Although
I am grieving today from Mrs Lowe's side of the
issue, I can understand that there is another side to
the story which is not being told here. I am not
advocating that the property rights of convicted
criminals should be taken away. However, this is an

I have been informed that Robert Lowe has the legal
right to cross-examine me in the witness box in the
likely event that he will not be represented in the
Family Court. In view of our past and present trauma,
including my current battle with cancer, it is difficult to
comprehend what this would do to us emotionally and
why it could be allowed.

She feels that, having been through the harrowing
experience of the court trial and having had the
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interchange with the press, she is just about at her
wits' end, but she points out that the good side is the
incredible support she had from the Victoria Police.
Whether they be members of the community
policing squads or the homicide squad, they have
continually supported her, and. members of the
media who have known of her plight have
supported her.
People have made threatening and obscene phone
calls. I suppose that is how some members of our
society behave when they do not know how to react
against a criminal - they take out their frustrations
and anger on the innocent family, who did not
know. After I made contact with Mrs Lowe some
weeks ago I received a note saying, 'We have
changed our telephone number again'. They had
also had rubbish dumped at their home.
As I said, members of the Victoria Police, not just
from the commWlity policing squad at Glen
Waverley but also from Box Hill and other parts of
town, have been able to provide MI5 Lowe with
some of the support she requires.
I consider this to be an exceptional case. As
honourable members know, many people have been
wronged by the system and are victims of crime.
However, the problem I raise is associated with not
just an ordinary crime but what could almost be
described as the crime of the decade. In the past I
have taken up causes in this house but none has
been in this category. Perhaps through the office of
the Attorney-General, or through the
Attorney-General talking to the federal
Attorney-General, we may be able to highlight in
some way the difficulties faced by people in
exceptional circumstances. What I say is not
intended to detract in any way from what is
happening to the family of the little girl who was
murdered, who have gone through terrible anguish,
heartbreak and suffering. I am not trying to take
away from that As I said, they have the complete
sympathy of all members of this house.
I continue with Mrs Lowe's comments:
I am finding it difficult enough to support and educate
my boys with only Austudy and my pension of $6324
(1994 taxable irlcome) without having to worry about
our home and yet further legal costs.

The boys are 18 and 20 years old. She also says:
As it was documented evidence in court of his plan
while in prison to pay a hit man to kill me, I believe he
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has forfeited any right to have any control over
money - for my safety alone!

I know we are balancing the general rights of people
and the rights of people in a situation like this one. I
do not pretend to know the answers, but we have to
try to Wlderstand, and we have to try, with the
wisdom of law-makers, to come up with a solution
so that we help people in a situation such as the one
in which Mrs Lowe finds herself.

The point that really got to me and I think will get to
most people in the community is that if the case
comes to court Robert Lowe will be hurting innocent
people. I sincerely hope Robert Lowe, who is
currently in Pentridge, reads what I am saying today
and realises that if he decides to take the matter into
court he will not be hurting the system - the system
is there. He may get a day or two out of K Division
at Pentridge, but what he will really do is hurt the
people who did not know what he was up to and
who loved him as a father and as a husband. He will
be hurting them. I hope my contribution today will
get him to change his mind about the action he
might be considering taking.
In exceptional circumstances such as these, all we
can hope for from Parliament is that someone
reading this will be able to come up with an
appropriate solution for the victims of crime. Over
the years I have supported the Victims of Crime
Assistance League, as no doubt you have, Mr Acting
Speaker. This is not the sort of case that fits in with
the general run of cases, although the crime
compensation board might have different views on
it As members of Parliament representing the
society in which we live we must try to come to
terms with the fact that innocent, unknowing family
members are being hurt. In some cases they do not
know how to handle the situations that arise and
often do not know where they can turn to for help.
Perhaps in the meantime the official agencies can
come up with some solution.
As I said, Mrs Lowe has asked me to inform
honourable members that members of the Victoria
Police, including the commWlity policing squads
and the homicide squad, who have had close contact
with the family, are the ones who are helping them
to lead lives that are as normal as possible.
Honourable members will have many views on how
a family should handle a situation such as that. I
think that to date the family has handled it with a
great deal of dignity. In view of the dire financial
straits in which they have been placed, the family

GRIEVANCES

Wednesday, 22 March 1995

ASSEMBLY

members have managed the situation extremely
well. I can only hope that they are not forced into a
worse situation by the matter proceeding to trial. If it
goes to court, it will cause great security problems
for the Victoria Police Force.
I am not here to debate the merits of this or any
other case; but I alert members and the
Attorney-General to some of the problems being
faced by victims of crime.

Powercor: blackouts
Mr LONEY (Geelong North) - In following the
member for Glen Waverley's compassionate address
I believe it is appropriate to say that as a member of
the parliamentary Law Reform Committee's inquiry
into compensation for victims of crime I received a
small glimpse of the anguish suffered by many
victims of crime. As the honourable member pointed.
out, victims of crime can include more people than
we sometimes believe. In raising the issue I too
extend my sympathy to Mrs Lowe and support the
action the member for Glen Waverley was urging.
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On Christmas Day customers in Portarlington were
blacked. out between 11.00 a.m. and 1.00 p.m., the
very time at which they were eating their Christmas
Day dinners. Dinners cooking in the oven were
ruined and people's Christmas Day celebrations
were spoiled. Again pole fires were blamed. What
an extremely rare occurrence! Firefighters were
endangered by later blackouts, and I will also refer
to that On 16 February, 5000 homes in the Newtown
area of Geelong were blacked out by that rarity, pole
fire. Firefighters turned up to fight a pole fire in a
built-up urban area of Geelong, which is near a large
school. They were not able to fight the fire for
20 minutes because the supply had not been cut off.
During that time the pole exploded. The firefighters
just managed to get out of the way only seconds
beforehand. The officer in charge was quoted in the
Geelong Advertiser of the next day as saying:
There was an almighty explosion, the top of the pole
went, the insulators smashed.

It was very big, perhaps the size ot a fire truck.
It is a power pole fire that I am not going to forget

I rise today to grieve for the people of Geelong, who
are being afflicted by regular power blackouts as a
result of the government's electridty strategy, which
is now giving glimpses of its privatisation policy.
The blackouts are a direct result of changed
maintenance practices since the advent of the
corporatised regional electridty distribution
company, Powercor. More than 30 000 homes in the
Geelong area have suffered power blackouts since
the week before Christmas. Hwuireds of small firms
have also suffered business losses as a result of
Powercor's failure to provide a reliable supply.
On 20 December 14 000 homes were blacked. out as a
result of power surges, which were blamed on pole
fires. The blackout extended. across the whole of
Geelong, from Portarlington to Lara. The Corio
Village shopping centre was blacked out, as a result
of which small businesses lost a good deal of their
trade only two shopping days before Christmas.
Traffic lights at a number of intersections were out
for a large part of the day. One butcher said he lost
$1500 in trade and meat in a single day, and the .
owners of a bakery estimated they lost hundreds of
dollars. The regional manager of Powercor then said
that blackouts caused by pole fires were a rarity. The
very next occurrence of that rarity was the following
day, when 6000 customers in Geelong were blacked.
out, the cause again being listed as pole fires.

The fire was between Aphrasia and Noble streets.
St ]oseph's College students had to be kept clear of
the scene.
On 27 February the Waurn Ponds area was blacked
out, including Deakin University - on the first day
of lectures for the year. The classrooms, the cafeteria,
the bookshop and the library were closed and all the
computers were down. The reason was described as
unknown, but pole fires were the suspected cause.
On 1 March, 6000 households in northern Geelong
were again blacked. out. The reason given then was
the problem caused by balloon strings getting
caught in a substation. On 3 March another
4000 households were blacked out in Geelong's
north.. The reason given was faulty equipment. On
18 and 19 March -last weekend - another
2500 households in the Ocean Grove and
Gheringhap areas lost power, the cause being listed.
as one of those extremely rare pole fires. Ordinary
domestic customers and small businesses have
suffered millions of dollars of losses as a result of
pole fire surges. Hundreds of householders have lost
household appliances. Freezers, refrigerators,
microwaves, televisiOns, radios and stereo systems
have been blown up as a result of the power surges.
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I cite the experience of a Moolap resident,
Mrs Caroline Bailey, which is referred to in the
Geelong News of 3 January:
Moolap resident Mrs Caroline Bailey got quite a shock
when a power pole fire outside her home sent 32 000
volts charging through her home.
The surge shattered light bulbs, damaged three
television sets, the hot-water service and stove.
light switches and power outlets were also damaged.
'The television lit up and smoke was coming out the
back so I threw a doona over it and ran to check other
rooms in the house'.
'A fire could have started so easily. It is just good luck

that nobody was lcilled'.

1bat was a direct result of the electricity experiment
being carried out by the Treasurer - the man the
business community of this state refers to as useless.
It is clear evidence that his experiment with people's
lives has been a total failure. The Treasurer has put
the public at risk. Public safety is of no concern to
him; he is driven by blind ideology. He has no
concern for the safety of the consumers of power in
this state.
It is interesting that Powereor has changed its stanee
on pole fires over time. After the first ones occurred
in December Mr David Wilkinson of Powercor was
reported in the Geelcmg Advertiser of 7 January as
saying:
... pole fires occurred spasmodically and there were an
average of 30 per year in the last 20 years.
... it was unusual to get so many pole fires at the same
time with 35 recorded in the district on December 20
and 21.

So the average of the past 20 years was exceeded on
those two days alone. Since then a whole range of
other pole fires have continued across the Geelong
area. He went on to say:
1bere is no guarantee that further pole fires will not

occur-
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In fact the number of pole fire incidents over the last
three years has been decreasing.

It is certainly not decreasing now; it is well on the
increase. Then, interestingly, he said:
Heavy rains in December 1993 to January 1994 resulted
in last year's washing program being unnecessary.

Now the maintenance program in the Geelong area
is the weather. There is no maintenance program in
Geelong; we rely on the weather. 1hat is what this
government has brought about. After the pole fires
of this week Powereor changed its policy. An article
in the GeeZcmg Advertiser of Monday of this week
reports:
Mr Lang said complaints against Powercor's electricity
supply record were unjustified because blackouts were
mainly caused by specific incidents over which the
company had no control ...

It further states:
Mr Lang said Powercor also could not guard against
the pole fires.

However, two months earlier Mr Wilkinson said
that they had a strategy to deal with them. Powereor
has proved itself incapable of delivering a good
quality, safe supply to the Geelong region. That is a
direct result of the drive for savings in the
pre-privatised model. There is no regard for
reliability of service, no regard for customers and no
regard for public safety in this model at all.
Already 500 jobs have gone under Powercor, mostly
in the maintenance and customer service areas.
Communities throughout the region it services are
in uproar. However, not a whimper is heard from
government members such as the honourable
members for Mildura and Wimmera, whose
electorates are in the Powereor area.
Currently in Castlemaine the workers are refusing to
aecept VDPs and are conducting a sit-in in the depot
with the support of their community. However, the
honourable member for Bendigo West does not say a
word. The second round of VDP offers is now under
way and 6000 applications have been received, so
more of them are to occur.

he got that right however, Powercor have both short and long-term
strategies in place to minimise the incidence of these
fires.

Across the region customer service centres and
depots have closed. Now if you have a failure in
areas such as the back of Lome, because the
Queenscliff and Apollo Bay depots have gone it will

GRIEVANCES

Wednesday. 22 March 1995

579

ASSEMBLY

probably take up to 6 hours to get someone there to
start work on a pole.
The maintenance program is now at an absolute
minimum and running 12 to 18 months behind. We
know there were no washdowns at all in 1994 in the
Geelong area and we know they have a huge
problem with maintenance because the key staff
have been forced out
We know this is an area of extreme vulnerability to
pole fires: it is a coastal area with a build-up of salt
and dust on the arms. Sparks arc across it when
conditions like sea mist prevail. Therefore the area is
extremely vulnerable. I suggest that Powercor,
knowing it is operating in an area of extreme
vulnerability and not carrying out proper
maintenance when those conditions are known, is
culpable.
However the real heart of the problem is the
government's failure to address important issues. It
has failed to ensure that the corporatised models
have a responsibility for public safety and quality of
supply. The government -particularly the
Treasurer - has allowed public safety to be
compromised and emergency service workers such
as those who fought the fires in Newtown to have
their lives endangered.
Today I ask the government to abandon this
experiment across Victoria, return a safe and reliable
supply to the people of this state and reunite the
electricity supply industry in the interests of all
Victorians, as has been urged by a mounting number
of experts on electricity.
I also refer to the comments of the editors of the
Geelong Advertiser in an editorial of 21 March - -

1his recent phenomenon is reportedly the result of
accumulated salt and dust on power1ines, a situation
ably assisted it seems by inadequate maintenance.

Finally they say:
In many respects, the government appears hell-bent on
of£loading Victoria's electricity supply as quiddy as it
can, without due thought for either the present or the
future.

The ACIlNG SPEAKER (Mr Cooper) - Order!
The honourable member's time has expired.

Gang warfare
Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - This afternoon I wish
to go a little further into a matter which I touched
upon last night in the adjournment debate and
which I believe is a great social danger to this society
in which we live. If allowed to go unchecked, it
could be a threat to the safety of every person using
our streets.

I refer specifically to gang warfare. That is not
overstating it; we are talking about gangs on the
streets of various suburbs in Melbourne who are at
war with each other. That is foreign to our way of
life: it is not something that any of us on either side
of the house, I am sure, would want to see become a
part of our culture.
This warfare threatens to shatter the peace and

tranquillity that so many of us enjoy and expect as
we go about our daily lives. It is a major problem
throughout a number of parts of Melbourne.
However, I will concentrate specifically on the
western and northern suburbs of Melbourne, where
it seems the problem is getting completely out of
hand.

Mr Finn interjected.
Mr LONEY - Yes; a well-known conservative

paper, as the honourable member for Tullamarine
says. They say:
The state government lays claim to a great many
reforms in Victoria; all for the better, naturally. One
area where it cannot do so - and where its plans for
the future suggest even more problems are on the
way - is with the former State Electricity Commission
of Victoria. Once a reliable part of this state's
infrastructure, our electricity supply is now subject to
regular and harsh criticism.

They go on about pole fires:

Before I go any further I will quote from an article by
Paul Anderson in the Herald Sun of 21 February this
year. The article is headed 'Homeboys armed and
ready for street battle'. I must say that some terms in
this report somewhat baffle me. I have difficulty
knowing the meaning of some words, but I shall
battle on regardless. The article starts:
,Ambel' is 21 and has been involved in street gangs
since he was 10.
The self-proclaimed'old school gangsta' is the founder

oftheMFG.
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Now the MFG stands for something, but I do not
think I would be allowed to say it in this house.
They have been:
'writing' around Melbourne and fighting opposing
gangs since 1987.
Ambellives in a house in an outer Melbourne suburb
and rodcs comfortably in a IOWlge room chair while
descnbing his life as a hard<ore 'homeboy'.
He tells of the numerous fights he's been involved in
and the weapons, including semiautomatic assault
rifles, homemade guns and crossbows, which his posse
carries into battle. He has a large scar on his right arm
from one of his fights ... 'We ... just chill out together.
We're always there for each other: it's like a
brotherhood', Ambel said.
We don't go out starting the trouble - we finish it and
make sure it doesn't start again.
All the new-jacks -

I understand that is a term meaning the new boys are bringing down the heat on us, like with what
happened at the pool party in Malvern.

We well recall the incident at the Malvern pool some
time ago.
We don't run in and have huge punch-ons, our style is
discreet stabbings.'

Discreet stabbings!
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One policeman described it as frightening. That
expression was used by a man who has been dealing
with these problems for many years. Although he is
not easily frightened, he described the situation as
frightening.
This form of gang violence has been going on for
some time. I have been reading some of the
newspaper reports of recent years. I refer to an
article in the Herald Sun of 11 February 1992 entitled
'Students stabbed in brawl', which says:
A wild and bloody melee involving more than
100 students armed with knives, iron bars, chains and
baseball bats at a suburban railway station has left two
students in hospital with stab wounds.
Students from Preston Secondary College and Redden
Secondary College and at least two other schools were
involved in the brawl at Preston railway station about
8.50 am. yesterday.
Police are extremely concerned that the students, some
as young as 14, took weapons such as machetes and
knives to a fight and were prepared to use them.

An article in the Herald Sun of 27 April 1993 says:
Two school boys, 11 and 15, are facing armed robbery
charges after a boy's skateboard was stolen at knife
point in Sunshine.
Associate Professor of Criminology at the University of
Melbourne, Mr Ken Polle, said children could find
themselves in a vicious circle, carrying knives to protect
themselves from other children carrying knives for the
same reason.

He also said he had shot at people.
Ambel said he and his gang would only 'roll' someone
'when there's no money around'.
He said young homeboys who 'dressed like clowns'
and carried knives were causing a lot of the trouble.

1hat is coming from a bloke who does discreet
stabbings.
1hat brief summary shows the problems we face. I
have discussed the matter at some length with a
number of youth workers and police officers. They
are at one in stressing that it is a serious problem.
1his morning one policeman told me he believed it
was only a matter of time before deaths occurred.
Other police officers have told me the increase in the
number of yOWlg people involved is extraordinary.

He said children were becoming involved in crime at a
yOWlger age.

An article in the Herald Sun of 20 February 1993
reports:
The vice-principal of Northcote High School was spat
on and bashed after a gang of about 30 youths stormed
the school grounds, a court heard yesterday.
The court heard that when the gang, carrying weapons

including sticks, arrived at the school, worried students
alerted the vice-principal, Mr Graham Ray, who asked
the gang to leave. But he was soon surrounded and
spat on by two youths.
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The court was told Mr Ray was then kicked in the head
and body until he fell to the ground where he was
beaten by a youth with nunchakus.

Tbat is extraordinary. An article in the Herald Sun of
5 January 1995 reported that
Police are stepping up their search for a gang of about
nine youths which viciously assaulted a Niddrie man
with wood, bottles, nunchakus and studded leather
belts in Fitzroy on Friday night.
They said the youths were blocking the footpath near
the corner of Smith and Johnston streets. The gang was
angered when the victim and his middle-aged friend
had the audacity to walk through the middle of their
crowd.

The victim told police he thought he was going to be
killed.
'They just appeared ... they came out of nowhere'.

Those are the sorts of problems that men and
women face as they go about their daily business or
try to enjoy their leisure time. On 8 March 1995 the
Werribee Times contained an article that carried the
headline 'Gang War Fear':
Police fear gang warfare is on the rise in Wernbee.
In the latest incident, two youths were seriously injured
after a fight erupted outside a house in Rosella Avenue
at 12.30 am. on Saturday.

Snr net. Gary Carson, of Werribee police, said the
brawl stemmed from an ongoing dispute between rival
gangs from Werribee and Hoppers Crossing.
'This was a payback for another incident', Srn Del.
Carson said. 'This time there were about 20 Hoppers
Crossing youths onto two Werribee youths. They
copped a real pizzling.'
He said one of the 17-year-old victims was hit over the
head with a broken beer bottle before having his head
rammed repeatedly into a telephone pole. He received
stitches to his head and 'plenty of abrasions and
bruises'.

That is happening on the streets of Melbourne in
1995. Gangs are not new. There have always been
lads on the corner, hanging around and often having
good old fashioned punch-ups, but things have
changed. These days, instead of good old-fashioned
punch-ups 30, 40, 50 or maybe 60 youths will
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sometimes attack only one or two. They knock their
victims down and kick and kick. them again until,
quitE!' often, the victims lose consciousness.
It does not take too much imagination to foresee
behaviour such as that leading to real tragedy.
Today gangs use a variety of weapons. I have been
informed that when a car carrying a Werribee gang
was stopped on its way to one of these encounters
recently police found a collection of weapons,
including knives, nunchakus, baseball bats and axe
handles, in the boot Australia has not yet reached
the stage where gangs use guns, but it may be only a
matter of time. There is growing concern that we are
heading the same way as Los Angeles and some of
the other big dties in the United States of America.

Even when police catch the offenders they find a
lack of cooperation from those opposing gang
members who have been beaten up or knocked
senseless. That is astounding because it means the
law of the jungle is prevailing and that a fear of
retaliation is uppermost in these young people's
minds. This problem should be addressed now by
all responsible citizens. We must ask ourselves what
is bringing this about, why these things are
happening on our streets and why these young
people are acting as they are.
One issue that must be addressed is that of race.
Opinion is split on whether gang violence is a racial
problem. Well-known western suburbs youth
worker, Les Twentyman, is strongly of the view that
racial violence, particularly in the western suburbs,
is rife and is becoming worse. Australians have long
prided themselves on the peaceful integration of and
their coexistence with millions of people from
almost every nation on earth. It is fortunate that that
is still very much the case, but there is a worry about
the overtones of racist gang violence.
The Herald Sun of 29 January reports Les
Twentyman as saying:
He said racial divisions between gangs was a prime
reason for violence.
1 tallc. to lots of different kids and their anger towards
ethnic groups other than their own is frightening'.

It is a worry that a lot of people are pointing the
finger at the Vietnamese community. I believe they
are wrong. The overwhelming majority of the
Vietnamese community are hardworking,
law-abiding and responsible people who deplore
behaviour such as that. Pointing the finger at them
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reeks of the sort of carry-on we saw on the front
steps of Parliament House last Saturday morning,
when a mob of Nazi lunatics turned up. They use
violence to push their own loathsome and
disgusting ideology. It would distress me if
members of the Vietnamese community were
branded as criminals because of the crimes of the
few.
Some people have expressed the view that this
situation has been brought about by a breakdown in
parental responsibility. I believe that has something
to do with it Some parents do not care where there
kids are or what happens to them. Those parents
should wake up to themselves and realise that they
are a major part of the problem. If they took their
responsibilities seriously, the problem would be
solved. I also believe the film Rmnper Stomper has
contributed to the problem. That movie should
never have been released in Australia. Other movies
that depict excessive violence should be banned
because they exacerbate social problems that can
very easily get out of control.
Sitting suspended 1.00 pm. until 2.04 p.m.

Motion agreed to.
The SPEAKER - Order! Yesterday afternoon at
3 o'clock the Deputy Leader of the Opposition raised.
a point of order with the Chair concerning whether
the transcript of a Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee meeting held on 22 February was a
public document and, more particularly, whether if
it was a public document that transgressed standing
order no. 208. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
said:
I ask you, Mr Speaker, to investigate whether there has
been a breach of standing order no. 208 as a result of

any member making the transcript available to the
Leader of the Government, given that he clearly
indicated to the house on a number of occasions that he
had read the transcript ...
I can find no evidence in Hansard of the Leader of
the House indicating through the use of words that
that was the case. However, let me put that to one
side.
I have ascertained that the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee held a public hearing on
Wednesday, 22 February 1995, in accordance with
sections 4I and 4} of the Parliamentary Committees
Act and that the Minister for Public Transport
attended that meeting and gave evidence before the

committee. I turn now to the Parliamentary
Committees Act, which states in section 4I under the
heading 'Public hearings':
A Joint Investigatory Committee may hold a public
hearing on any proposal, matter or thing being
inquired into or being considered by the Committee
and may allow any person to give evidence to it at the
public hearing.

Further on, section 4J states:
... unless a Joint Investigatory Committee otherwise
resolves, the Committee shall take all evidence in

public.
Section 4R states:
Joint Investigatory Committee shall on request
make available to any member of the public -

(1) A

(a)

a copy of any written submissions made to it ...

(c)

a copy of the record of any evidence given
before it or determinations made by it -

unless in the opinion of the Committee special
circumstances make it undesirable to do so.

On the question of the application of standing order
no. 208 to the point of order raised. by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, section 1 of the
Parliamentary Committees Act states:
(2) Save as otherwise expressly provided in this Act the

standing orders and the practices as to select
committees and joint committees shall extend and
appJy with respect to every committee referred to
in this Act.

In other words, I rule, firstly, that because of that
provision in the act, the Parliamentary Committees
Act would override standing order no. 208; and,
secondly, that the committee in question does not
fall within the definition of 'select committee'
expressed in standing order no. 208. Therefore, I do
not uphold the point of order.

Mr Dollis - On a further point of order,
Mr Speaker, and more in terms of clarification, it is
my understanding from your ruling that - Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr Dollis - You would not even understand the
order.

Honourable members interjecting.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
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The SPEAKER - Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition places the Chair in an awkward
situation. I have already ruled on the point of order.
lfhe would like to discuss the finer points with me
in chambers, he may do so.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
CIanbourne:~ettidke~

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) - I refer
the Attorney-General to the decision of the Minister
for Public Transport to distribute to residents of the
marginal electorate of Cranbourne a free Met ticket
worth more than $100. Will the Attorney-General
investigate whether or not there has been any breach
of section 241 of The Constitution Act Amendment
Act, which relates to bribery, or any breach of the
Crimes Act or any other act in relation to this $1
million political bribe?

Honourable members interjecting.
Mm WADE (Attorney-General) -As I
understand it - and I had some difficulty hearing
some parts of the fairly long question - the
question relates to the opening of a new electrified
line by the Prime Minister. As I understand it, the
honourable member for Dandenong has suggested
that possibly the Prime Minister-Mr Batchelor - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the minister has misheard the question, which

related to whether the supply of tickets to a select
area was a bribe. The question had nothing to do
with the opening of a rail line.
The SPEAKER - Order! There is no point of
order.
Mm WADE -As I was saying, I understand that
this is a Better Oties project. It is a

commonwealth-state initiative for the citizens - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the opposition
that it has asked its question and it should listen to
the answer in silence.
Mrs WADE - This is a Better Oties project,
which is a combined commonwealth-state project
for the citizens of the area. I understood that the
honourable member for Dandenong suggested that
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this might be a bribe in relation to an election. I am
not aware of any election. If the honourable member
for Dandenong is aware that a date has been set for a
federal election and if he wishes to come to me in the
light of that information, I would be prepared to
investigate it.

Cebit '95
Mr HYAMS (Dromana) - Will the Minister for
Industry and Employment inform the house of the
success of Victorian companies that exhibited at
Cebit '95, the international technology fair held in
Hanover, Germany?

The SPEAKER - Order! The question evokes a
long answer. I ask the minister to be as brief and
succinct as possible.
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - I thank the honourable member for
his question because among others on this side of
the house he is one who has a particular knowledge
of the industry and he is appreciative of the
capabilities of technology.

This year Australia had the privilege of being the
partner nation. It is likely to be the last time a
partner nation will be part of the Cebit information
technology fair, so in that sense it is a Significant but
passing event. It is important for Australia because it
gave us a privileged position.
I am proud to say as the industry minister in this
state that one-third of the Australian contingent
came from Victoria. That is important because we
are a growing culture; a critical mass of industry has
been developed in this state, particularly in the
information technology area, which will enable
continued development.
Thirty-four companies went to the trade fair and
Victorians were the largest and most successful
group of those who participated. I am pleased to
announce that in the next 12 months those
companies expect to increase their sales by more
than $200 million. When one puts that in the context
of the total amount claimed by Austrade, some
$260 million, one can see how the Victorian
contingent stole the march. Victoria is truly on the
move: we make it here and we sell it there. We are
able to develop the very best products.
Some of the details are worth prOviding to the
house. One company, Disctronics, signed contracts
worth $3.75 million to manufacture CD-ROMs for
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distribution in the United Kingdom, Switzerland,
the United States of America and Hong Kong.
In-Mar-Tech, a local company that designs and
manufactures driving simulators - a world-leading
technology - secured sales of $22.5 million with a
promise of a great deal more to come. Of interest to
my colleague the Deputy Premier is the fact that the
German justice authorities will be using fingerprint
identification and authentication technology that
was developed in Melbourne by Fujitsu Australia.
Rosetta Laboratories entered into a European
distnbution agreement for its revolutionary
Winradio technology with expected sales of 5000
units a year. Lochard Environment systems has
contracted to supply a fully integrated environment
management system to Israel's Ben Gurion
international airport. The government will be
encouraging more companies to go to Cebit '96 than
attended. the fair this year.
1bis fair has clearly demonstrated that our economy
is world competitive and that Australian and indeed
Victorian businesses can lead the way. We have
world leading~dge technology being produced to
the advantage of this state and this nation and of
value to the world.

The Kennett government commits itself to
continuing to support the development and growth
of these leading~ge technology companies in
Victoria. Not only will we continue to protect and
maintain this vital industry, we will endeavour to
further enhance, enrich and expand it to create more
jobs for Victoria.

Automatic ticketing machines
Mr BATCHELOR ('Thomastown) - I refer to the
Premier's comments to the media yesterday when
he said that the Onelink consortium was one year
behind schedule in the introduction of automated
ticketing, and I refer also to the comment of the
Minister for Public Transport in the house yesterday
that the implementation phase was only three weeks
behind schedule, and I ask: has the Minister for
Public Transport misled Parliament or has the
Premier misled the media?
Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) The answer clearly is no, I have not misled the
house. It is a fact that 28 February was the date that
was set for the completion of the implementation of
phase 1 of the automated ticketing, which was
approximately three weeks ago. By legal definition
that is the day on which the company fell into the
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realm of non-performance. That was the date
specified in the contract when the time clicked over.
As the Premier rightly said and as the honourable
member for Thomastown said today in debate in
this house, we had hoped that the automated
ticketing would have commenced prior to that. The
bottom line is: we were hopeful that the automated
ticketing system would have commenced before the
last day of February 1995, but the legal situation is
that it was not implemented by that day specified in
the contract for phase 1. Unlike the honourable
member, I do not mislead the house.

Auditor-General: Urban Land Authority
Mr LUPTON (Knox) - Will the Minister for
Planning inform the house what action the Urban
Land Authority has taken in response to suggestions
made by the Auditor-General?
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning) - The
Auditor-General examined the accounts of the
Urban Land AuthOrity. Those accounts were not
qualified, but a number of suggestions were made
by the Auditor-General and it is appropriate for me
to advise the house of the response of the Urban
Land Authority, as a government organisation, to
those suggestions.

The comments of the Auditor-General relate to the
reorganisation of the staffing of the Urban Land
AuthOrity under the state-owned enterprises
legislation passed by this Parliamenl Action was
taken because of the personal relationships between
various members of the staff of the ULA. The
authority has a very small staff. When people in
senior positions have private and personal
relationships it can produce some difficulties.
Arrangements were made for members of staff to
leave the full-time employment of the authority and
to take up positions as short-term consultants to the
organisation. The comments of the Auditor-General
on those matters have been taken into account.
The consultancies were terminated at the conclusion
of the agreed period. The alternative was the
possibility of the lodging of claims of discrimination
on the ground of marriage, which would not have
been appropriate in the circumstances. The matter
was dealt with properly, and I believe the Urban
Land AuthOrity has taken the appropriate action.
A more significant matter has emerged from a close
examination of the accounts of the Urban Land
AuthOrity, which the authority itself directed to the
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attention of the Auditor-General. Over a number of
years the practice developed. that when properties
were sold the proceeds from the sales were shown in
the accounts as profits. When anybody trades in
land, which the trr..A does as a major land
developer, inevitably there are cancellations by
between 3 and 4 per cent of purchasers - that is,
people who indicate they will buy properties but
who do not settle on the settlement date. Following
commercial practice rather than the highest levels of
accounting practice, I suppose, the Ul.A took the
proceeds into account and did not make the
appropriate corrections to delete those relating to the
cancelled sales. The authority has taken action - it
has been commended by the Auditor-General for
doing so - in relation to both the profits of past
years and the accounts for the current year, so the
accounts are as clean as it is possible for a
government or a commercial organisation to present
I might add that I inherited an Urban Land
AuthOrity which was in good order and which did
not have borrowings. As is disclosed in its public
accoWlts, at the end of the last financial year the
authority had approximately $30 million in cash as
well as assets honestly valued at approximately
$200 million. Due to the volatility of property values,
especially the value of residential property in outer
suburban areas, which is the bulk of the authority's
property portfolio, the lIT.A has decided that instead
of three-yearly valuations it should make annual
valuations of properties, subsequently adjusting the
accounts to show any increases or losses in response
to revised valuations. That is another decision that
has been commended by the Auditor-General, and it
will be implemented.
I believe the lIT.A presents the most honest and
truthful accounts it is possible to present If
honourable members have any queries relating to
the matter or any suggestions to make about the
presentation of accounts, I shall be happy to discuss
them. I shall be happy to take any suggestions into
consideration in dealing with the Auditor-General
and in trying to make the accounts the best accounts
we can present for the information of Parliament

Automatic ticketing machines
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - Will the
Minister for Public Transport inform the house of all
the clauses in the contract between the government
and the Onelink consortium that are inconsistent
with the March 1993 tender documents on automatic
ticketing and explain why the government entered
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into a $300 million-plus contract that did not comply
with the tender specifications?
Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) - I
warmly welcome the question because the
honourable member for Thomastown has obviously
realised the error he made yesterday, which the
press gallery saw the minute he held up that tender
document. What he is doing now is like a little baby
saying, 'Oh, diddums, you took my toy away!'. The
reality is that after they were received a number of
tenders were exhaustively evaluated by Treasury as
well as by the Public Transport Corporation - as is
right and proper. A number of revisions were made
in the public interest
When it got down to actually finalising and signing
the contract - the one that arose from the stupidity
of the honourable member for Thomastown - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BROWN - The one that arose from his
stupidity is this--

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I cannot allow question
time to proceed with that barrage of interjections.
The question has been asked. I ask honourable
members to do the minister the courtesy of listening
to his answer.
Mr BROWN - When that exhaustive evaluation
was done and it got down to the issue of whether
the government was finally prepared, when a
contract was about to be entered into, to have a
clause that provided that if for any reason at any
time we cancelled the contract we would have to
pay a penalty, we said we would not It is as
straightforward and as simple as that.
As I made very clear yesterday, although one
journalist apparently has difficulty in understanding
it, there is no cancellation clause in the contract that
puts a penalty on the government I answered it
very clearly yesterday, and the honourable member
for Thomastown nearly cried because it did not suit
what he wanted. Yesterday it was made very clear
that the contract does not have a cancellation clause
that requires the government to pay a penalty of
even one cent. A penalty clause that requires the
government to pay any money does not exist! That is
it! I answered it yesterday. There are other changes
in relation to protecting the public - -
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Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! A barrage of
interjections is coming from the opposition side of
the table. I ask those honourable members to
acknowledge the standing orders and the request of
the Glair to remain silent The Minister for Public
Transport, concluding his answer.
Mr BROWN -It is clear that members of the
media are waking up to the fact that this man
constantly misleads them, as he did yesterday. They
came to me on this point when questioning me in
this house yesterday he said I had told the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee only three
weeks earlier that there were no problems with the
Onelink contract Journalists came to me today and
said they had looked at the transcript They said that
in answer to questions by the honourable member
for Sunshine - I have to say he interrupted. me by
interjection many times while I was answering,
which is clear in the transcript - I made it clear to
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee that
there were certainly problems with the machines
and that there were malfunctions. Yet the
honourable member for Thomastown said in this
house yesterday, and I will quote him again:
I ask: why did the minister tell the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee only three weeks earlier that
there were no problems with the Onelink contract?

The evidence quite clearly shows and the transcript
is very clear - -

An honourable member interjected.
Mr BROWN - It does. I might say that when
they challenged the fact - Mr Dollis interjected.
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Emergency services: communications
system
Mr ASHLEY (Bayswater) - Will the Minister for
Health inform the house of the progress of the
installation of the Metropolitan Ambulance Service's
computer-aided dispatch vehicle aid being provided
by Intergraph?

Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Health) - I thank the
honourable member for his interest in the
computer-aided dispatch vehicle aid being provided
by Intergraph. I am sure honourable members will
be interested to know the history of a similar
development sought to be provided by the previous
government when in September 1985 registrations of
interest for a computer-aided dispatch system were
advertised by the Metropolitan Ambulance Service
at an anticipated cost of $9.8 million. Some two years
later, in August 1987, the ambulance service
provided a contract - Mr Haermeyer - Mr Speaker, on a point of
order, I draw your attention to the question that was
asked of the minister, which I suspect was penned
by her own hand. It related to the computer-aided
dispatch system being implemented by her
government It made absolutely no reference to the
previous government

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I do not uphold the
point of order.

Mrs TEHAN - As I was saying, currently we
have entered into an agreement for the provision of
computer-aided dispatch, but I was just reminding
the house that in 1987, two years after the
registrations of interest in 1985, a contract was .
entered into by the MAS and NCR Australia Ltd.
Some four years later, in 1991 - -

Mr BROWN - Here it is! I can read.
Mr Thwaites interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! If opposition members
on the front bench do not remain silent, I will call the
next question. The Minister for Transport, finishing
his answer.
Mr BROWN - There are other issues on which
he has misled the media, I would say purposely, and
I will as time goes on go through them in this house.

The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the honourable
member for Albert Park that he is not at liberty to sit
on the edge of his seat and yell interjections one after
the other. I ask him to remain silent
Mrs TEHAN - In 1991 that contract was
terminated -6 years, $9.8 million spent between
1985 and 1991, absolutely nothing provided to the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service.
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The Metropolitan Ambulance Service under the
leadership of John Perrin, the administrator, and
Jack Firman, entered into a contract with Intergraph
on 17 March 1994. Intergraph was chosen to provide
the CAD system because it has provided similar
systems in some 24 other locations, including the
United States of America, the United Kingdom,
Canada and Germany, and has provided very
sophisticated technology for police, emergency
response systems and airport services at O'Hare
Airport at Oricago.
As I said, on 17 March 1994 Intergraph entered into
a contract with the MAS. In December last year,
some nine months later, the non-emergency services
provided by Metropolitan Ambulance Service began
being dispatched &om the Intergraph headquarters
at Tally Ho under the automatic vehicle location and
CAD program. The ambulance service dispatches
are being shadowed at Doncaster and are in part
being provided under the computer-aided dispatch
system and in part by the traditional method used at
Doncaster.

It is important that there be a long and careful
evaluation of the program and of the changeover.
The highest priority for the government is to ensure
that the system is foolproof before dispatching is
provided totally by the computer-aided system. It
may take a little longer than had at first been
anticipated, but it is vitally important for the safety
of all patients using ambulance services, and it is
certainly vital to ensure that the community has
confidence in the ambulance service, that we carry
out the changeover properly, with dispatch still
primarily being provided in one area but being
shadowed by the computer-aided dispatch. The
service will slowly be taken over by the
computet-aided dispatch system, which will be
backed up by the traditional work and
communications carried out at Doncaster.

design equipment for software for automatic
ticketing in accordance with the original timetabling,
and ask why the minister has allowed these delays
to occur.

Hcmourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Before the minister
replies, I advise the honourable members for
Momington and Mordialloc that they are causing
the Chair a great deal of distress. Should they
continue in that vein I will take action against them.
Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) - It
would be pretty clear to the house by now that it is
not a matter of why I allowed this delay to take
place. We have been concerned about it and have
been pushing the consortium as hard as we possibly
could to get it rectified. However, to make sure that,
unlike the honourable member opposite, I do not
mislead the house, I want to quote &om a statement
to the stock exchange by the executive of the
company. I quote one paragraph:
No company representative accused the government of
trying to shift the blame for delays. Statements to this
effect were reported and attributed to the opposition
spokesman for transport

In a letter to the stock exchange from the consortium!

Hcmourable members interjecting.

Australian University Games
Mr PHILLIPS (Eltham) - Will the Minister for
Sport, Recreation and Racing inform the house of
La Trobe University's successful bid to host the
Australian University Games in Melbourne in 1997?

Automatic ticketing machines

Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Racing) - I advise the house that this is another
sporting coup for Victoria. The sixth Australian
University Games will be held in this state in 1997.
Another win for the sporting community and the
Kennett government. The host will be the La Trobe
University Sports and Recreation Association. The
games will further enhance Melbourne's reputation
as the sporting capital of the universe - we're
getting big now!

Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - I refer the
Minister for Public Transport to the press release
issued by Onelink on Monday, which states that the
Public Transport Corporation and Onelink have
failed to reach agreement on the specifications and

Previously the games were held as separate summer
and winter events but they have been joined
together for the past six years, and the 1997 games
will add to the recent sporting carnivals Victoria has
hosted, including the World Police and Fire Games

We have been very pleased with the system
prOVided by Intergraph. It will continue to be
watched and monitored. I would say in the space of
the next few months we will have a system that will
have met the objectives the Labor Party was unable
to meet in more than six years.
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held in Melbourne a couple of weeks ago, at which
there were 7500 competitors. They set attendance
records, and competitors and spectators alike agreed
they were the best ever held. There were no beds
available in Melbourne for that week and it was a
bonanza for taxidrlvers and hire-car owners.
That will be followed later this year by the sixth
Australian Masters Games, from 5 to 14 October. It
is anticipated that 10000 competitors will take part.
The Australian University Games will comprise
22 different sports, including athletics, aerobics,
badminton, squash, table tennis, tae kwon do and
tennis, and the aquatic sports of swimming, diving
and water polo. Of course, they will also include the
team sports of Australian rules football, soccer,
rugby union, basketball, hockey, netball and touch
football. The events will be staged at the
soon-tcrbe-started Melbourne Sports and Aquatic
Centre and at Olympic Park, Flinders Park and
Royal Park, all three venues being within
3 kilometres of the central business district.
I thank the honourable member for Eltham for his
question. Uke me he is obviously one-eyed about
Melbourne's sporting prowess. I am sure the sixth
Australian University Games will be a bonanza and
an absolute success, just as our previous carnivals
have been.

ASSOCIATIONS INCORPORATION
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
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CORPORATIONS (VICTORIA)
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 2 March; motion of
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General).
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - The opposition
supports this bill, which is part of an effective
national scheme that has been implemented with
goodwill and cooperation by each state. It is
sensible, logical and an example of what state and
commonwealth relations ought to be about.

The bill makes a very minor amendment to the
Corporations Law, the intent of which is instructive.
The Corporations (Victoria) Act 1990 ensures that, so
far as it is possible, the Victorian Corporations Law
and the Corporations Law of each state jurisdiction
operate as though they constituted a single national
Corporations Law that applied with equal force
throughout Australia. The object of the Corporations
Law is repeated in section 26. Section 26(a) of the
principal act reads:
The Corporations Law of Victoria, and the
Corporations Law of each jurisdiction other than
Victoria, are administered and enforced on a national
basis, in the same way as if those laws constituted a
single law of the commonwealth;

We are talking about a hand-in-glove set of uniform
laws that ensure that citizens and companies
anywhere in Australia are subject to exactly the
same regulatory conditions.

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This is a very short bill which has the simple

purpose of making minor amendments to the
Associations Incorporation Act 1981. The
amendments are essentially statute law revisions.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr MILD EN HALL
(Footscray).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday,S April.

The main purpose of the bill is to confer on lower
courts - Magistrates and County courts - the
jurisdiction to hear corporate law claims relating to
debt recovery and monetary compensation. We are
talking about a very small subsection of the overall
coverage of Corporations Law and the way
jurisdiction is conferred on particular courts. Over
the past few years there have been court decisions to
the effect that lower courts do not have the
jurisdiction to hear civil claims made under the
Corporations Law. It is claimed that the costs
involved in bringing actions before the higher
courts - the Supreme and Federal courts - may be
preventing cases from being heard.
The amendments that specifically confer jurisdiction
are therefore sensible. They improve access to
justice, subject to a reasonable limit on the
discretionary powers of those courts and the
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monetary limits applicable to them. The limit in the
Magistrates Court is $25 000, with an upper limit of
$200 000 in the County Court That is all very
straightforward. It all reads well until we get to the
last paragraph of the second-reading speech, in
which the intent of the bill is outlined. It
demonstrates the government's commitment to
reducing the cost of justice and, therefore, the impact
of costs on the court system. "That is a topical
concept - and it does not sit well with recent
publicity about increased court costs.
Cases are being allocated to particular level courts,
but at the same time there has been publicity on the
increase in court fees. That set of actions by the
government is not consistent.
That was particularly brought to attention in an
article in the Age of September 1994 which referred
to the levels of the courts that we are discussing
here. It said that the cost of filing a claim for a
COWlty Court action was to be increased from $235
to $350. It also said that the cost of filing a civil
damages claim in the Magistrates Court was to be
increased from a maximum of $78 to $175. "That
government measure is obviously nowhere near the
CPI increase or a reasonable annual indexation. The
increase in charges for a County Court action is
aroWld the 40 per cent mark. However, the
Magistrates Court increase is obviously well over
100 per cent; I estimate it to be aroWld the
130 per cent mark.
Recently comment was also made in the Law
Institute !ountJll about the increased level of
Magistrates Court and County Court fees. The
article stated that there had been complaints by
lawyers about a circular to the County Court saying
that it was Wlderstood that the Attorney-General, in
a letter to the Chief Justice dated 28 September 1994,
had advised that the broadest possible meaning
should be given to the term 'trial' and that the
shortest and most modest use of the courts for
reserved and consent judgments should be caught
up in this definition and higher fees charged.
Inconsistent themes are running through the bill: the
provision for higher costs; the provision introduced
last week for waiving or amendment of fees; and
now this measure, under which access to justice is to
be improved by conferring jurisdiction on a lower
level of court
As a representative of the government, the
Attorney-General needs to be consistent with these
measures. It is dear from its report that the Sackville
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committee believed that fees were indeed an access
to justice issue. When the fees were first announced
both the Victorian Bar Council and the Law Institute
of Victoria complained that the fees would hinder
access to justice. However, typically, the
Attorney-General's response to the position she
found herself in on some of these issues about the
way the judiciary is regulated and on the subject of
the legislation was to say that it had nothing to do
with access to justice.

For an accurate reference about that statement I refer
to an article in the SundJly Age of 11 September 1994
in response to claims by the then Victorian Bar
CoWlci1 Chairman, Mrs Susan Crennan, and the
Law Institute Acting President, Mr Mark Wood. The
Attorney-General is quoted as saying:
This has nothing to do with access to justice.

They are only the court fees, and the facts are that
lawyers' fees are by far and away the major
component in the costs of any action.
Currently the Sackville strategy and the
commonwealth government's response to it are
expected to provide a major national agenda and
momentum toward change and improvement of
access to justice.
The minister's own reform package was circulated
last year and has recently, yesterday and today, been
the subject of some publicity over defalcation
because of the actions of certain solicitors and the
impact on the Solicitors Guarantee Fund. Public
discussion has emerged around the issues of
deregulation and greater regulation of the
profession. However, dearly the agenda for change
will be directed towards the access to justice issues.
Although the Attorney-General is putting together
the reform package, my reading of it is that it does
not highlight as one of its principles an access to
justice theme. Although there is much in that
discussion paper I am attracted to, I believe the
access to justice strategy and theme ought to be a
prominent part of it and taken up by Victoria as part
of what will clearly become a major agenda--setting
exercise over the next year or so.

I guess the theme of this bill, this fine national
cooperation between the states and the
commonwealth, would in fact fly in the face of that
sort of development if the state and federal agencies
were moving in opposite directions.
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The bill is commonsense; it is supported by all those
I have spoken to. It has been dealt with in an
identical form in each state and this is the last state
to consider it It certainly should have a supported
passage through this house. On behalf of the
opposition I have pleasure in supporting the bill.
Mrs WADE (Attorney~eral) - I think the
comments of the honourable member for Footscray
were divided into three groups. He spent a short
time talking about the national companies and
securities scheme and described it as an effective
scheme which has his support. I have been
associated with a number of cooperative and
na tional schemes in the companies and securities
area going right back to the early to mid-1970s.
Cooperative schemes in relation to companies law
go right back to 1962.
There has basically been uniform legislation since
that time. The 1982 act was exported to Malaysia
and Singapore. Those countries picked it up on the
basis that it was effective company legislation and
well ahead of anything other countries had enacted
at that time. I have been trying to find the time to
travel to Singapore to learn about what that country
has done with its company legislation since then, but
I have not yet managed to do so.
Australia has continued to modify its company and
securities legislation. I believe the constant changes
in company and securities law are likely to have an
adverse effect on business if they continue at the rate
of recent years. It is important that the business
community has some certainty in its operations, and
that is difficult if the law continues to change.
The second issue raised by the honourable member
for Footscray was the need to reduce the cost of
justice. He quoted from the second-reading speech
and acknowledged the government's desire to
reduce the cost of justice. He seemed to think the
recent increase in court fees was totally inconsistent
with that aim. He quoted the Sunday Age as
reporting that I had said court fees had nothing to
do with access to justice. I am not a keen reader of
the Sunday Age. I am not sure whether the
newspaper has accurately quoted me - or I may not
have expressed myself as well as I should have.
Court fees are relevant to access to justice but they
are a small part of the cost of going to court.
Solicitors and barristers fees are far in excess of
anything we ask by way of court fees. I would have
preferred not to increase court fees.
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One of the aspects of being in government is that
although you would prefer not to do certain things,
on balance you know it is in the best interests of the
public to do so. This is one of those cases. There is no
point in keeping court fees at a low level if access to
justice becomes access to substandard justice. The
court facilities we inherited from the previous
government were substandard in a number of
instances. The honourable member for Footscray
either has been or is about to go to the Children's
Court. There he will find a court that is not of the
highest standard, although it is by no means the
worst court in Victoria. I suggest he look at the
courts in Femtree Gully, Ringwood and Sunshine,
all of which are in need of replacement as soon as
possible.
The government is keen to improve court facilities as
well as ensuring that the best possible people
occupy judicial positions. It would be a pity if the
honourable member for Footscray immediately
aligned himself with the Law Institute of Victoria
and the Bar Council on this issue. He should make
sure he is well informed before leaping into bed
with those organisations. The new Supreme, County
and Magistrates courts fees are not exactly the same
as the relevant fees in other states, but they are
broadly comparable. The government examined the
fees in other states and in the federal court
jurisdiction before making these changes. Some of
the fees may be higher and some may be lower; but,
as I said, they are broadly comparable.
The government is not moving to a user-pays
system. Rather, it is putting a lot of taxpayers'
money into the evil jurisdiction. People such as the
members of the law Institute of Victoria and the
opposition sometimes forget that courts need money
to operate effectively. That money has to be either
taxpayers' money, which comes from the general
community, or money collected by way of the fees
paid by the people who use the courts. The
government has decided on a mix of taxpayers'
money and user-pays funds to meet those costs. It is
unfair that taxpayers should bear the whole burden
of civil court costs. The civil courts are often used by
large corporations in long drawn~ut cases, and
those corporations can afford to pay a portion of the
costs. I believe that is a fairer way of dealing with it
I shall briefly mention three issues. Firstly, the
government is returning the greater part of the
money from the fee increase back into the court
system itseU. In the past court fees have always gone
straight into consolidated revenue.
Attorneys-General have had to go to the Treasurer
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to get back some of that money so it could be put
into the court system. Now the greater part of the
increase in those fees will be returned to the court
system, enabling the Supreme, County and
Magistrates courts to suggest ways in which the
courts can be improved. The money will benefit the
people who use the courts through the provision of
better waiting rooms and so on. In the criminal area
we are building waiting rooms for the victims of
crime so that they do not have to sit with the
accused. We are also putting in changing rooms for
babies. We are also trying to make our courts more
friendly for and useable by those who work in them,
as well as those members of the public who go to
court either of their own accord or because they
have to.
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opposition, the Law Institute of Victoria and the Bar
Council; but it seems they can see only the
downside, not the upside, of an increase in court fees.
Thirdly, we are doing something through legislation
that we debated a couple of weeks ago, the Courts
(General Amendment) Bill, to ensure that the fees
will be waived for people who might suffer
hardship if forced to pay them. Again, that is a first
It has never before been possible to have fees waived
in the courts, but when we increased the fees we felt
it was important that there should be an ability to
waive them. We could not do it in the regulations
that increased the fees because it needed to go into a
bill.
Mr Mildenhall interjected.

111.at is not the only money being spent on courts.
Since coming to government we have opened new
Magistrates Courts in Frankston, Dandenong and
Melbourne. Those courts have been funded from
loans and consolidated revenue, not by way of court
fees. We are committed to getting rid of substandard
courts and replacing them with buildings of good
quality.
Secondly, the government is putting money back
into an appeals cost fund. People often find
themselves before the Supreme Court after having
been to a tribunal hearing - which is a cheaper
form to justice - despite having no desire to be
there. For example, people go to the Equal
Opportunity Board or another tribunal on the basis
that it will not cost them anything. On occasions
they are fortunate and win the case; sometimes they
are not so fortunate because a tribunal can make a
mistake on questions of law. Those people then find
themselves before the Supreme Court arguing
questions of law.
They went into the legal system thinking that
appearing before a tribunal would cost them
nothing. But when a tribunal makes a mistake on a
question of law the people involved can be up for
not only their own Supreme Court costs but the
costs of other parties. That could cost them $100 000.
In 1971 the then government introduced a fund to
pay those costs. At that time the fund allowed for
the payment of up to $4000. That level has never
been lifted. At present someone can get a
reimbursement order for $100 000 from the appeals
cost fund, but because there is a limit of only $4000
he or she has to bear the other $96 000. The
government is putting some of the money back into
that fund. That should have the support of the

Mrs WADE - It will be a matter for the courts to
decide whether or not they will waive fees. So there
are three very good aspects of this fee increase. As I
said, one does not like to increase fees, but on
balance I believe the advantages outweigh the
disadvantages.
I was very pleased to note that in a portion of his
contribution to the debate the honourable member
for Footscray said he was very attracted to the
government's agenda for change in the legal
profession. I look forward to having his support
when we eventually introduce legislation. The
honourable member said it should incorporate some
aspects of access to justice. It is one part of a whole
plan aimed towards providing access to justice.
There is no doubt that very Significant
improvements could be made to our legal system.
We have made a number of them. The Crimes
(Criminal Trials) Act has enhanced the ability of
judges to manage criminal trials. We are putting
money into new courts, and not only the courts I
have mentioned: the next court on the list will be a
replacement for the Ringwood-Femtree Gully courts
and will be either in Ringwood or in Knox. We are
looking at the possibility of a new County Court
building because the current building is unable to
handle the volume of work coming before the
County Court.
There are a number of ways we can improve access
to justice. It cannot be done by a report The
Saclcville report, which is some inches thick and
which no doubt cost the commonwealth
government some millions of dollars, is all very well
in its way, but to my mind the money spent by the
commonwealth government on reports on justice
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issues would be better spent if it were sent down
here to go towards providing baby changing rooms
or other court facilities.
The point is that this government is not into writing
long and attractively presented reports; it is into
action. The bill before us today is part of that action,
and the agenda for change is another aspect of it.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
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I guess the story starts with the government's paper
entitled Victorian Port Authorities - Preferred Reforms
issued in August last year. As has been said to me a
number of times, on this occasion the Office of State
Owned Enterprises is acting like the Gestapo. People
are running scared. There is no-one in the system
who will pop his or her head up because the SOE
will chop it off. The whole process has been
disjointed, secretive and driven by fear. Despite all
the protestations by the Treasurer, I doubt very
much whether even the majority of cabinet members
support this; I suspect they have been driven into
the ground on this stupid move. No benchmarks
have been set or produced. Indeed, the whole thing
requires an act of faith, and it is an act of blind faith.

Passed remaining stages.

PORTS ACTS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Government amendment circulated by Mrs WADE
(Attorney-General) pUlSuant to sessional orders.

Second reading
Debate resumed from 10 November 1994; motion
of Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer).
Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - The circulated
amendment is good because, if nothing else, it will
put things off for another six months.
Let there be no doubt that I oppose this bill on behalf
of the opposition. In fact, it is absolutely amazing
that the government has proceeded with the bill
because no-one, other than perhaps the Treasurer
and the Office of State Owned Enterprises - there
will be nothing state-owned left, it will all be flogged
off - is interested in selling off the ports. None of
the user groups, not even David Edwards - bless
his little soul! - of VECO is in favour of this little
move by the government. In fact, I have heard it
described as obscene as well as stupid.
Fancy any government anywhere wanting to sell off
the ports! lhat is what the bill is about. None of the
economic and political commentators, no other
government in Australia, and indeed no government
in the whole wide world, is proceeding down this
stupid path. It is absolutely amazing. One can
conclude only that the government is being driven
by ideology. I would doubt whether, in his heart of
hearts, even the Minister for Roads and Ports in
another place wants to proceed with it. In fact, it
seems to me this has been driven by the Treasurer
and his office on no ground other than that they
think it is a good idea and want to flog off the ports.

In its own paper the government talks about the
improvements that have been made in Australia's
ports. Indeed, there have been improvements.
However, the government's measure of
improvements is single-minded and demonstrates
tunnel vision. It believes the only way you can get
improvement is to sack. people or drop their wages,
or generally both. The Port of Melbourne AuthOrity,
which runs Australia's busiest port, has made
tremendous productivity gains.
In the government's own paper it states:
Various reports over a number of years have
highlighted the relatively high costs and inefficiencies
of Australian ports on an international scale. In order to
give our industries the best chance of success, it is
important to target a performance standard that is
equivalent to the world's best

The phrase 'world's best practice' is one of the most
abused terms the economic rationalists have ever
produced. They talk about world's best practice, but
that means nothing more than having the work force
in this country working in the same shocking and
unacceptable conditions that we see in Third World
countries. If that is the aim of economic rationalists,
we want no part of it. Any government that
proceeds down that path by reducing the conditions
for the work force of the country to $1 a day, with no
safety, no conditions and no protection will be
eternally ashamed and damned.
A lot of these half-baked, poorly analysed and
poorly resourced papers talk about world's best
practice and what goes on in other ports in the
world such as Singapore. Singapore is said to be the
world's most efficient port but what is forgotten is
that in comparing our ports with Singapore and
ports in Japan - both have cheaper port
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turnarounds and operations - they are not
comparing apples with apples. The government in
Singapore did not drag the rug out from under its
port; it has poured hundreds of millions of dollars
into the latest technology to produce facilities that
will ensure that the port operates efficiently, and the
same thing happened in Japan. However, this
government, being entirely stupid, decides to flog
off the port and let the private sector operate it even
though not one section of the private sector is
interested in it!
I shall elucidate some of the complaints and
concerns of the private sector about this absolutely
stupid move. In other countries, where people have
cheaper ways of dealing with the import and export
trade in their ports, they recognise the importance of
port resources and a great deal of money and effort
has been poured into improving them. However,
this government says it is going to pull out its
resources: it is going to asset strip and then flog
them.
During the 1980s we had the Bonds and the
Skases - the idols and the icons of the private sector
world -ripping off millions, so the private sector's
reputation for doing things better than the
government is not so hot One suspicion I have is
that because the private sector has mucked up its
own area with disastrous paper trading, asset
stripping, corruption, graft and any other term you
like to use, it wants to get its hands on the people's
assets. For heaven's sake, this government is in bed
with them, and that is absolutely unforgivable.
When we compare overseas ports with our own we
forget about the unique nature of Australian trade. If
we compare our ports with the port of Singapore we
should not forget that 80 per cent of cargo in and out
of the port of Singapore is transported in 4O-foot
containers.
Mr Kilgour interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - The honourable member
measures productivity by how little the workers are
paid, how few workers are employed and how
many people there are in unemployment queues.
That is how you measure productivity: screw them
down to nothing! Here we have the world's best
ideologist complaining about productivity, but he
does not care about the people; he only cares about
the balance sheet The balance sheet goes on forever
and the end result is how you front when you meet
St Peter at the Pearly Gates! It is not how much
money you have in your pocket when you leave
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here; you came into the world with nothing and that
is how you go out

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Cllair
does not want a dull and boring debate, but neither
does it want a yelling match across the chamber. I
encourage the honourable member for Shepparton
to contain his enthusiasm and I ask the honourable
member for Morwell to direct his comments through
the Glair. We should then have a fairly orderly
debate.
Mr HAMILTON - The point I am making is:
when commentators, whether government or
non-government, start comparing productivity
between one port and another they should ensure
that they compare apples with apples and not apples
with oranges. Clearly, overseas ports do not have
the unique export products we have in this country.
We export primary products, which are exported by
weight and are generally transported in 20-foot
containers -which is what they are called across
the world - and we cannot make honest
comparisons. We handle two containers to every one
container handled by the port of Singapore. We
must ensure that we are comparing apples with
apples.
Mr Kilgour interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - The honourable member is
making fun of an important lack of comparison This
is sabotage not only of the Victorian people but also
of the nation. You can stop production in any other
area in Victoria at any time and it would be lucky to
make the headlines or the television news - except
if the lights were turned off, and then you would not
have television news - but if the port of Melbourne
closes for a day it hits the headlines and the BBC
news in the United Kingdom and in the United
States. We are not talldng about a state-owned
enterprise but something that has international
implications for the whole of Australia.

By attempting to flog off this asset by way of this bill
the government is undermining the integrity of the
whole of Australia's economic trade. The rubbish it
has used to try to butter up what it is doing is
certainly seen through by the major business areas in
this state. The government is trying to isolate what
goes on in our ports from what goes on outside
them, and that is impossible. It is stupid to try to
isolate what happens in a port The port of
Melbourne might have $100 million in business
going through it in its own right, but it is responsible
for billions of dollars and hundreds of thousands of
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jobs not just in Victoria or Melbourne but
throughout Australia, because the largest amount of
export and import traffic passes through the port of
Melbourne.
The government has listed a number of principles to
guide the preferred refonn directions: they should
achieve economic benefit for the state; encourage
competition; create conditions where the services are
provided by the most cost~ffective prOvider; make
the best use of assets, subject to the observance of
competitive objectives; the private sector should
have the predominant role in commercial service
prOvision and asset ownership; non-commercial and
monopolistic activities should be identified and
separated from competitive or potentially
competitive activities, wherever they may be; and
economic regulation may be necessary where
uncompetitive markets arise. Not one of those seven
points has anything to do with safety, the proper
running of ports, calls for awareness of
environmental hazards, working conditions or social
objectives. The government does not know the
words 'social objectives'. It has absolutely no vision
beyond the almighty dollar!
If you have dollar signs in both eyes it is difficult to
see people. Not one of the government's preferred
options has to do with anything other than money.
Shame on the government! We would be better
having the world's greatest economist running this
state than the government because he might know a
bit more about economics. Any port is a living,
breathing entity, and to operate effectively it must
take into account the interests of the nation and the
interests of the people of the nation. Whatever
governments do and whatever the private sector
does in the end has an effect on real people. Once
that goal is lost the whole purpose of living is also
lost.
It is therefore important to look at more than just
competition, economic efficiency and the breaking
up of ports. We ought to be looking at coordinating
and generally integrating what goes on so that every
person in Victoria and Australia can benefit. What
does it benefit any of us if the stevedoring
companies buy the ports for a song and make
millions? There will be no benefit in that for the
people of Victoria! In fact, there is a fair chance that
under some of the scenarios being suggested for the
future of our ports one or two people will grab the
fruits of past labours and everyone else will suffer
forever after. That is a possibility; in fact it is a
probability. Even the government's own paper states:
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There are some berths where predominant users
operate alongside other users. The government would
consider expressions of interest in such circumstances
on a case-by~ basis, and would pay particular
attention to proposed access rights and arrangements
for actual and potential other users.

It is saying that if a user buys the port facility or
buys a facility at a port that user ought to have some
way of doing a deal with someone else who wants to
use that facility. I do not have a problem with that
However, I do have a problem with the absolute
contradiction in terms of the general economic
commonsense expressed by most commentators that
you run a good business by getting rid of non-core
activities. TIlat is what the SEC did before it was
destroyed. The govenunent is saying that we must
get rid of non-core activities. If we got rid of all the
non-core activities in this place we would be left
with the Premier!

The government has not answered the question:
why would businesses want to take on
responsibilities that are non-core activities?
Businesses have answered the question for the
government. Most business operators in Victoria
and in Australia do not see owning a port or a berth
at a port as being part of their core business activity,
whether that core activity happens to be building
motor cars, growing wheat or wool or doing a
million other things. It is no wonder that business
operators are not interested in buying the ports.
Mrs Henderson - How do you know?

Mr HAMILTON -If you wait, all will be
revealed.
Mr Cooper - You're not going to confuse us
with facts, are you? There's always a first time for
facts.
Mr HAMILTON - Let there be no doubt that I
have been consistent in my opposition to
privatisation. The fourth option in the government's
paper is:
It is proposed that the remaining business of the
relevant port authority would be offered for sale
generally.

That means we will have a fire sale! Even David
Edwards has said he does not think that is such a
good idea. He is almost the guru of right-wing
thinking these days.
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An honourable member interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - Michael Porter has gone out
of fashion and Des Moore is taking over. Michael
Porter might even be writing some left-wing
material soon. The major assets of the port will be
flogged off! That is terribly short-sighted thinking.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - It is not a garage sale, it is a
fire sale. In a garage sale the goods are not smoke
damaged. The government might flog off the ports
before they get smoke damaged. The government's
action will take away from any authority any
responsibility as a living, breathing entity to have a
say in the options for its future. You put a noose
around its neck and say that what is happening in
1995 is the end of the penny section, the end of the
line. 1hat is a short-Sighted and completely senseless
way of approaching this issue. It does nothing other
than reveal the ideology of the government.
I now come to something dear to the heart of the

honourable member for MOmington= the Geelong,
Portland and Hastings areas. Although the port of
Hastings has one of the most sensitive environments
of any port and contains one of Victoria's state
treasures in the penguin parade, which drags in
millions of overseas visitors, the government wants
to flog it off. The two oil companies that have just
entered into a joint venture to buy some of the oil
tanks around the port are not interested in buying
the port because it is not part of their core business.
So the government intends to flog it off to someone
who has no interest in it and no commitment to the
people of Victoria and whose only commitment is to
making a dollar.
The honourable member for Momington does not
care what happens to the port or to our heritage. Yet
the government has the audacity to introduce a
Coastal Management Bill! Even then the government
does not want to take any responsibility for it and
intends to have it run by an amateur group.
Mr Cooper - That is absolute rubbish!
Mr HAMILTON - His words will come back to
haunt him. He does not care for the port and wants
to flog it off for a measly dollar. There has to be
something better in life than that. The government's
own paper states:
Beaches and public parks within any port area will be
preserved as general public assets and will not be sold.
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Thank you for not selling off our beaches! The

government will probably pump the sand out and
sell it overseas. The document also states:
Rights of general public access are to be reserved.

This generous government that has not yet flogged
off our beaches and parks will allow us to have
access to them. The next section of the government's
paper says:
Underwater assets to remain state owned.

So if it is under water it will remain state owned,
which is quite interesting since most of the sludge
remains on top of the water.
The operation of any port, especially the port of
Melbourne, requires good channels, and you have to
dredge them regularly. I understand the channels in
the port of Melbourne are dredged about every three
months. The government is putting the screws on
the workers; it will get to the stage where the
government will lose the dredging operation. In fact
the workers are almost at that stage. I give the
government due warning that if they continue down
the path of pressuring people to put up with
unacceptable working conditions and an
unacceptable level of future security, they will end
up losing the dredging operation. Members of the
government will just say,'So what? The private
sector will be buy it'.
Mr McArthur interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - Let it be known there is an
international shortage of dredging operators,
especially in South-East Asia. In the port of
Melbourne we have one of the best possible
dredging operations, which also carries out work in
the port of Geelong. It has first-rate surveyors,
hydrographic surveyors and equipment operators,
and the equipment works very well. If we lose it, if
the operation falls apart under your stupid plan,
what happens when you want to dredge a channel?
Are you going to have to call up someone in
South-East Asia and hope they come while the port
of Melbourne is blocked, while the main artery of
this country is blocked, because you do not know
how to manage people? That is what it gets down to:
managing people, not things. So let the government
be very careful about how it handles this delicate
exercise.

Mr McArthur interjected.
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Mr HAMILTON - TItis is not an exercise in
union bashing. Be warned. TItis is about maintaining
the arteries to Melbourne and keeping them open.
That is what it is about. Do not destroy it. You can
cut workers' conditions and numbers to only a
possible minimum. You will get to a stage like the
one reached with electricity supply in the Geelong
area, where thousands of homes suffered blackouts
because there were not enough maintenance
workers to look after the equipment.
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Competition to be actively encouraged and
impediments to it removed.

That is an absolutely jingoistic, junk statement.
Competition simply leads to the fat cow gobbling up
the lean cow; the seven fat cows followed by the
seven lean cows! If you talk to anyone who has a
small business, that is what you will hear.
Coles-Myer knocked over all the local grocery stores.
What happens to local butchers? They are lucky if
they have a store in the local shopping centre.

Mr McArthur interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - That is what is happening in
Victoria. My office has been blacked out in the past
three months. There hadn't been blackouts in
Victoria for 15 years until you mob cut them down
beyond any operating capacity at all and - The DEPUIY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member should address the Chair.

Mr HAMILTON - The reductions and so-called
productivity improvements referred to must be
aimed very clearly at leaving an operation, whether
it be port maintenance, dredging operations or port
administration, that can still operate and operate
effectively.
Later in the same exercise the government refers to
taking away some of the unique and important
functions of the port authority. It refers to
contracting out, or whatever other euphemism is
used, such things as the EPA controls, emergency
hazard response, hazard and toxic waste treatment,
electricity and port maintenance - all to be
contracted out. Ports are not dead places where
people can sit and wait for things to happen. If there
is an oil spill, it has to be dealt with immediately. We
must have emergency response teams made up of
people who are trained and have the necessary
experience and the equipment they need. If there is a
breakdown in electricity supply to the port while a
ship is being loaded or unloaded, it must be
attended to. If there are hazardous cargoes, the
appropriate people have to be there to deal with
them. You cannot take an accountant and put him in
charge of an engineering program. The accountant
will be fiddling with all the numbers while the
engineering facility breaks down. The lack of a jOint
capable response and maintenance team will in fact
destroy the long-term operation of the port.
The government has the fixed idea that competition
is the be-all and end-all. Competition is not
intrinsically good. In point 5 the government says:

Mr Kilgour - The butchers are earning a lot
more in Safeway than they would in their own
businesses.
Mr HAMILTON - We ought to record that you
promote Safeway more than the small butcher in a
country town. What a great local country member!
Wait until the small businesses in Shepparton see
that! In bed with the big people! There are more
voters among the small people than the big people
like Coles-Myer, who have one vote each. The
people understand. It is about time the government
woke up to it and about time some of you members
of the National Party woke up to it.

Point 7 of this disgusting paper on the government's
preferred port reforms is headed:
A progressive lowering of costs to users

They forget what was said on a
never-to-be-forgotten occasion by one of my
least-admired heroes of the Liberal Party, Malcolm
Fraser: 'There's no such thing as a free lunch'. If you
are going to lower the cost to the users, who pays?
That is the question. You can't get anything for
nothing. It would do members opposite good to take
a lesson in physics and learn not only that you can't
get anything for nothing - you rip-off
merchants! -you can't even break even. That is the
problem. You use up resources and you use up
people, and you get your rewards in hell! The bill is
based on a discredited and hopeless paper and built
on a hopeless philosophy. If you build your house
on sand, you know what will happen to it!
I now need to provide some evidence to bolster the
rhetoric I have been using thus far. An article by one
of the economic commentators I admire, Ken
Davidson-Mr McArthur interjected.
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Mr HAMILTON - If you do not read some of
your enemy's material, you learn nothing about
your enemy. If you know nothing about your
enemy, you are bound to lose. Never forget that. Let
an old head give you some wise advice, ymmg man!
Ken Davidson says this about port privatisation:
From the users' perspective, the reform process
amounts to this: hitherto the port authority was a
one-stop shop which could deal with all the problems
associated with imports and exports and with the
minister responsible - -

Mr McArthur interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - They are key words, 'the
minister responsible'. What happens when you flog
off the ports? The minister will be responsible for
nothing. Come payday the hands of that minister of
the Crown will be shaking because he will have
earned nothing. He will not be responsible for a
bloomin' thing! You people supposedly believe in
earning an honest quid! The minister will be
responsible for absolutely nothing. Let me continue
the quote:
... for ports if negotiations with the port authority broke
down.

He would then be the ultimate authority for
resolving any disputes. But when you start breaking
up your ports, as the bill proposes, you end up with
a body like Owmelcorp and something else - Mr McArthur interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - We are not only not
supporting it, we are opposing and dividing on it.
Let there be no doubt about that! lbat
single-function notion has worked pretty well. The
port of Melbourne has operated pretty well for more
than 100 years.
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but not the port of Melbourne. They cannot even get
that right. Was the Treasurer rolled by big business
because the big businesses operate through the port
of Melbourne? But big business said the government
could flog off the smaller ports - that is, Hastings,
Portland and Geelong. Big business does not care.
Let me tell you, the people of Geelong do not think it
is a great idea. The only people in the whole world
who think selling off the port of Geelong is a good
idea are the four Liberal members down there. What
is more, two of them do not even live in Geelong.
Who would buy a port without knowing the terms
and conditions customers would have to comply
with in order to get in and out of the facility? As one
industry spokesperson said, it is a bit like asking
somebody to buy a house without giving him
control of the front driveway. That is a pretty good
analogy. This altruistic government is palming off
the channels that every ship has to use! It does not
own the ports, but it controls the channels. Whom
do the big companies deal with? You may have the
house, but you will not have the key to the front
door. How stupid! It does not make sense!
Ken Davidson is not the only commentator who says
so. Dozens of commentators have said the same
thing. I cannot believe this mob. They must have
inch-thick plugs in their ears. They seem unable to
hear what people out there are saying about this
particular sale. They must have blinkers over their
eyes and inch-thick earplugs - and pegs on their
noses, too, because everybody else can smell this
rotten deal. Commentators all over the place are
saying exactly thallf a Tory Thatcherite
government were having a bash at the unions, we
could all understand il But the government needs to
understand that this particular proposal is not
supported by anyone.
The President of the Australian Peak Shippers
Association, Frank Beaufort, has called the whole
exercise:

Mr McArthur interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - I wish he would change the
record and get the dollar signs out of his eyes. I
would have thought the honourable member would
have had some feeling for things other than the
money in his pocket. The article continues:
Now this single function will be split between a
land-based entity (which will be privatised in the case
of Hastings, Portland and Geelong -

... a giant con which, on even the government's new
figures, is providing benefits in terms of lower costs
that are miserable.

Miserable benefits - that is what they are. They are
no better than those achieved by the current reforms.
There you go: that was said not by Ken Davidson
but by the President of the Australian Peak Shippers
Association!
Mr McArthur interjected.
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The AC11NG SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) -Order!
The member for Monbulk is testing the Chair. If he
wants to interject he should do so from his place;
and if he wishes to contribute to the debate, he will
get the call at the appropriate time.
Mr HAMILTON - The article goes on to say:
Amazingly, when port users attended meetings with
government representatives in Melbourne and Geelong
and asked report's authors to explain the basis for
savings-

this will slay you the government's advisers at both meetings refused on
the basis that the information was 'commercial in
confidence'.

Would you believe it? The government has all these
wonderful figures but it cannot tell anyone because
of commercial confidentiality. What a load of utter
rubbish! Everything is shrouded in commercial
confidentiality. Who is responsible to whom? Whom
does the government think it is fooling? If it wants to
do secret deals it should go over to Sicily - that is
where it should be operating. This is the only
country in the world that is trying to flog off its
ports. Yet this government says, 'We can't tell you
why'. Is it because it has done a secret deal with
some crooked business person? Is that why it will
not tell us? The lack of accountability is absolutely
amazing. I shall read this to the house:
The so-called government reform of the ports has been
a farce of disgraceful proportions, stretching from the
October 1992 election to the present day and, judging
on latest developments, into the future.

That was said by the editor of the Daily CommerciJll
News, Dale Crisp. Yet another commercial
publication has absolutely slammed the
government's proposal. It is a wonder that members
of the government are not too embarrassed or too
ashamed to support this ridiculous bill. The article
continues:
Ports are among the last businesses that should be
broken up and privatised, because the owner of the
port captures only a fraction of the value generated by
the port which accrues to the whole community.
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flog off the ports. It has been bright enough to realise
that flogging off the ports would be a real vote loser.

Mrs Henderson interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - The honourable member for
Geelong should go around and find out how many
people think she is great for supporting the flogging
off of the port. Let her do a survey on that! As I said,
no-one in Geelong wants to see the port flogged off.
They want to see it fulfil the potential it has to
become another gateway to the Western Oistrict.1t
has a national standard gauge rail line running
alongside it and is a means of access to some of the
richest farming land in the whole world. Yet the
government wants to flog it off and put it into the
hands of the private sector. How dare they! New
South Wales did not do it It corporatised its ports
and let them operate along business lines. We would
have no objection to that; but we object to the
government's getting rid of something that is vital
not only to our day-to-day activities but to the
defence of the nation. You could not imagine either
former President Reagan or President Clinton
flogging off the ports of the USA!

Your enemy owns your port. What happens when
you go to war? I cannot understand why the
ultraconservatives on the other side of the house
would even contemplate that stupid move. It is a
wonder the RSL and Bruce Ruxton are not jumping
up and down saying, 'How dare you do that? What
if our future enemy buys the port of Melbourne or
the port of Geelong? Enemy ships will come into the
port of Geelong and government ships will come
into the port of Melbourne'.

Mrs Henderson interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - Now they are starting to
apologise for their lunacy. That is what their
interjections are: apologies for their lunacy in
wanting to flog off our ports. They will not have any
support and they can run their dollar arguments as
much as they like. Wa1k around the streets of
Geelong and ask the people if they want to see their
port flogged off. They do not You can stand up and
argue as much and as long as you like, but you will
find that no-one in the whole of this state thinks it is
a good idea to sell the ports.
Mr McArthur - That is a big statement.

And you lot are flogging off the SEC! Even the New
South Wales Liberal government has been bright
enough to realise the absolute stupidity of trying to

Mr Heffeman interjected.
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Mr HAMILTON - It has nothing to do with you
lot thinking it is a good or a bad idea; it is because
the boss will give any of you a swift kick in the
bottom if you dare open your mouth by way of
protest Talk about the weakest backbench in the
history of any government in Victoria! There it is: it
is too weak for anyone of you to stand up to the
boss man. He has you all bluffed; he comes down
and whacks a few ears and kicks a few butts.
Mr Heffernan - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, could there be some sort of a debate on the

bill? We understand the excitement of the
honourable member for Morwell, but could we have
general debate that sticks to the bill rather than
focusing on the government backbench and
wandering off around Melbourne looking at
everything and making broad statements on every
policy direction in Victoria? I thought this debate
was about item no. 3 on the notice paper, the Ports
Acts (Amendment) Bill. Could you possibly bring
the honourable member back to that, Sir?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Jasper) -Order!
The minister will be aware that the second-reading
debate allows for broad debate on legislation and
bills that are brought before the Parliament
However, I remind the honourable member for
Morwell that he has strayed away from the bill.
Perhaps he could relate his comments more closely
to the bill that we are debating.
Mr HAMILTON - Thank you, Mr Acting
Speaker. I refer the house to the penultimate
paragraph on page 1 of the second-reading speech of
the minister on the Ports Act (Amendment) Bill,
which says quite clearly and distinctly -even the
dumbest of us should be able to understand this tha t the proposals in the bill:
do not pre-enpt or limit the options for structural
reform of the commercial port authorities, which
should be the subject of a further announcement in the
near future. The changes proposed here are consistent
with a wide range of reforms.
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bill. He jolly well ought to be - he is probably out
trying to flog off something else!
An article by Adrian Rollins and Mark Forbes in the
Sunday Age of 28 August 1994 - another worthy
publication which I am sure the government loves headed 'Port authority attacks sell-off plan as risky'
states:
The Kennett government's privatisation agenda is
under intensified attack, with criticism of its plan to sell

off the port of Melbourne from business groups and the
port's government-appointed board.

This is in fact what happened. This is how -the
Treasurer and the Office of State-Owned Enterprises
got rolled and how the Minister for Roads and Ports
in the other place had a magnificent win. Out of all
the disaster of flogging off all the ports at least the
minister had a great win and saved the port of
Melbourne; the jewel in the crown. He lost a few
because he got rolled by the Treasurer and the
Gestapo that operate out at the SOE, but at least he
saved that - and good on him. Let us hope he keeps
working away and the government comes into this
house in another few weeks or months and says,
'Well, we've worked out that we had better not sell
our port', not because it is ideologically unsound or
stupid; the excuse they will use is, 'We could not get
enough for it'. They will not get enough for it
because none of the big players want to buy it, for
heaven's sake.
The article goes on:
The chief executive of the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, Mr David
Edwards, said he shared the concerns of the authority's

board.

It further states:
The real concern is whereas the government's other
privatisation programs have focused on competition -

this is dear Mr Edwards speaking I have referred to these reforms; they are set out in
the government's own paper, and the Treasurer
referred to them in his second-reading speech. Apart
from some asides on other privatisation issues, all
the remarks I have made so far during this speech other than perhaps about the inane amount of
discipline that occurs on the other side of the house
under the Premier's strong hand - have been
relevant to the bill. I would have expected the
Treasurer to be in here defending this indefensible

this one seems to be focused on getting the best price to
reduce debt, rather than getting the best competition
and cost structure for users.

This is not some left-wing ideologue; this is David
Edwards, Mr Right of Victoria, who is criticising it

He goes on further to list a great number of concerns
about the government's direction.
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In an article in the Age of 13 August 1994 Ken
Davidson, the intellectual, said:
The intellectual shroud clothing the privatisation of the
port is even more threadbare.

He was comparing it with the privatisation of
Tullamarine -well, no comment!:
It is also planned to sell off the docks piecemeal. This

proposal is as mad as selling a restaurant -

I like that analogybit by bit so that there are separate owner/operators for
table settings and decor, waiting, food preparation,
cleaning and dishwashing.

That is what it is about every operation of a
restaurant having a different owner and a different
manager. That is how stupid this plan is. It is not a
bad analogy. If you think about it, the same pigeons
will come home to roost when you flog off the SEC.
Not even Blind Freddy would flog off a restaurant
under such an exercise.
The article goes on further:
Neither BHP nor Esse -

not bad-sized companies in your book; they are big
businesses, not little businesses. The way you are
going your little business will be out of business:
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who is responsible for running the ports. In the
Westminster system, which I think we still have in
this country, the most responsible person is the
minister. That is why it is wrong; that is why big
business is saying to you, 'Don't do it, it is stupid'.
Any number of articles go on and say that
An article in the Age of 12 September 1994 reports:
Privatisation of various public authorities may be high
on the government's agenda but would the new
owners of port facilities be reliable in putting
Melbourne and Victoria's interests first?

That is a good question: would they? Does the
government put Victoria's and Melbourne's interests
first? No. The whole nature of capitalism is that the
priority is to ensure that shareholders receive good
returns. Putting Melbourne's and Victoria's interests
first is not the priority held by the government
Another article in the Herald Sun headed 'Our
transport future' has David Edwards again
questioning the privatisation of our ports. There are
dozens of articles that report that people do not
want their ports privatised. David Edwards also
says that the direction we have been going in in
improving the performance of our ports is the right
direction. Business supports it but does not support
the selling off. He states:
The port requires an overall coordinating body to bring

all the parts together to provide a clear strategic
direction.

is likely to be interested in buying Hastings, Alcoa is
uninterested in Geelong and Portland, and farmers,
whose bulk conunodities such as wheat and meat
constitute the main cargo put through Geelong and
Portland, have neither the money nor the organisation
to buy these ports.

Nor would they want to. They are in the business of
producing primary goods, not running a port, for
heaven's sake.
Mr McArthur - What is your point?
Mr HAMILTON - The point is that there is an
assumption that the users will buy the port, which is
what your Treasurer's paper says -and I grant that
not every member opposite would have read it and
not all of them would have understood it, true but the users are not interested in buying the ports.
However, the users are interested in seeing that the
ports run effectively and efficiently and are
accountable and that they have access to someone

It makes sense. I do not always agree with what he
says, but in this case he is right. Who should have
overall responsibility? Not some foreign owner but
the government of Victoria. We are dealing with the
future of Victoria, but the government is abrogating
its responsibilities. The opening paragraph of an
article by Ken Davidson in the Age of 14 September
1994 says the same thing:
The Minister for Transport and Industrial Relations, Mr
Brereton, and the Victorian Treasurer, Mr Stockdale,
have succeeded in humiliating their own governments

by uniting the seamen and the waterside branches of
the maritime unions into a show of industrial muscle
not seen in Australia since the early 1980s.

What the government is doing will have the
opposite effect to what has been happening over the
years when there has been relative industrial peace
on the waterfront despite the downsizing, which is
the common way of saying, 'You have sacked a lot
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of people'. These things have been done and there
have not been many waterfront strikes.
When the BBC news in London shows TV footage of
ships stuck out in Port Phillip Bay, the traders in
London will not be happy. That is the direction in
which the government is heading. Even the Thatcher
god of this government did not flog off the ports.
She was bright enough to know that it was stupid to
privatise everything all at once. It took her about 10
years to nul the British economy down, but she did
not flog off the ports. The article continues:
Port users, and the port authorities of Melbourne and
Geelong which were appointed by the Kennett
government, are increasingly and openly opposed to
port privatisations, on the grounds that costs would
rise and there would be no authority to oversee the
strategic development of the ports in the context of the
economic regions they serve.

TItat is what our ports should be about, looking at
the strategic operation, not only of the port but the
whole region the port serves. That is what we and
future generations of Victorians will forgo. Even big
business is smart enough to see that An article by
Stephen Mayne in the Sunday Herald Sun of 19
January states:
1be reasons for the Kennett government's various
privatisation backflips have differed between
enterprises.
In the case of the TAC it was community concern, the
good performance of the compulsory insurer and a
threatened campaign by the RACV.

Workers compensation has been less clearcut but the
delayed sale appears to relate to the successful
operation of the Victorian Workcover Authority, fears
of a national scheme and concerns about the setting of
premiums by private insurers. In terms of water
privatisation, it is regarded as too politically sensitive.

Why did the government back off from the port of
Melbourne? As the article clearly says: because big
business does not believe it will work and does not
want the goverrunent to do it. I have a theory about
this. When we hear about productivity
improvements and the lowering of costs, I wonder
whether the right wing will ever be satisfied Wltil
every worker in this COWltry is working for $1 a day
and when a worker is killed on the job they can
simply wheel out that worker in a wheelbarrow and
bring in the next worker. You will never be satisfied
until you can knock down workers' wages and
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knock away their potential and remove all the
occupational, health and safety measures that have
been fought for for so long. That is what the
government means when it talks about labour
market deregulation. You want to give the chief
executive officers $300 000 or $500 000 a year, but
you want nothing to go to the workers. Even the
Age, a respectable newspaper, on 19 January said:
For once, the d~and-be-damned Ke:nnett government
has paused, consulted and heeded. It wanted to sell the
port of Melbourne as part of its privatisation push. That
was its 'preferred option' announced last August. Now
it has been persuaded to adopt an alternative strategy
that should still achieve its primary aim of making the
port more efficient and competitive and less costly to its
users. If this aim is realised, then it will be a more
acceptable outcome than an ideologically motivated or
revenue-driven asset sale.

That is a leading article in the Age. Why is this bill
before the house? How many times does one have to
have one's head bashed. against a brick wall before
one understands that no-one wants to proceed down
that path? The Stockdale faction wants to proceed
with the 'let it be on their own heads' path. The
article further states:
Why did the government change its mind? Nearly
everyone concerned - the Port of Melbourne
AuthOrity, shipping companies, stevedoring firms,
cargo shippers, business associations and trade
unions - overwhelmingly opposed or advised against
a complete sell~ff. Some feared a lessening of
competition because carg~handling is dominated by
two big companies. There were also some practical
considerations, such as provision for future container
terminals ...

Once you flog off all the land around the ports, how
do you make prOvision for expansion and
development? You don't The article continues:
.., the redevelopment of the Docklands area and siting
of Western bypass road, which could be better
determined if the land remains in public hands.

So, even other government projects are put at risk by
this proposal. The article concludes:
.. , port of Melbourne is of greater economic importance
to Victoria than raising money to reduce state debt or
helping to balance the budget. In spite of the big
savings already achieved or expected, the port has still
a long way to go to achieve world best practice.
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This does not grab me. It continues:
That must remain the objective, both of governments
and of port operators.

I have no problem with competition. I have a great
deal of problem with the government abrogating its
responsibilities and not being accountable for
something that I and the people of Victoria own.
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how they will be achieved than its clumsy handling of
the ports sell-off suggests.

In other words, the Herald Sun is querying the
wisdom of this move.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HAMIlTON - Government backbenchers
can cackle all they like.

Mr McArthur interjected.
Mr W. D. McGrath interjected.
Mr Heffeman - You lot sold the State Bank!
Mr HAMILTON - The only example you have
involves money. Get the dollar signs out of your
eyes!
Mr Heffeman interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - It is absolutely unbelievable.
A leading article in the Herald Sun of 20 January
states:
Victorians still have no detail of how the government
plans to change the port of Melbourne's status as one of
the world's most expensive ports.
But the real reasons were an ideological commitment to
privatisation, coupled with the $400 million the sale
might have broughL
It took some 20 months before the government
annoW\Ced it intended to sell the entire port to existing
cargo handlers. The ensuing outcry from business
people who use the port, the unions and the Port of
Melbourne Authority itself, brought the plan unstuck.
1bere was also the not inconsiderable stumbling block
that there were no eager buyers.

Yet, the government still wants to go ahead. They
are an absolutely amazing mob! The government
wants to get rid of the red tape and make doing
business easier, yet, under the bill and the proposed
new structure, as the article reports:
The government will establish two new authorities one to control the port of Melbourne, another the
shipping channels. Despite this increase in the
bureaucratic machinery, the government insists there
will be cost reductions of 33 per cent in Melbourne and
20 per cent at Geelong and Portland over the next three
years.
We have yet to learn the nature and timing of these
cuts. Hopefully the government has a clearer idea of

Mr HAMILTON - The Minister for Agriculture
has a good understanding of the importance of the
export of primary produce from this state and
producers' great use of the ports. Not even he wants
farmers to get into non-core activities to run their
own ports. Farmers are good at primary production,
not running ports. That is not what they do, nor
what they ought to do. The government ought to do
thallt is clearly the government's responsibility to
look after every primary producer in this state and
ensure the ports are run properly. If a port is
managed badly - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HAMILTON - They are not interested in
primary industry, that would be right! If there is a
problem with the ports and the charges, the
government has the ultimate authority. It can flog
them off and do all sorts of things. But why not
grasp the nettle and make sure the ports run
properly? Put in some good managers and get a
good minister or a good Premier, but accept your
responsibility; do not flog it off and say, 'It is not my
problem any more'. It is quite clearly a responsibility
of the government to look after every primary
producer and every export manufacturer in this
state and make sure the trade goes through our
ports. The ports are national assets.

A letter from Brendon Jarret published in the
Herald Sun contains similar criticisms about the
stupidity of selling the port of Portland. I could go
on and on, but I will not; I will be kind to you all.
But I cannot conclude this speech without-Mr W. D. McGrath - You must have a trump
card somewhere.
Mr HAMILTON - The trump card is this: what
about the proposal for what are euphemistically
called the associated ports - ports from Mallacoota
to Port Fairy? The government intends to throw
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them to the wolves. It does not even intend to flog
them off, so no-one will be responsible for them. In
line with his guarantee that our rates will drop with
local government reform, the Premier says local
government will pick up the costs of running those
ports. The only local government agency left in
business is the Borough of Queensdiffe.
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The Minister for Small Business has walked out of
the chamber but at least the Minister for Agriculture
has the integrity to stand up for the primary
producer. He should tell the people he represents
that the government is flogging off the ports and
that the people in his area and those in the Murray
Valley will probably have to ship their goods
through ports in New South Wales.

Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - Ask the people of the
Borough of Queenscliffe whether they want to pay
for the port there. They will love the Premier when
the rates go up! Let me advise the Premier that the
people in Mallacoota will not love him very much,
either, when rates go up to run the Mallacoota port,
or the port at Paynesville or any other port along
Victoria's coast. Who will look after those assets, and
even the little pier down at Seaford? The
government is throwing those ports to the wolves
and intends to let the local communities pick up the
cost of running them.
There is no such thing as a free feed. Someone has to
pay for those things. I have no problem with
businesses paying their share as decent corporate
citizens. '!bat is how we ought to share the cost, not
by throwing the costs of all these 15 associated ports
onto the ratepayers in those areas. It is not even an
equitable distribution because some of the
associated ports cost a darned sight more to run than
others. So ratepayers at Port Fairy will bear a
different rate burden from those at Mallacoota or
Paynesville. There will be no equity. There was
some equity when there was a redistribution, when
the corporate citizens operated through the ports of
Melbourne and Geelong and supported the
associated ports.
The government does not care, does it? It does not
care about the little user and has no compassion at
all for the little people. No, it would not care about
country Victoria. It says to every country ratepayer
around the coast of Victoria, 'You can pick up the
tab'. People in those areas will love it when the
government throws the 15 associated ports out of
the system! 1bat is what it wants to do.
The people of country Victoria have been forsaken
by the government They have been thrown to the
winds like a bit of chaff from an old chaffcutter. The
government does not care about them, it cares only
for those at the top end of Collins Street - big
business!

The bill should be opposed not only by the
opposition but by every sector. It should be opposed
not only by the social community but also by the
business community in this state. No-one supports
this decision made by the government With the
wisdom of hindsight it should have withdrawn the
bill because at best it is half-baked and at worst it is
ideologically obscene. There is nothing in its favour.
The only reward will be gained by whoever buys
our assets at the fire sale. A structure that has been
improving will be destroyed, and it will create harm
to Australia's trade. It will hurt every producer in
terms of export because there is no guarantee of cost
and no identification of whether there will be
savings. There is no justification for the decision. The
government has not even convinced its own
constituency that this is a good idea. To add insult to
injury, it has thrown out the people of country
Victoria who use those 15 associated ports that are
dotted along the coast to fend for themselves, and
that will haunt the government It will regret this
stupid decision come the next election!
MI5 HENDERSON (Geelong) - I am pleased to
have the opportunity of speaking on the Ports Act
(Amendment) Bill. After listening to the honourable
member for Morwell for almost 1.5 hours I was
delighted that during the last 5 minutes of his
contribution he actually addressed some aspects of
the bill.
The bill addresses some important reforms of
Victoria's ports. A competitive and efficient port
service is absolutely critical to Australia's
international competitiveness. Victoria has four
commercial ports: Melbourne, Geelong, Hastings
and Portland, and they represent the major links in
the chain of international and interstate trade.
Before the honourable member for Morwellleaves
the chamber I should like to pick up a couple of the
issues he addressed. The honourable member made
some comments about the government He asked,
'Why are we going down this stupid path?' and said
there was no support for the bill anywhere. He
quoted the chief executive of VECa, Mr David
Edwards, who he said did not want the ports
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privatised. However, I shall refer to a couple of
comments for the information of the honourable
member. Unfortunately he has left the chamber. An
article in the Geelong Advertiser of 31 January states:
VECO chief executive, Mr David Edwards, and the
group's Geelong region manager, Mc Graeme EsIer,
yesterday said they supported the sale of the port. The
possibility of floating the company with first refusal to
Geelong buyers has been detailed as a 'preferred
option' by VECO's Geelong office, but Mr Edwards
has told Mr Baxter -

the minister his organisation's support for the sale was not
conditional on that scenario being realised.
Mr Edwards last week confirmed his support in a letter
to Mc Baxter ...

He made it clear that
VECO's position is that it strongly supports the
announced reform plan ...
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Those comments are the opposite to what we have
just heard from the honourable member for
Morwell. The honourable member said that there
was no support anywhere for the privatisation of the
port.
An article in the Geelong Advertiser of 7 February

states:
The Geelong Chamber of Commerce last night voiced
its 'delight' at the moves to privatise the city's port. The

chamber said its concerns had been allayed over the
state government's port reform package ... The
president of the chamber, Mrs Cathy Roth,last night
said there were initial misgivings about the
government's plan to break up and sell the port.

But those fears have been allayed.. The article
continues:
The chamber has now joined other former critics -

namely the unions and the PGA board - in supporting
the port sale plan.
The Maritime Union of Australia last week said

I am concerned that the honourable member has left
the chamber because it is important that he should
hear this view reported in the Geelong Advertiser.

The article continues:
Geelong business naturally has a preference for local
ownership and, although VECa believes this would be
the best outcome, our support for privatisation is not
conditional on this occurring ... During a visit to
Geelong last week, the state opposition leader, Mr
Brumby, said the government's port sale plans were
not supported by local business groups.
Mr Edwards yesterday said he wrote the letter to
Mr Baxter as a response to Mr Brumby's comments. But
a spokesman for Mr Brumby yesterday said no support
for the sale had been aired during a meeting between
the opposition leader, Mr Esler and other local business

representatives.
Mr Brumby's spokesman said ... 'We received no
indication at that meeting that VECO was 100 per cent
in favour of privatisation, quite the opposite' ...
Mr Esler said Mr Brumby's spokesman had 'misread
the meeting'. 'At no stage did we say that we did not
support privatisation' ... Mr Edwards yesterday said
VECO's view was based on the best course for the
state. 'The government shouldn't be running assets
such as ports' _.

discussions with the government had resolved its
concerns over the issue.
Those articles are totally different from what the
honourable member for Morwell said today.
I should now like to address the bill, which is
something which was not done during the past hour
and 20 minutes by the honourable member for
Morwell. The bill provides for the transfer of
responsibility for Victoria's nOIH:ommercial ports
from the three major port authorities of MeIbourne,
Geelong and Portland. It will facilitate these minor
ports being managed by local interests. 'This is most
important because these 15 small associated ports
located along the Victorian coast include Lorne,
Apollo Bay, Queenscliff, Barwon Heads and Port
Fairy. They are used mainly for recreation purposes
and are very important to local communities,
particularly the commercial fishing fleets, and for
tourism as well as other aspects of the local
community life. Currently these associated small
recreational ports with non<ommercial facilities are
managed by port authorities. They bear the
operating and recurrent costs of the facilities.
Funding of the associated ports was imposed on the
port authorities - I make the point strongly - in
1989 under the former government.
Those ports have been a major impediment to the
ability of the authorities to focus on their core
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commercial activities. The costs of funding the
operation and capital costs of the recreational ports
are currently passed on to Victoria's exporters and
importers. The bill specifically provides for the ports
to be passed back to their local communities. I wish
the honourable member for Morwell were in the
house. If he had read the bill I am sure he would
understand that the ports will now be funded by the
government rather than their running costs being
passed on to the businesses that use them for
commercial trade. It is far more desirable that the
local, non-commercial ports be managed by local
communities, who will thereby have the
opportunity of developing the facilities to suit their
particular needs.
In 1994-95 hmds will be made available through the
ports division of Department of Transport and
thereafter through the Department of Conservation
and Natural Resources, which will resume the
funding role. The decision on associated ports has
been welcomed by local communities. Only recently
I read that the Borough of Queenscliffe is preparing
plans for the rejuvenation of the Queensdiff port
and the redevelopment of an historic aspect of that
beautiful town on the Bellarine Peninsula.
The bill amends the three port authority acts to
introduce greater competition. It is absolutely vital
that the services that are required to operate the
ports become subject to a greater level of
competition. This is probably an opportune time for
me to congratulate the Port of Geelong AuthOrity on
the work it has already commenced to reform a port
that serves the vibrant Geelong region. The
authority has already leased out its slipway to an
enthusiastic and energetic private operator. It has
opened up port activities by contracting out services
and has made major gains in improving
productivity and reducing costs.
The 1993 annual report of the authority makes some
important points about activities at Geelong. In 1993
the authority produced a net profit of $8.5 million on
expenditure of $11.6 million before contributing
$1.3 million to meet the associated ports deficit,
which is part of the community service obligation I
talked about earlier. The volume of cargo increased
by 1 million tonnes and included almost 1 million
tonnes of oil imports and petrol exports and a
700 DOO-tonne increase in grain exports. Revenue
increased by 15 per cent and operating costs fell by
23 per cent compared with the 1991-92 period. The
reduction in staffing, from 232 in JlIDe 1989 to 147 in
June 1993, explains very well the productivity gains
made by the port. In 1993-94 the total revenue of the

605

port of Geelong increased to $21 million and total
trade increased to 8.3 million tonnes. At that time
the Port of Geelong Authority had already produced
good gains through the introduction of reforms. Its
board supports privatisation and is now moving
rapidly towards achieving the desired outcome.
Competition and efficient core services are critical to
Australia's international competitiveness.
Competition needs to be encouraged wherever
possible. Competitive markets are vitally important
to the owners of goods, the people who are
exporting and importing through our ports. It is
important that we embrace these changes if we are
to be mature, compete at an international level and
capture an international market share. I am
disappointed that the honourable member for
Morwell did not take the opportlIDity to address
some of the issues in the bill. It is quite clear that he
does not want to do anything to improve Victoria's
market share.
Late last year the government abolished the state
tonnage duty. Together with the removal of the
requirement that commercial ports contribute to the
funding of minor recreational ports, that action will
result in a 15 per cent reduction in the cost of using
the port of Geelong. It is a major step forward for
major users such as Shell, Alcoa and the grain
growers. Just as importantly, it sends a strong
message to other potential users of the port who
may be considering investing in Victoria.
A further amendment enables the port authorities to
move to the corporate planning and reporting
requirements that are more appropriate to their
current status. That is an important element in
bringing them into line with other state-owned
business enterprises.
The bill also clarifies certain aspects of the powers of
port authorities in relation to the land they own.
Most port authorities own some land that is surplus
to their needs and often bears no relationship to
their commercial activities. The bill empowers the
Governor in COlIDcil to remove land from the
bolIDdaries of a port. Another important
amendment provides that any vested land that is
sold, transferred or surrendered ceases to be subject
to the statutory trust.
Apart from what he said in the last few minutes of
his address, the honourable member for Morwell
touched on only one of those aspects, the issue of
associated ports. It is wrong of him to suggest there
is not wide support for the privatisation of ports. I
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have alluded to the support that comes from VECO,
from the local community and from the business
sector in Geelong.
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government in 1989. They have been an impediment
to the people involved in importing and exporting
and a cost to port authorities because they are not
part of their core business.

I turn to the outrageous claims made by the

honourable member for Geelong North. Under the
headline 'Labor claims victory in port sell~ff plan',
an article published in the GeeIong Advertiser of
Tuesday, 28 February, states:
The state opposition yesterday claimed victory in its

fight against the move to privatise the port of Geelong
and sell off key operations.
It said legislation enabling the transfer of small ports
under Geelong's control has been withdrawn from the
government's order of business for the Legislative
Assembly.

Unless I am living in fairy land, I am actually
standing here speaking on the very bill the
honourable member for Geelong North said the
government would not introduce. The article in the
Geelong Advertiser went on to say:
The legislation was seen by the opposition as a first
step towards a break-up of Geelong with the sale of
major components to the highest bidder.

Further on it says:
At this stage we don't know when or if it (the bill) will
be coming back into the Parliament but it is certainly a
victory, both for the opposition and all other parties
which expressed sincere doubts about the future for
Geelong's port.

1bis is the front page of the Geelong Advertiser
quoting the ill-informed, mischievous comments of
the honourable member for Geelong North who was
talking about legislation we are debating in the
house today, which he said had been withdrawn
from the government's business. I find it
extraordinary. Today we are in the house and I am
standing here debating the bill. I assure the
honourable member for Geelong North that there is
no victory; the bill is being debated because it is
absolutely vital to addressing some of the important
aspects of Victoria's port reform so we can move
towards a competitive and effident port service.
It is absolute nonsense to suggest that the bill does
not have support. Communities around Victoria are
welcoming the move for the small recreational ports
to be put back into local ownership. They were
foisted onto the port authorities by the former

The bill is important as we move to reform our port
system throughout this state and to bring Victoria
into a competitive position not only nationally but
internationally. I support the bill.
Mr LONEY (Geelong North) - What an
appropriate time to come into the debate. The only
thing on which I will agree with the honourable
member for Geelong is that the Ports Acts
(Amendment) Bill is important to the Geelang
community. The rest of it she got wrong.

I will address two particular areas of the bill and
some of the comments in the minister's
second-reading speech. The first matter I raise is the
transfer of responsibility for Victoria's small and
non-commercial ports, otherwise known as the outer
ports or associated ports, to local managing
committees or local authorities.
This is clearly a readying of the ports for
forthcoming privatisation by removing the
traditional community service obligation, which you
cannot leave in if you are trying to flog the ports off
at a fire sale price because the buyer will write down
the bottom line for any community service
obligation. That is why it is being removed. Of
course, the bill also states that no ftmding
arrangements will be in place after this year. That
will mean that the burden of carrying on the work of
the ports, rather than being spread as it has been in
the past, is likely to fall either on local munidpalities
or on the users, through a Significant increase in
costs. One of those two alternatives will be taken.

The small borough at Queenscliff is the only one that
escaped the council amalgamations and managed to
remain as a beacon of democracy in Victoria.
Mr Spry interjected.

Mr LONEY - It is interesting that the
honourable member for Bellarine does not think it is
democratic. At the moment the costs associated with
the port at Queenscliff are spread in such a way that
the Queenscliff ferry operator, for example, is able to
afford them.
Mr Spry inteIjected.
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Mr LONEY - One of the consequences of the bill
that the honourable member for Bellarine obviously
supports is a horrendous escalation of costs for
either the users of the port or local ratepayers, who
will be asked to foot the bill. It will go one way or
the other; the government has no other answer. That
is what community service obligation means to this
government! The government recognises no
community service obligation.. It is talking about full
commercial cost recovery in places like the port of
Queenscliff.
The second purpose outlined by the minister in his
second-reading speech was that the bill will:
... enable the responsible minister, the Minister for
Roads and Ports, to promote effective competition in
the delivery of port-related services.

He goes on to say that these proposals will not
pre-empt the further restructure of the management
of the ports, and so on, follOwing the current
reforms. We all know what that means; it is quite
clearly the readying of the ports for sale. The
minister made it clear that what we are talking
about is the readying of the ports of Geelong,
Portland and Hastings for sale.
A couple of things can be said about what has

happened. Firstly, there was no consultation with
anyone. TIlat is what this government does: it does
not talk to anyone, it just puts up a proposal and
tells people what to do. The government claims its
proposal will help with state debt It is interesting to
pick up on this point from the November 1994 issue
of Containerisation International. Probably not even
the minister would refer to that as a left-wing
journal. It says:
Capt. Richard Setchell, executive director, P & 0
Australia, feels strongly about this: 'An impression
could be gained from some Australian state
governments, for example, that port privatisation is
seen as an opportunity of obtaining a substantial
one-time cash contribution to depleted state Treasury
coffers. I see that as a completely inadequate reason for
port privatisation, and if I see it that way it is not
surprising that the port work forces see it that way, too.

The process, then, was that people in Geelong and
Portland and Hastings were presented with a model
and told to lodge a submission saying whether they
liked it or not They were told at great length that
the consultative process was a real consultative
process and that what they said would be taken into
account - their views would be considered; this
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was a real process. What occurred some five months
later when they came back was that the model had
become the proposal; it was the same thing.
They did not make changes; they did not take
account of the many submissions they received,
particularly on the port of Geelong, saying they
were clearly on the wrong track. They received
submissions from everywhere and then held
meetings. I guess in the current jargon they were
attempting to massage those people into believing
the path they were following was correct The huge
local outcry was also evident at those meetings.
Government representatives met people from the
port - the users, the stakeholders and the unions and discovered they were all very angry. At one of
those meetings a well-known senior Geelong Liberal
Party member stood up and attempted to move a
motion of no confidence in the government over the
issue. It would have been carried unanimously, but
the chairman would not accept it

Mr Hamilton - That'd be right!
Mr LONEY - Yes! They come in here and try to
tell us there is no community concern.. Following
that meeting and the huge public reaction to the
government's reforms, there was a port stoppage.
The government came out with its normal rhetoric,
slamming that action as being totally inappropriate
and the wrong thing to do. I refer to the comments
made by Dale Crisp, the editor of the Daily
Commercial News, the day after the port stoppage:
The Victorian government is ta.llcing absolute garbage
about yesterday's anti-privatisation shutdown of the
state's ports and no-one should mow that better than
the government itself.
The so-called government reform of the ports has been

a farce of disgraceful proportions, stretching from the
October 1992 state election to the present day and,
judging on latest developments, into the future.

The article goes on to talk. about the industrial action:
TIlat was also before the scorched-eart:h brigade in

Treasury decided they mew better than almost every
industry and community sector with direct
involvement in the port business and embarked on a
program to aeate some of the most lightweight,
impractical, unsustainable, jaw-dropping proposals
ever seen by this paper.
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That is a fairly harsh condemnation of the
government's proposal, so I will nul over it again
just in case someone missed it
... embarked on a program to create some of the most
lightweight, impractical, WlSustainable, jaw-dropping
proposals ever seen by this paper.

Mr Baker - Where will the debt go?
Mr LONEY - That's right! Although the
government did not change its proposals, it changed
its model for consultation. The changed model
represented a victory by the Minister for Roads and
Ports over the Treasurer. The minister acceded to
union demands to remove the Office of State Owned
Enterprises from the negotiations. The office was
pushed to one side; and instead of the Treasurer the
Minister for Roads and Ports became the driver of
the process.
I refer to a different edition of the Daily Commercial
News that commented on the government's change
to the consultation modeL The article talks about the
meeting between the Geelong authority board
members and the Treasurer that laid the
groundwork for the other meetings that took place.
The reality of the prevailing atmosphere was forcefully
driven home on Wednesday night when the MUA's
Mick O'Leary reportedly opened proceedings with a
detailed run-down of the overwhelming opposition to
the plans - and the industrial, commercial and
political power and influence represented by that

opposition.
In short the government gave ground, the unions and
the port authorities were brought into the reform
restructuring and implementation process and the
Office of State Owned Enterprises was relegated to a

peripheral role as minder of information.

The author goes on to ask the most important
question of all in this regard:
Meanwhile the question still remains: was any of this
necessary in the first place?

That is the question we are asking. Was any of this
necessary in the first place? Members opposite have
said the employer groups accept what the
government is doing. I can tell the member for
Geelong, who also said the unions now accept the
sale of the port, that she is way out in left field.
Perhaps she should check with Geelong people such
as Jimmy Mavity; he will put her on the right track. I
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was at the meetings referred to by the member for
Geelong. She was not there, but I heard what was
said.
Mr Spry interjected.
Mr LONEY - No, you were not, I am sorry. The
meetings I am referring to were not held during a
parliamentary sitting. I was at those meetings. They
were attended by employer groups, user groups and
unions. At every one of those meetings the same
point was made: the model the government was
putting up was unanimously opposed. We know
what happened after that David Edwards stepped
in, thumped his local representative and said, 'No,
that is not the way you think at all. We had better
put a statewide perspective on this'. He was
probably contacted by someone asking him to sort it
out

At a further meeting on 27 February - I think it was
the meeting the member for Bellarine is confused
about - the employers were represented by a
Mr Miller, who set out their position. During that
meeting Mr Miller said the employers were very
surprised that the port reforms were the same as the
draft options. He said they were not opposed to
privatisation in the long-term, which he defined as
being 10 years or longer. He said the employers
believed the port of Geelong should operate under a
corporatisation model and that that should apply for
a lengthy period. He said the employers were
opposed to any disaggregation of the berths and that
they wanted the channels deepened using the
accumulated reserves of the port of Geelong. He said
they would prefer control over the channel to
remain with the Port of Geelong Authority but that
they would reluctantly accept the new Channelcorp
arrangement as a second-best option. On
27 February Mr Miller also said the port of Geelong
should stay under public ownership. He told the
meeting that a delegation had visited this place and
put forward the proposal that if a Geelong group
could be formed, with the necessary finance, it
should be given preferred tenderer status as a means
of retaining local control of the port. He said they
received an emphatic no, that the government was
not prepared to allow them to put even a foot in the
door.
Further, he told us that the employer's position was
that it should not be sold to a single entity and that
preference should be given to a Geelong interest if a
sale were to go ahead.
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Let us clear up exactly where people stand on this
matter. They were echoing a number of local fears
about the port. People in Geelong are fearful that the
break-up of the Geelong port will in fact not
improve but will undermine its competitive position
and therefore its future. They are fearful that in this
disaggregation of the port there will be no overall
marketing responsibility to bring in new tonnage.
Who will take up that responsibility in a
disaggregated port? How will it occur? We have
seen nothing in the government model about that.

We know that so far as disaggregation goes, the
original model is in a shambles. The large users in
Geelong like Alcoa and Shell have quite clearly told
the government that they are not interested in
buying their berths; they are not in the port business;
it is not their core activity and they do not want
them. Yet that was at the centre of the govenunent
proposals.
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about the Geelong channels without being overruled
by the interests of the port of Melbourne. Will they
be able to operate in a truly competitive position in
relation to the channels or will the interests of the
port of Melbourne, not being privatised, continue to
be looked after by the government and come first?
The dredging of the port of Geelong, which has been
spoken about at length, is extremely important. A
current proposal of the port authority is to take a
metre of earth out of the channels, a proposal which
will be paid for entirely out of reserves with no
borrOwings involved. It is essential that any ship
should be able to enter the port of Geelong. The
dredging proposal will cut out the current practice
of many ships having to leave the port to top up; it is
quite expensive for shipowners to go to two ports to
fill their cargoes. The deepening of the channel is
about redressing that situation and increasing the
efficiency and competitive position of the Geelong
port.

If you want to look outside Geelong, look at the

shambles in Portland, where it has suddenly been
found that Alcoa appears on a 99-year lease for $100.
How will you make your figures work on that? Of
course Alcoa is saying, 'No, we don't want to buy it;
we have a very good deal now, thank you very
much'.

The $44 million in reserves is absolutely essential to
the dredging, but we are not sure how it will be
dealt with. We are being told by the minister,
belatedly, that if Channelcorp agrees that the
proposal is feasible and viable it will be allowed to
be paid for from the reserves.

Another local fear is that this government will sell
the port at a substantial undervaluation because it is
the only way to make the figures work.

However, there are still extreme worries about the
sleight of hand accounting that might occur. One of
the options open to the government, and one which I
think it is realistic to believe it might accept, is the
loading up of Channelcorp's debt When it occurs,
Channelcorp will be given a part of the debt
associated with the ports. We believe it will be given
an artificially high debt, which will undermine the
competitive position. We want some guarantees
from the minister that that will not occur and that
there will not be an artificial loading of
Channelcorp's debt

The value of the port assets in Geelong is around $90
million; you will have a port that is not only debt
free but has accumulated reserves of some
$44 million - a very attractive proposition.
However, there is no way that this proposed sell-off
to private enterprise will bring that sort of price. The
sell-off will be at a fire sale price. It is quite clear that
the government is prepared to sell the port of
Geelong at considerably less than half its value.
There is also the issue of Channelcorp. Channels are
of the utmost importance to a port. The appropriate
analogy is that a channel is like the key to the door
of your house; if you do not have it, you do not get
in. The control and operation of the channels is
extremely important to the competitiveness,
profitability and efficiency of the port.
We are extremely concerned about the first model
put up for the operation of Channelcorp. Our
concern is about control and whether in future the
users, stakeholders and operators of the Geelong
port will be able to make commercial decisions

The Minister for Roads and Ports was asked that
specific question in the Legislative Council
yesterday. It is interesting to look at Hansard to see
his reply because he thoroughly skirted the matter;
he did not address that central point. He talked
about all sorts of other things, but he did not address
the essential point of loading up Channelcorp's debt.
The port of Gee10ng may end up having to pay for
the Hamer government's World Trade Centre folly
because that is where a hell of a lot of the port of
Melbourne's debt lies now, and it would be part of
that debt which would be ascribed to Channelcorp.
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The other fear that people have, as I expressed
before when referring to what Mr Miller said, is loss
of local control The question still remains on that
point Why will the government not even talk to
Geelong people about the idea of a local consortium
if the port is to be sold? Why not give them some
indication that they will have a foot in the door, if
that is the path the government wishes to follow?
Why has it given just a blunt and brutal no?
The port of Geelong has served Geelong well over
many years. The port authority has been a good
manager, and its recent history has been very good.
In the recent past the Port of Geelong Authority has
divested itself of a lot of its non-core and
unproductive assets. It has reduced its employees by
50 per cent; and by an even greater percentage in the
stevedoring area - probably between 66 and
70 per cent In the past two years it has reduced its
assets through sales by 32 per cent It has
implemented a new tariff structure and more
commercial operation practices, already producing
15 per cent savings out of that in the past couple of
years.
The Port of Geelong AuthOrity has been a good
manager and a good authority, as is shown in the
profitability of the port, its accumulated reserves
and its increased efficiency. Recently it was ranked
among the top five most efficient ports in the
country and, on a scale of world competitiveness, it
is quite competitive with a number of international
ports.
It has been said that Sydney has a nice harbour. But
Geelong has a great port, which we would like to
keep under local control, operating for the benefit of
the Geelong community. That has been the case for a
considerable time under the management of a
number of people whose politica1leanmgs have
been such that they could have sat on either side of
this house! I could name those I remember, such as
the late Gordon Murray, who have contributed to
the port of Geelong.

1bis is clearly a case of a government establishing a
preferred option and then working backwards to try
to achieve it This has not come from the community
because the community is not comfortable with it It
is being imposed from above, against the will and
wishes of the local people. Just as they were divested
of elected councillors, the people of Geelong are to
be divested of a locally controlled port that acts in
their best interests. The government is getting ready
for the sale, for the slaughter.
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Mr SPRY (Bellarine) - The first purpose of the
bill is to facilitate the transfer of responsibility for
Victoria's non-commercial ports from the three
major port authorities of Melbourne, Geelong and
Portland to a new management system that has a
local interest in those associated ports. The second
purpose is to enable the Minister for Roads and
Ports to promote effective competition in the
delivery of port-related services in Victoria's
commercial ports.
The third purpose is to apply to the port authorities
the corporate plarming and reporting requirements
appropriate to their present status as state-owned
business enterprises; and the fourth purpose is to
make several amendments to enable the commercial
ports to focus on their core activities.
In 1993 a declaration was made that the three ports
of Melbourne, Geelong and Portland should be
reorganising bodies under the State Owned
Enterprises Act The government announced its
preferred option in August 1994, after which a
consultation program was commenced. At least
70 written submissions were received during the
consultation period. The honourable member for
Geelong North canned the consultation process in
Geelong in no uncertain terms. I suspect he believes
the only proper outcome of the consultation process
would be one that suited his and his party's
intentions. He criticises the government's model, but
he fails to understand that if port authorities and
port operations are sold to private enterprise the
new owners will not neglect their new investments.
The honourable member has no understanding of
what drives private enterprise. He has never heard
about servicing customers and achieving vigorous
expansion.
As I said, the bill will facilitate the transfer of
responsibility for Victoria's smaller, non-commercial
ports from the major ports. Until recently
Melbourne, Geelong and Portland shared
responsibility for the so-called associated ports, the
funding of which was also their responsibility. There
are about 13 ports along the Victorian coastline,
from Port Fairy to Mallacoota. Some demand higher
maintenance costs than others. Regardless of that,
they are all the responsibility of commercial ports
and, as such, impose down-the-line costs on port
users. That is totally unacceptable in a competitive
environment. The government intends to address
that by rationalising port management

Hastings, which has a commercial focus, will remain
an associated port of the port of Melbourne.
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Mr Cooper - For the time being.
Mr SPRY - As the honourable member for
Momington remarks, that is for the time being. The
significance of our ports to Australia's enterprises
and their place in the world's marketplace - and
eventually to our standard of living - should not be
underestimated. Victoria's four commercial ports,
Melbourne, Hastings, Geelong and Portland, are
vital links in Australia's import-export and interstate
trade.

Melbourne is the largest of Victoria's ports, with a
container throughput that is greater than that of any
other Australian port. In 1993-94 the port of
Melbourne had a turnover of some $974.5 million, a
total trade of 'ZJ.6 million revenue tonnes and a
throughput of some 803 000 by 20-foot container
equivalents, which is enormous. Geelong, Hastings
and Portland are prindpally bulk commodity ports:
they handle significant amounts of grain, petroleum,
aluminium and steel. The performance of Australia's
waterfront industry remains, however, a mixed bag.
I found it interesting to view a video produced by
the Victorian Farmers Federation. If my memory
serves me correctly, it compared container costs in
three ports throughout the world - Melbourne,
Singapore and one in New Zealand. The turnover
costs were something like $142 per container for
Melbourne, $35 per container for the New Zealand
port and $18 per container in Singapore. that gives
you an idea of Melbourne's comparative position as
a world container port.
The government's main objectives are to increase
port efficiency, reduce port costs and charges to
importers and exporters, and eventually achieve a
reasonable return on capital to Victoria's taxpayers.
A further aim is greater efficiency in the use of the
state's resources.
I have mentioned before that ports are a vital
element in the transportation costs associated with
the import of raw materials and the export of
finished and semi-finished goods from Australia. I
again emphasise that Victorian ports have a vital
role to play if they are to be able to minimise the
costs associated with this important link in the
transport chain.
The industry structure and competition in Australia
indicate that there is limited inter-port
competition -less than exists in some countries,
like the UK, North America and New- Zealand, and
even in Tasmania. The majority of product going
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through Victorian ports is destined for the
metropolitan area. that makes the question of
landbridgmg from other ports an uneconomic
option in most cases. Nevertheless, where the
possibility lies for increased competition, it should
be encouraged. With improvements to rail and road
transport technology and increasing competition
between road, rail and coastal trading, an increase in
inter-port competition in Victoria and Australia can
be expected to a certain extent.
Mr Hamilton - You don't believe that rubbish!
You sound like a real estate agent.
Mr SPRY -It is a temptation to answer the
interjection from the honourable member for
Morwell. I am not sure whether he has read the bill
or has any understanding of it, but I found very little
of relevance in his contribution to the debate until
the very end.

The situation today is that a small group of
companies provides the key port services that the
ports of Australia enjoy. They include services such
as stevedoring, towage, pilotage and a few others. In
fact, cargo owners are faced with a chain of service
providers, each consequently with substantial
market power. It is this government's intention,
through the provisions of this bill and other
measures such as the State Owned Enterprises Act,
to increase the competition as much as it possibly
can to drive costs down.
The Port of Geelong Authority was referred to by
the honourable member for Geelong North and by
my colleague the honourable member for Geelong a
moment ago. I shall go into a little more detail about
that port. The authority was established in 1905 as
the Geelong Harbour Trust. Its name was changed
in 1981 when the Port of Geelong AuthOrity Act
conferred increased operating powers on the
authority, which now has jurisdiction over all waters
in Corio Bay and the Geelong outer harbour, all port
facilities, foreshore and offshore works, and
extensive landholdings in the Geelong region.
A few highlights, again from the 1992-93 annual
report, bear repeating. The Geelong port authority
recorded a net profit of $8.5 million. Its trade
increased by 33 per cent and its operating costs
decreased by 23 per cent. During that time the
authority opened stage 1 of the Lascelles dry bulk
facility.
Other highlights in the annual report are the
introduction of the first enterprise agreement; the
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abolition of wharfage charges, which assisted in
decreasing costs; a reduction of staffing levels; and
the inclusion of Geelong on the national standard
gauge rail network, which will eventually have a
huge impact on the efficiency of the port and the
amount of business it can attract.
Some further statistics taken from the report show
that the net profit of $8.5 million was achieved after
an expenditure of $11.6 million and before
contributing $1.3 million to meet the associated
ports' deficit, which was then regarded as a
community service obligation. Cargo increased by
1.7 million tOlUles. Cargo volume comprised almost
a million tonnes of oil and petrol exports, plus a
700 OOO-tolUle increase in grain exports. The revenue
increased by 15 per cent and operating costs
decreased by 23 per cent compared with 1991-92. At
the same time a reduction of staffing levels from 232
in June 1989 to 147 in June 1993 was achieved.
Reference was made to the proposed channel
dredging, which was dealt with in some depth by
the honourable member for Geelong. I should
mention that the government selected Mr A1an
Notleyas chairman of the channel authority.
Mr Notley has been a member of the Port of
Melbourne Authority since August 1994. He will
assist the government in the establishment of the
channel authority and advise the government on
channel-related issues. Mr Notley and his team will
examine the Geelong port authority's channel
deepening proposals for Corio Bay.
The government recognises the many potential
benefits the port of Geelong will gain from a
deepening of the channel, but it also recognises that
it has a responsibility to the people of Victoria to
ensure that any channel deepening or alteration of
the channel is financially viable. I hope when it
considers this matter the channel authority will take
into account the fact that it might be some time
before that channel deepening, if it takes place,
shows an economic return. I hope the authority will
look far into the future and weigh that aspect of
deepening the channel against immediate financial
returns, regardless of what those returns might be in
the short term.
The reason why the channel is to be treated

differently from the rest of the assets of the port of
Geelong is that it will remain in public ownership
under the control of the one company specifically to
ensure that a monopoly situation is not exploited. It
is understood that the Melbourne and Geelong ports
will compete to some extent Therefore, it is
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inappropriate for either of them to be the operator of
the channel authority. It follows that the channel
authority must be a single entity that is outside the
immediate control of either port authority.
I mentioned the divestment of the non-core or
non-commercial assets of the commercial ports. I
emphasise the importance of that divestment project
to the competitive edge that these commercial ports
are expected to be able to gain in the future. The
World Trade Centre in Melbourne and other
non-port-related assets, such as Point Ullias in
Geelong, which are distinct from the future
operations will be sold. As I said earlier, the
associated ports will be divested from the port
authorities and the government will allocate funds
in its annual budget to cover the costs of these
non-commercial assets.
It is at this point that I direct the attention of the
house to another remark made by the honourable
member for Geelong North. He said the only way
effectively to divest the associated ports from the
commercial ports was to ensure that the cost of
running those ports was handled by local
management authorities, whatever they might be in
the future.
I suggest that is absolute nonsense, and that is
recognised by the government When the
government put out its community service
obligations policy statement and the background to
the policy, it made it clear that it expected a degree
of community obligation to attach to these
associated ports. Any authority or organisation that
wants to play a part in the management of these
associated ports will expect this to come to pass as
well. Most sensible people would realise that if there
is a benefit accruing to a particular group of people,
whether it be recreational boat users, a restaurant
developer or whoever may be associated with these
ports, some form of user-pays system would have to
be considered. When you put together elements of
the user-pays principle and community service
obligations you have a foundation on which to make
the divestment of the associated ports attractive to
the various organisations that may want to take
them on.
The honourable member for Geelong North
mentioned specifically the highly regarded
innovation at the mouth of the Queenscliff creek
which provides a service for those who want to cross
Port Phillip Bay, and that is the new ferry belonging
to Peninsula Searoad Transport Pty Ltd. He also
mentioned the huge cost of dredging the mouth of
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the Queenscliff creek. That issue must be treated
most sensitively. I am sure the government will
acknowledge that Peninsula Searoad Transport
provides a necessary service in the transport chain,
particularly for the tourism industry, which is
increasing at an enormous rate on the southern end
of the bay and is of tremendous importance to my
electorate and indeed to the whole of the City of
Greater Geelong and beyond.
The balance between community service obligations
and the user-pays obligations in terms of the
dredging costs for the Queenscliff creek will have to
be handled sensitively.
I make this final point, and it is one the honourable
member for Morwell dwelt on in some detail. He
said that the divestment of the associated ports
would cause ratepayers an enormous extra cost
burden. I have just demonstrated - effectively, I
hope - that that need not necessarily be the case if
the correct balance of allocating cost is achieved.
However, the honourable member missed the point
about divesting the non-core functions of
non-commercial ports.
I impress on the opposition that the divestment
process should not be regarded as an imposition on
the authorities and organisations which are expected
to take control of the associated ports. It will confer
on those organisations an enormous opportunity to
develop the associated ports of which they take
control to the great advantage of not only the
commwtity surrounding the areas but also the entire
population of Victoria.
Ms MARPLE (Altona) - It is interesting that we
should be debating this area of privatisation.
Privatisation is something the government believes
will save the state, but many people believe that will
not be the case because it is selling off our assets and
as a result we will be worse off. The bill deals with
the sell-off of ports except for the port of Melbourne.
One would have to ask why the government has
decided not to sell the port of Melbourne when it is
selling the port of Geelong and the other ports. Why
has the government backed down on the port of
Melbourne? A headline in the Age on 19 January
reads, "'The port stays in public hands after
government does an about-face'. The article states:
The port of Melbourne is to stay in public ownership
after a $560 million backfl.ip by the state government
yesterday. In a long-delayed announcement, the ports
minister, Mr Baxter, yesterday confirmed that the
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government had ditched its earlier controversial plan to
sell the port's key facilities to their users.

One would have to ask why. We have a government
that has put great store on the privatisation of
government assets. It is selling off our greatest asset,
the SEC, yet here with the port of Melbourne it has
seen its folly and done a backf1ip. The bill provides
for the selling off of the associated ports, which
some people say are of less concern than the port of
Melbourne. Many people in this house have pointed
out that the ports we are discussing today are of
great importance to their communities. They include
the port of Geelong and others, which are of key
importance because they are the gateways.
Members on both sides of the house represent parts
of Geelong and there are those who have
connections with Geelong, including me, because I
have a house that was sold to me by the honourable
member for Bellarine overlooking Corio Bay, a
beautiful stretch of water. The port is also to be
admired because it provides an exit gate for
products produced from the soils around the area,
which have been described as the most productive
in the world.
We on this side of the house are keen that this great
asset should stay under public ownership. We
should define what we mean by public ownership.
That means that the ports belong to all those in this
house and in Victoria who pay their dues through
taxes. They are the ones who own the public asset of
our ports. Those assets are of great importance to
Victoria, and it is foolish of the government to want
to sell them to receive one great pay-off. Once they
are sold they are lost for the future.
The article from which I was reading gives some
idea of why the government has turned its back on
what is without doubt a cornerstone of the polides it
has put in place. It states:
._ Mr Baxter announced a relatively low-key port plan.
It includes a promised $20 million of new cuts in port
of Melbourne charges over the next three years, as well
as greater competition and new efficiencies at the
much-aiticised port.
But Mr Baxter admitted that the new cost cuts were the
result of reforms already in place, including slashing of
the work force over the past five years.

There is nothing in that the government can claim as
its own. The article continues:
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The Port of Melbourne Authority is to be disbanded,

replaced by two statutory authorities ...

That is another way of managing a port but does not
tell us why the government has done this backflip. I
should have thought that the port of Melbourne
would have been the one area that a government so
hell-bent on selling off assets would be looking to
sell. Rather, as is evident in the bill before us today,
it is asking smaller commwtities that are perhaps
more dependent on their ports to hand over their
assets to private ownership. TIle article goes on:
A new 'landlord' body will manage leases to port users
and promote the port, while a second new company,
Channelcorp, will take charge of all the channels in
Port Phillip Bay.
Melbourne's share of container trade over recent years
has shrunk, amid business complaints that it ranked
among the world's most expensive ports ...

Certainly the port of Geelong has the reputation of
having the fastest turnaround of any port in
Australia and is not the sort of port a government
would want to sell. The article goes on:
The state's three key regional ports - Geelong,
Portland and Hastings (Westemport) - are still to be
sold, but have few obvious buyers.

Who will buy these ports? The government has put
out feelers to the users of those ports and has been
told they are not interested. The introduction of this
bill has been put off and put off and one wonders
about the effects it will have in the long term. What
is the likely end result for the ports of Geelong,
Portland and Hastings? Nobody seems keen to buy
them. As the honourable member for Portland
pointed out, we may end up with a buyer from
overseas, someone who in the future may turn out to
be from a COWltry we may not be on good terms
with. Why has that concern not been raised with the
government by people like Mr Bruce Ruxton of the
Returned Services League? The government is
willing to sell off anything!
At the time this article was written the Minister for
Roads and Ports in another place suggested that the
grains industry or the Shell company, who use the
port, may have been interested in buying the
facilities. However, the article states in respect of
that
But within hours a spokeswoman for Shell said the
company had no interest in owning its facilities. And
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she added that the company had told the government
this last year.

The company had already told the government it
was not interested, yet the minister at the time of
announcing this about-face was trying to fob it off
by saying that some of the users would be
interested. The government has introduced the bill
despite being told that those users are not interested.
The article goes on to state that, as the largest
regional port, Geelong would be an expensive buy.
Last year it reported assets of $124 million and
almost no debt. The government is willing to throw
away an asset which is worth $124 million and has
no debt! No wonder people in Geelong are shocked
and horrified at the thought of that happening. The
article continues:
The plan announced last August would have seen key
port facilities owned by the cargo-handling giants
Conaust and Australian Stevedoring. It was widely
seen as the brainchild of the Treasurer, Mr Stockdale.

It is interesting that this is really what the Treasurer
wants. I concur with what is said in this article, that
this is really not the wish of the Minister for Roads
and Ports but the wish of the Treasurer. It continues:
But that plan immediately drew fire from ship owners,
Victorian business '"

And from the opposition, which has said it sees this
as a foolish path to be following. Even the Port of
Melbourne Authority itself criticised the plan. That
may be one of the reasons the government has done
an about-face on the issue. The article concludes:
Although the port of Melbourne last year reported that
its assets were worth $564 million, Mr Baxter again
denied the original sell-off plan had been motivated by
a need for cash. His comment contrasts with the
announcement this month by the Premier, Mr Kennett,
that Victoria's electricity industry had to be sold off to
help cut the state's debt.

The opposition wonders why the bill is before the
house today and why the SEC is being sold off. As
soon as the government sees dollar signs it ceases to
worry about the long-term future and simply says,
'Sell them off'. The opposition is strongly against
and opposes the bill.
Mr COOPER (Momington) - Clause 1 of the bill
sets out the purpose of the legislation:
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The purpose of this Act is to provide for certain reforms
of Victoria's ports, to introduce competition in the
provision of port services and to make fresh provision
for the management of smaller ports.

It is no wonder the opposition is opposing the bill.
As soon as you start talking about a bill that is to
introduce competition. Labor members throw their
hands in the air and say, 'We are opposed to this'.
During the debate on the bill we had reasoned,
sensible and well-researched contributions from the
honourable members for Geelong and Bellarine and
a pile of unresearched, off the top of the head,
left-wing drivel from members such as the
honourable member for Morwell, who purported to
be leading the debate but really did not touch on the
bill at all, the shambles we just heard from the
about-to-be-deposed honourable member for Altona
and the appalling contribution of the honourable
member for Geelong North..
None of those opposition members seemed to have
any idea of what the bill is about or to have any kind
of interest in the realities of what goes on in our
ports in Victoria. They all mouthed the same old
left-wing rhetoric: because these responsibilities
have been in the hands of the government for so
many years they must therefore stay in the hands of
the government, that there is an obligation on the
government to run ports. What a load of hogwash!
Where does it say that if ports stay in public
ownership they will benefit Victorian people or
benefit Australia? Our ports are not Victorian ports,
they are Australian ports. Each and every one of
them plays an important role in improving the
export potential of this country.
As the ports have been run in public ownership for
so long, we at least have the benefit of being able to
look at them and ask: have they been doing the job?
We know from debates over the years on ports and
port reform that our ports have let this country
down sadly. When I say 'our ports', I mean our
Victorian ports. Certainly the port of Melbourne has
been nothing to write home about and its reform is
needed.

Today speakers on behalf of the Labor Party have
concentrated on the port of Geelong. They have
waxed lyrical about the efficiency of the port of
Geelong and how profitable and well run it has
been. If it has been well run, I would like to know
how the port of Geelong has been able to obtain the
huge cash reserves it has. Are members of the
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opposition about to tell us that the huge cash
reserves of the Port of Geelong AuthOrity have been
acquired through good management? If they are,
they are talking through their hats. The reality is that
the port has acquired its huge cash reserves because
it has overcharged its customers. It is a public body,
therefore it can charge what it likes and it has been
doing so; it has been overcharging its customers for
years. For members of the opposition to tell anybody
on this side of the house that the port of Geelong has
been efficiently and properly run is an outrage. They
do not know what they are talking about. It is
folklore in Geelong; that story has been peddled by
the vested interests in Geelong who want things to
continue as they are. They do not want the gravy
train to stop; they do not want the snouts to have to
come out of the trough; they want the same routine
to continue year after near. For them the public
purse is the place where they stick their snouts.
We have bigger fish to fry. We are on about assisting
the people who use the port. We are on about the
industries in Geelong and people in Geelong and the
rest of Victoria who will benefit from significant port
reform. That is what the major reform of the ports is
about to introduce competition and lower costs to
the consumers, thereby prOviding a benefit to the
people who import, and particularly to those who
export. That in turn will create jobs for export
industries, with benefits to other industries and the
people of Victoria.

Does that mean anything to the opposition? If it
does, they have kept it a secret today. Not one of
them has talked about the benefits of port reform.
Not one has mentioned the benefits of lower costs.
They have assumed that the public purse is totally
separate from the reality of what happens to
industry in the state. The reality is that Victorian
industry needs every bit of help it can get, and this
government is determined to give it that help.
Giving it that help will also help industries to
expand and encourage the creation of jobs.
One would think that in a party made up of
members like those sitting on the opposition benches
in this Parliament, who come predominantly from
the trade union movement and some of whom still
are involved in the trade union movement, the
creation of jobs might be something that touched the
consciousness level. It does not appear to have done
so. If it has, it has been kept a secret during this
debate. That is to their eternal shame. If they believe
they can continue as they have in the past, mouthing
the left-wing drivel we have heard today, they are
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selling Victorians, particularly unemployed
Victorians, very short indeed.
Members of the opposition talked about problems
that might occur with the sale of the ports and the
possibility that they might be owned by foreign
interests. They do not seem to understand that in
many cases public utilities are labouring under
difficulties because of their huge debt burdens. Does
any member opposite believe the $9.5 billion that is
owed by the SEC comes from Australia's financial
resources? It comes from overseas, from the
Japanese, the Germans, and God knows who else
who actually own our electricity industry. Do
members of the opposition not realise that if we
allow them to add to that debt burden we are in fact
allowing a quasi~wnership by foreign interests?
What that would not do is maximise the benefits
that well-run, reformed ports can bring to industries
in this state, and therefore it would not help in
creating jobs.
Every section of industry in Victoria, secondary
industry or primary, deserves to have a good set of
ports operating for its benefit. At the moment that is
not happening, so the contributions we have had
today from members of the opposition, particularly
in respect of the port of Geelong, are nothing more
than drivel and useless rhetoric. They add nothing
whatever to the debate and certainly sell out the
people of Victoria, especially, as I have said, those
who are unemployed and looking for jobs, jobs that
will be created only by an expanded and vibrant
private sector.
Initially I intended to m.ake a very short contribution
to the debate, concentrating on the port of Hastings,
which is in my electorate and therefore is a matter of
some considerable interest to me. Some of the
comments about the port of Hastings mouthed off
by the honourable member for Morwell interested
me. I do not know who the honourable member for
Morwell has been speaking to about the port of
Hastings, but whoever it was has led him badly
astray.
Firstly, he said that nobody wants the ports to be
privatised. That is a furphy. He said that nobody in
the Hastings area will want to buy the port of
Hastings because it will not provide any benefits.
The second last point he made was that selling the
port of Hastings will destroy the environment of
Westemport. That is what you might call a quantum
leap in the thinking process!
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The last point made by the honourable member for
Morwell was that the only people who would want
to buy the port are those who want to make a profit.
What a terrible shock! That is an appalling thing. We
feel chagrined about that and we understand the
concern of the honourable member for Morwell.
I go back to the first point he made - that nobody
wants the port of Hastings to be privatised - and
quote from an article that appeared in the C & C
Weekly of 10 January 1989. Under the heading
'Hastings port a must - councils', it says:
The establishment of independent public port facilities
in Hastings would greatly enhance growth and

prosperity of the Western Port region according to
Berwiclc council.
The council has called on the Western Port

Development COWlcil to 'urgently research' and
forward a submission to the state government seeking
the establishment of the port.

Then the follOwing appears:
Berwiclc council said a port would benefit all adjacent
shires.

And then:
Obvious advantages would include the development of
employment opportunities, lesser freight travel times to
local industrial and commercial areas and added
impetus to the continued growth and prosperity of the
region.

It continues:
There is no doubt that the availability of a port facility
in Western Port would be of great benefit to those areas
adjacent.

That is what the Berwick council said at the time.
What is interesting about that article is that a leading
member of the Berwick council at the time, he was
the mayor either at that time or shortly after, is the
honourable member for Dandenong. If he had any
interest in this debate - and I imagine he might
have, as he was a member of a body that was urging
the development of the port of Hastings - he
should be prepared to come in here and explain why
he is now supporting the opposite view from the
view he and his colleagues on the Berwick council
were expressing back in 1989. It appears that he has
leapt the fence for political purposes. When he was a
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Berwick councillor he had a strong view on the
development of the port of Hastings.

lbat view was shared by all the former cOWlcils in
the Western Port area, including Cranbourne,
Frankston, Hinders and Momington - and in
particular the former Shire of Hastings. At that time
and right up until the restructure of local
government in that area late last year, all those
municipalities continued to support the
establishment of an independent port in the
Hastings area because the port had been held back
for years by the Port of Melbourne Authority.
As honourable members may know, the port of
Hastings has been under the control of the Port of
Melbourne Authority for a great many years - in
fact all of its years. Those of us who want to see local
industry develop and provide a Significant economic
boost to Western Port have been urging for a
separate port authority at Hastings for a long time.
Those who have taken an interest in the port of
Hastings support the fact that its development,
growth and expansion will not occur unless the
private sector is involved. 1hat was demonstrated
recently at a public meeting of the Westernport
Development Council in Hastings which was
addressed by the Minister for Roads and Ports and
me. The only questions put to the minister at the
time were about the process. There were no
questions put, arguments presented or opposition to
the prospect of the port becoming privately owned
and operated. Stakeholders and those with a
personal involvement in the port, such as I have, are
interested in the economic development of the area.
The port of Hastings has not provided the economic
boost it could have provided if it were in private
hands.

1his bill puts that process farther down the track the
government set it on some months ago. The
opposition has done no homework on the issue. It
blindly opposes this prospect on philosophical
grounds. The opposition accuses the government of
wanting to sell ports on philosophical grounds,
failing to understand that on economic grounds the
sale will benefit industry, those who are employed
in industry and those who want to be employed in
industry. This is yet another demonstration of the
Labor Party opposing for the sake of opposing.
Opposition members cannot even do the basic
homework on a simple bill like this to Wlderstand
what lies behind it They mouth off the same old
words, 'We oppose this bill because these utilities
should be publicly owned'. They have a view of
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public ownership that will not benefit the
community; it will benefit only the entrenched
interests of Victoria's trade union movement. Their
opposition is based upon instructions received from
their union mates at the Trades Hall Council. They
say the move is not in their best interests because the
trade union movement knows - and the John
Ha1fpennys of this world know - that when the
private sector gets involved the union movement
suffers. Because the private sector is not unionised,
fees to unions are considerably diminished.

Opposition members interjecting.
Mr COOPER - You.know when you have hit
the truth on that issue because opposition members
start baying like jackals. You know you will touch a
nerve as soon as you get on to the question of the
financial prospects of the trade union movement
versus privatisation and the involvement of the
private sector versus the public sector.
The government has done significant damage to the
trade Wlion movement because it has not kowtowed
to the unions as the previous Labor government did
during its 10 years of power. The results have been a
better Victoria, greater employment opportunities, a
greater boost to industry and greater economic
activity. You would think, Sir, that an opposition
that had the best interests of the state at heart would
support such an approach. What do we get? We get
the continual blind opposition for which this
opposition has now become well known. It is about
time its members got their heads out of the sand and
started doing some basic homework on the
legislation presented to Parliament.
The contributions to the debate by opposition
members today have been appalling and degrading.
They have exposed themselves as lightweights of the
worst kind. They have simply relied on rhetoric.
They have no understanding of the legislation before
them. This bill is good news for Victoria and
Victorians and great news for people coming into
the work force, looking for jobs or presently
unemployed.
Mr Jasper interjected.
Mr COOPER - As the honourable member for
Murray Valley says, the bill is great news for the
people who use the ports. They are the people we
should be benefiting, not a bWlch of union seat
polishers at Trades Hall COWlcil who have never
done a productive thing in their lives but who have
sucked money out of this state with no end result

ADJOURNMENT

ASSEMBLY

618

Wednesday. 22 March 1995

Committee

This bill deserves to be supported and I am sure it

will be.

Oause 1 agreed to.
House divided on motion:
Oause2

Ayes, 52
Ashley, Mr (Tdln')
Bildstien, Mr
Clar\(, Mr
Coleman,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Davis,Mr
Dean, Or
Doyle,Mr
Elder,Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Finn,Mr
Gude,Mr
Hayward,Mr
Heffeman, Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Hyams,Mr
Jasper,Mr
Jen.kins, Mr
Kennett,Mr
Kilgour,Mr
Leigh,Mr
McArthur, Mr
McGill,Mrs
McGrath, Mr J.F.
McGrath, Mr W.D.

McLellan. Mr
Maclellan, Mr
Maughan,Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrln,Mr
Perton,Mr
Pescott.Mr
Peulich,Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Plowman, Mr S.J.
Reynolds, Mr
Richardson. Mr
Rowe,Mr
Ryan, Mr (Teller)
Smith, Mr E.R.
Smith, Mr LW.
Steggall, Mr
Stockdale, Mr
Tehan,Mrs
1bompson, Mr
Traynor,Mr
Treasure, Mr
Turner,Mr
Weideman, Mr

Noes, 25
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker, Mr
Batche1or, Mr
Brumby,Mr
Carli,Mr
Coghill, Or
Coie,Mr
Cunningham, Mr (Teller)
Dollis,Mr
Garbutt, Ms
Haenneyer,Mr
Hamilton,Mr
Leighton, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed..

Loney,Mr
Marple,Ms
Micallei, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr (Tdln')
Sandon,Mr
Seitz, Mr
Sercombe, Mr
Sheehan,Mr
Thomson,Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson, Mrs

Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - I move:
Clause 2, line 8, omit 11anuary" and insert '1uly".

This amendment reflects the delay in bringing the

bill before the house. Unfortunately it was carried
over from the last session; as a result the
commencement clause has become redundant in its
present form. The amendment adjusts it so that the
commencement will be from July rather than from
January.
Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 3 to 27 agreed to.
Reported to house with amendmenL

Remaining stDges
Passed remaining stages.
Sitting suspended 6.26 p.m. until 8.04 p.m.
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.

Intellectual disability centres
Mrs WILSON (Dandenong North) - In the
absence of the Minister for Community Services I
direct to the attention of the Minister for Industry
and Employment the number of older people at
centres for the intellectually disabled and the
programs that are provided for them. Many of them
are no longer able to participate in the activities at
either the adult day training centres or the
employment training centres!

Older clients sometimes live close to these centres in
supervised accommodation. The cutback in funding
for all the centres has meant that staff supervision of
the older client group has often been a problem. so
regional officers of the department have devised an
older persons program.
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The program in my area has been contracted out to a
local organisation that provides a range of basic
activities on a daily basis. Older clients are picked
up at 10.00 a.ID. and returned to the centres at
approximately 4.00 p.m. It is a year-round program,
day in day out, five days a week.. It does not matter
whether it rains, snows or is 110 degrees in the
shade. Payment for the activities is taken from the
unit cost funding that is allocated to each client of
the centres, and I think the cost is $38.70 a day.
The activities provided to clients at the Wallara
Centre at Dandenong include trips to the Melbourne
zoo, Chadstone and other shopping centres, the lost
dogs' home and the Royal Botanic Gardens, as well
as frequent train trips to Melbourne, all of which the
clients pay for. They may be pleasant activities but
they can be very exhausting for people in their late
50s or 60s. Staff at the centre tell me that at the end
of the week their clients are very exhausted.
I realise it is in the interests of the clients that their
recreational activities be separated from their
residential activities. I ask the minister to investigate
the matter.

Rushworth courthouse
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) - I direct to the
attention of the Attorney-General the leaking roof of
the Rushworth courthouse, a lovely old building in
High Street, Rushworth. The building has not been
used as a courthouse for a number of years, but it is
worth preserving. It is currently used by the
Rushworth Historical Society, which has a collection
of important historical material stored in the
courthouse. The roof is leaking because some of the
slate tiles have slipped out of position. The danger is
that some of that important historical material will
be damaged.
The Shire of Campaspe, which is now responsible
for that area of the state, asked a specialist roofing
company to investigate the roof. Its report states:
The old zinc slate nails have corroded and the slates
will continually slip. For a long-term project we
recommend that the slate roof be completely stripped
off and re-nailed.

Cast iron spoutings are sound but we would check all
end joints.
Lead gutters are sound and with minor repairs will last
indefinitely.

619

Ridge cappings are a mixture and we recommend
changing these to a Colorbond material.

It is not an expensive job. The company quotes a
contract price of $10420. The building is the
property of the Department of Justice.
I ask the Attorney-General to see what she can do to
have the essential maintenance carried out to
preserve a lovely old building and to protect a
collection of important historical material. If her
department is not able to fund the repairs, I ask her
at least to consider having the repairs funded from
the Historic Buildings Council. I ask the minister to
investigate the matter with a view to repairing the
roof on this most important building in Rushworth.

Rail: Hughesdale incident
Mr MlCALLEF (Springvale) - The issue I raise
with the Minister for Public Transport concerns an
incident that occurred at the Hughesdale railway
station. I have been approached by a Mrs Gerard
from Noble Park, who is extremely upset about the
way the situation was handled by Met staff.
Her daughter Louise and her friend, both aged 14,
were waiting for a train at 5.20 p.m. on Saturday,
4 March. when they were approached by a group of
seven boys. After a short conversation one of the
boys produced a gun that appeared to be real, held it
to her daughter's head and said something like, 1
feel like shooting somebody today'. He then pressed
the trigger, which went 'click', and said, 'Oh, it's not
loaded', or words to that effect and pulled out of his
pocket some bullets that appeared to be real.
The two young girls were absolutely terrified. They
got on the train. The boys also got on the train and
followed them, but as the train was about to take off
the girls jumped off and ran out of the station to a
milk bar, where they were able to call the girlfriend's
father, who picked them up and took them to the
Oakleigh police station. The Oakleigh police
investigated the situation and I understand. some
boys were picked up later that night, but it remains
to be seen whether they were members of the same
group.
The issue I would like the minister to investigate
relates to the response by Met staff. The mother is
very upset She is very annoyed that the Met people
handling the case did not appear to be very
sympathetic. I will not mention the name of the
person they contacted - I am prepared to give the
name to the minister - but the mother feels nobody
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is there to help her. She is angry and upset and is
concerned the incident could have a detrimental
effect on her daughter and her daughter's girlfriend
in the future. They were distraught.

Met staff must learn to respond in these situations in
a humane way. I do not wish to criticise the police
without knowing all the details, but the police
response to the parents was also WlSatisfactory. A
combination of the Transit Police, the Met
bureaucrats and the general police did not seem to
handle the situation very sympathetically.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.

Drought: surveys
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) - The matter I raise
for the attention of the Minister for Agriculture
concerns the continuing dry conditions in country
Victoria, particularly what many people refer to as
drought conditions in the western part of the state
which are now developing in north-eastern Victoria
as well.
The minister will be aware that in mid-January there
were substantial rains in much of the state,
particularly the north-east. Many in the farming
community believed if they got follow-up rains the
1995 season might have turned around and
improved on the bad season in 1994, when the
drought developed. I understand the department is
undertaking a number of investigations, particularly
drought surveys, and I seek an indication of what is
happening with drought surveys in western Victoria.
Will the minister advise whether drought surveys
will be introduced in north-eastern Victoria? I have
received representations from a huge number of
primary producers from the area who believe they
are reaching a critical period. Although it rained
earlier in the year there has not been any follow-up
rain. The area is tinder dry with little growth or
grass to support stock. The representations sought
support, particularly from the Rural Finance
Corporation, to sink bores on many properties
experiencing water shortages. Many of the people
who have contacted me have said they have to cart
water not only for domestic use but also to fill dams
which are at critical levels.
Will the minister provide an overview of the current
position and advise whether support has been
provided? Will he advise what can be done to assist
farmers in north-eastern Victoria? What success has
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the minister had in directing the attention of the
federal government to the drought conditions
suffered in north-eastern Victoria for which it has a
responsibility to provide support.

Emu farming
Ms MARPLE (Altona) - I direct to the attention
of the Minister for Natural Resources the tax the
government has imposed on emu farmers who are
attempting to develop this new enterprise. It is well
known that this government is the highest taxing
government in Australia. It is the highest taxing
government Victoria has ever had to endure, but this
tax takes the cake! As a result of the rural downturn,
farmers and others have been encouraged to take up
alternative enterprises. Emu farming is one of those
ventures and, because it concerns Australian
wildlife, it falls within the responsibility of the
Minister for Natural Resources.

A tax of $6SO per enterprise was introduced as a
means of ensuring that the birds are looked after and
that research is undertaken. As at 1 March, 774 emu
farmers had registered. Although that represents a
tidy little sum for the government, what have the
farmers seen for their taxes? It would seem they
have seen sweet nothing!
The government has not seen fit to place emu
farming within the responsibility of the agriculture
department. If you ring the Department of
Conservation and Natural Resources to obtain
information you find that information is available
only between 9 am. and 12 midday. The emu
farmers would like to know what the government is
doing to help this small industry to get on its feel
They would lilce to know the purposes for which the
tax is being used. Will it be used to help farmers?
They ask.: how are the birds to be slaughtered and
what has the government done to set up research
facilities? How are farmers to get the advice they
seek?
The government talks a great deal about private
enterprise and small business, but it appears to be
ignoring this small business. Will the minister take
responsibility for the farmers who have paid the tax
or will they be ignored after the government has
grabbed their money as is the case with so many
other small businesses. I hope I am wrong but I
believe emu farmers will face some troubles in the
future.

'This evening I should like to hear the minister's
response on what he has done for these emu farmers.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.
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It is signed by Mr Peter C. Harley, who is the
company secretary. I ask the minister to respond to
this letter.

Automatic ticketing machines
Paynesville-Raymond Island Ferry
Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) - The matter I raise for
the attention of the Minister for Public Transport
concerns the automated ticketing system. Many
people want to see Victoria finally catch up with the
times compared with the rest of the Western world
by having ticketing machines like they do in
London, New York and many other countries.
A letter dated 22 March has been made available to
me by the stock exchange in Perth.
An Honourable Member - Can you read it?

Mr LElGH - Yes, I would like to read it. It is
from ERG Ltd to Mr G. Faulkner of the Australian
Stock Exchange Ltd, Perth.
Mrs Wilson - Mr Speaker, on a point of order, I
ask the honourable member to table the letter.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The request is granted.
Mr LElGH - The letter concerns Melbourne's
automated ticketing system contract. It says:
We refer to our telephone conversation earlier today
and your request for us to clarify the rights of our
subsidiary company, OneLink Transit Systems Pty Ltd
('OLT'). has in the event of cancellation of its contract
with the Public Transport Corporation ('PTC,) or in the
event of breach of any PTC's warranties or obligations.
We reiterate our comments in our letter of
20 March 1995 that ERG does not believe that there has
been any breach of the contract with the PTC and, in
particular, we confirm that there are remedies available
to us. both at common law and under the specific
provisions of the contract.
In response to your specific requests those remedies
include a right to cover damages:

' ... for any matter arising out of the project ...
limited to the total of ._ any ... costs, losses,
expenses or damages reasonably incurred by OLT
(other than loss of profit) ...; and
an additional amount of $20 million by way of loss
ofprofil

Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Local Government
in another place concerning the role of local
government commissioners and, in this case, the
Chief Commissioner of the Shire of East Gippsland,
one George Bates. Concern arose among local
residents in East Gippsland when Mr Bates was
interviewed on a radio show because when asked
what would happen to the Paynesville-Raymond
Island ferry, he answered, 1 believe we will be
making it a toll road'.

Given that the ferry is part of the Victorian
government's road scheme it seemed rather amazing
that a local government commissioner could declare
a toll road. It is absolutely amazing when one
considers that the government itself has not at this
stage declared any toll road anywhere in Victoria.
Certainly locals believe that Mr Bates has stepped
well outside of his role. I point out that the Minister
for Roads and Ports not so long ago allocated
$650 000 to the ferry's replacement because he
recognised that it is part of the road system and that
the government therefore has an obligation to look
after the people on Raymond Island by providing
them with a road.

Mr Bates's remarks have completely overstepped
the mark. I further point out that Mr Bates has the
doubtful honour of being the last general manager,
and the who one who destroyed it after 75 years, of
the SEC. That is enough to put him down in history
and make him roll over in his grave! Nevertheless,
to be the first person in this state to declare a
Victorian state government toll road is beyond the
pale.
The people of Raymond Island want to be assured
that it is the Minister for Roads and Ports who looks
after the roads in this state. No local government
commissioner has the right to make such statements,
upsetting local people, when it is the Victorian
government that is responsible for that ferry.

Police: presence in Frankston
Mr WEIDEMAN (Frankston) - I raise a matter
for the Minister for Police and Emergency Services,
and in his absence direct it to the Minister for
Industry and Employment. Honourable members
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may recall that I raised a matter concerning the
recent murder on the Frankston foreshore of a
young man aged 21. The incident involved two
groups of young people who were allowed, because
of local government law, to drink on the foreshore.
1bat local law has been changed by the Minister for
Conservation and Environment, but we still have the
problem of young people drinking on the foreshore.
In recent weeks there have been many meetings
between concerned commWlity groups, the local
chamber of commerce, the local council, the police,
representatives of the four entertainment
establishments and other people who sell packaged
alcohol. Tomorrow an accord will be signed that is
designed to control the amount of alcohol consumed
in our central business district so that we can
exercise some control over the drinking habits of our
young people. We hope to do as Geelong has done
with its accord and reduce the incidence of
vandalism and petty crime in the commWlity.

To his credit, the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services has made extra police available in the
Frankston commWlity. During one Saturday night
and early Sunday morning 14 windows were broken
in the Frankston central business district. The
community thought that was a little over the top. It
asked the police to investigate some of the issues
involved and to arrest certain individuals. Through
the minister, more police have been available on
Thursday, Friday and Saturday nights to control the
large number of people who leave those
establishments and congregate on the streets
between 2.00 am. and 3.00 am.
I ask that those extra police continue to be made
available for some time. We believe the accord to be
signed tomorrow will benefit the commWlity.
Excellent cooperation has been received from all
involved. If we continue to have extra police
available on Thursday, Friday and Saturday nights,
we believe that after Easter members of the
commWlity will accept the controls put on them,
and we will be in a better position to make our
streets safe for those who wish to come to Frankston
to patronise restaurants or visit entertainment
venues.
I ask the minister to seriously consider my request,
which comes from the whole Frankston community.
1 also thank the minister for the support he has
provided to date.
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Multiple Sclerosis Society of Victoria
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) - In the absence of the
Minister for Community Services I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Industry and
Employment an issue that should concern all
honourable members - the fundraising activities of
the Multiple Sclerosis Society of Victoria and, in
particular, its plan to close its St Albans centre.

The society has used cutbacks in government
funding as an excuse to close the St Albans centre.
We all know the government has cut back funding,
but 1 ask the minister to investigate how much
money the society spends on its fundraising efforts. 1
would like to know what proportion of the money
the commWlity donates, particularly the money
collected through the readathons conducted with the
cooperation of school children, is used to provide
services. My figures indicate that the last readathon
raised $717 000, but it seems approximately $305 000
of that was taken up by the internal cost of
organising it. When one considers the reports of
raffles the organisation has run, it is obvious that
more than 50 per cent of the money raised goes
towards organising fundraising activities.
The government was today espousing the merits of
private enterprise. I would like to see the
organisation cut its overhead costs and use the
money it collects to deliver services and, in
particular, to keep open the centre in St Albans. The
society's intention to close the centre has
traumatised those in the local community who have
contributed to the society's fundraising efforts.
I ask the minister to investigate and report to
Parliament on the suggestion that the deficit of the
St Albans centre is not what the society claims it is
because of the internal charges that are applied and
because of the funds that go to the head office of the
society in Toorak. I ask the minister to initiate a full
investigation into the operation of the centre, paying
particular attention to the centre's finances.

Moonee Ponds Creek
Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Natural Resources, who
is the representative in this place of the Minister for
Conservation and Environment. Late last year
honourable members heard me speak of the tourist
potential of the upper reaches of the Moonee Ponds
Creek. A group called the Friends of the Upper
Moonee Ponds Creek is doing a magnificent job not
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just in maintaining the delights of that particular
area but in making it even better, if that is possible.

Of course the flora and fauna in the creek area are
something to behold. There is one problem - the
birds make a lot of noise. In fact, the other morning I
looked out my bathroom window and there were
more galahs in the trees than you see at your
average caucus meeting! TItis group, with a
membership of more than 70 people, is doing a
sterling job. At the moment it is producing a video
in which I star - I should not say, 'star', but I do the
introduction. I would be more than happy to give
any honourable member a private viewing when the
video is finished!
The aims of the group are the preservation of the
creek and its environs. These people are all
volunteers. They are involved in the group because
they want to preserve, protect and make better a
part of Melbourne we all believe should be treated
in that way. Of course, they need a bit of money to
do thal They are not asking for a great deal, but I
believe the work they do in the community deserves
the sort of support they are requesting at this time.
Given the appropriate attention in the future this
area can be a major plus not only for the northern
and western suburbs but for all of Melbourne. The
upper reaches of the Moonee Ponds Creek can be a
major attraction for Melbourne and Victoria.
I believe the people who are putting in this hard
work should be supported. They should be given
the necessary financial assistance to continue to
expand on the marvellous work they have been
doing for the past 12 months or so. I ask the minister
to give this matter his full consideration. I sincerely
hope in the not-too-distant future the minister will
be able to see his way clear to help.

Flora and fauna: scientific advisory
committee
Mr THOMSON (pascoe Vale) - I ask the
Minister for Natural Resources to advise the house
whether any final recommendations of the Scientific
Advisory Committee set up under the Flora and
Fauna Guarantee Act 1988 have not been
determined by him within the 3O-day period
prescribed by the act and, if so, I seek his further
advice as to why he has failed to make that
determination as prescribed by law.

Some of the examples that have been given to me go
back. in the first instance to 5 May last year when a
number of bird species such as the glossy black
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cockatoo, the painted honeyeater and the powerful
owl were recommended for inclusion in the list
under the act, but as yet apparently no
determinations have been given. I go back even
further to 27 January 1994 when sun--orchids,
greenhood orchids and other orchids were
recommended for inclusion under the act. I am
further led to understand that there were
recommendations as far back. as September 1993,
clearly way beyond the 3O-day period prescribed by
the act.
If this information is correct it is a matter of concern
to me that the minister has not complied with the
act, and I seek his investigation of this issue and his
response as to whether those recommendations from
the Scientific Advisory Committee are being
complied with. If they are not being complied with, I
ask on what basis that is the case and what action
the minister can take to ensure that the very
important provisions of the Flora and Fauna
Guarantee Act are complied with in the future.
It is clearly very important in terms of the protection
of Victoria's flora and fauna that endangered species
are properly classified and that land management
and other decisions are made on the basis of proper
information. Given that the Scientific Advisory
Committee has come up with these
recommendations it seems to me to be very
important that the minister complies with the
provisions of the act. I seek his investigation and
response on that basis.

Mr Batchelor - Mr Speaker, on a point of order,
during the adjournment debate the honourable
member for Dandenong North asked the honourable
member for Mordialloc to table a documenl He has
tabled only the third page of a three-page document.
The honourable member for Mordialloc had
multiple pages in his hand; he had more than one
page. This is the third page of a three-page
documenl

It is an attack on the forms of this house when an
honourable member is asked to table papers and
they are not tabled. As I said, this is the third page of
a three-page documenl We ask that the other pages
be tabled immediately.
Mr Leigh -On the point of order, Mr Speaker,
the fact is that I had one piece of paper plus the back
of the legislative program for today, which had
about three lines on it and which I am more than
happy to table. They say that in my electorate we
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want a ticket machine released and they also relate
to the Perth letter.

An Honourable Member - Never happened
Wlder Labor.

I recognise that I can be in breach of the rules of
Parliament if I am not telling the truth in what I am
saying. I did not in any set of circumstances have
any more material than that. I refute what the
honourable member for Thomastown is saying. He
well knows that it is not true. I give you my
assurance that Wlder no circumstances did I have
anything other than the documents I provided to
one of the Oerk's attendants and to Hansard. I had
no other documents.

Mr BROWN - It never happened Wlder Labor.
Oearly, people can choose to travel whenever they
like, including late at night They could choose to go
to the nearest premium station, park their vehicle
and be assured that the station will be fully staffed.
More than 200 Transit Police and hWldreds of staff
are on our railway stations throughout the system.
Also, more than 100 customer service employees
and approximately 70 revenue protection officers are
now on the system. 1hat totals about 2000 people on
the system - on stations and aroWld station
precincts - available to service the public. I assume
this matter was referred to the police?

The SPEAKER - Order! I have heard enough on
the point of order. The honourable member for
Mordialloc assures the Chair he had no other
documents. The document he had has been tabled.

Responses
Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) The honourable member for Springvale raised with
me concerns he has in relation to a constituent
bringing to his attention that, according to the note,
her daughter was:

Approached by a group of seven boys. After a short
conversation one lad said to her, 1 feel like shooting
somebody today'.

Every member of this house would be appalled that
that situation would arise, whether it is in the
precinct of a railway station. on the street, in rural
Victoria or, I might add, anywhere in the nation Of
course such behaviour is unacceptable. It is a
tragedy that it is part of today's society that
occasionally groups of youths get together and act in
a manner that is threatening and that they are
certainly not law abiding.
Safety on public transport has been looked at by an
all-party committee. The government has been
prepared to address just about all the
recommendations put forward by that committee.
This government is establishing 51 premium
stations. Not long ago, with the honourable member
for Glen Waverley I opened the first of those
stations. They will be staffed from first train to last
and will have facilities to monitor adjacent stations
via closed circuit television. The car parks at those
stations will be lit up at night to an extent that
virtually turns night into day. Staff will go so far as
to escort people to their cars if they wish.

Mr Micallef - Yes.
Mr BROWN - This matter has been referred to
the police. I would support any investigation
Wldertaken by the police. It is a serious and
unacceptable matter, and we would like to see the
culprits apprehended.

The honourable member for Mordialloc directed to
my attention a letter forwarded today to the Perth
stock exchange. In that letter, ERG Australia Ltd
asserts its belief that there has been no breach of a
contract with the Public Transport Corporation
(PTC). I make it clear that the contract program
clearly has not been complied with by Onelink, the
consortium of which ERG is a member.
The PTC has rights and remedies Wlder the contract
Of course, if Onelink chooses to pursue remedies at
common law at any time in the future that would be
a matter for the courts to determine.
The question of remedies at common law is a matter
that arises only in the event of a breach of contract
by the PTc. The contract has no provisiOns - Mr Batchelor - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the minister is reading from a document I ask that
he table that document
Mr BROWN - On the point of order,
Mr Speaker, I am not reading from a document I
have notes.

The SPEAKER - Order! The minister is entitled
to have prompt notes for his speech. It is not a
document of any substance?

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday, 22 March 1995

ASSEMBLY

Mr BROWN - It has my handwritten comments
all over it. I am using copious notes to refresh my
memory on the important matters.
The SPEAKER - Order! There is no point of
order.

Mr BROWN -TIle only issue that could arise at
common law would be if the PTC were negligent in
any way, and therefore the company, ERG, or the
consortium, Onelink, would have a claim against the
PTC
Were the termination of a contract in the future to be
the ultimate outcome the PTC would be absolutely
assiduous in ensuring that any termination was
done in the proper way, as prescribed at law and
under the terms of the contract.
Mr Batchelor - What about the question of costs?

Mr BROWN - ERG asserts in its letter that the
remedies for Onelink in the contract include the
right to recover damages. That is what you are, in
effect, raising now. I make it clear that that is quoted
out of context

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BROWN - The stock exchange will make its
own assertions. In fact, the right to which ERG is
referring is not a right to recover damages but rather
a provision of the contract which specifically limits
the PTC's liabilities to pay damages to Onelink in
the event of a breach of the contract by the PTC
Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr BROWN - We have answered that

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER -
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is absolutely correct it stands by itself in every way.
If the government ultimately cancels the
contract--

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I will not allow the
adjournment debate to continue with that barrage of
interjections. I ask honourable members to listen to
the minister in silence.

Mr BROWN - Through you, Mr Speaker, it has
been made crystal clear on more than one occasion
that the government is not up for 1 cent. The
opposition claim was $50 million. The government is
not up for $50 million. It is not up for $50; it is not up
for 50 cents; and it is not up for 1 cent on the basis of
penalty provisions. The opposition has constantly
questioned the government on the matter, and it is
wrong. You are wrong again!

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The house cannot
proceed with that barrage of interjections. The
Minister for Public Transport, in silence.

Mr BROWN - What I have just told the house is
not my opinion. It is the legal advice given to the
PTC by two legal firms, and that advice is supported
by the Victorian Government Solicitor.
Mr Haermeyer - Freehills?
Mr BROWN - No, not Freehills. 1hree different
opinions all support exactly what I have just told the
house. In relation to what you ask - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Minister for Public
Transport will address the Chair.

Order! I advise opposition

members to cease interjecting. I particularly advise
the honourable member for Williamstown that the
allegations he is making by way of interjection are
very serious indeed. Although he has not been here
long, he should know he is on a treacherous path.

Mr BROWN - I repeat-An opposition member interjected.

Mr BROWN - You would know what
misleading the house is about; but unfortunately for
you, you are wrong again. What I said to the house

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BROWN - Mr Speaker, we are not up for a
cent in penalties. That is what your questions have
been directed at.

An opposition member interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! I caution members of
the opposition that they may not interrogate the
minister using a barrage of interjections.

Mr Micallef interjected.
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The SPEAKER - Order! I warn the member for
Springvale: if he interjects once more I will name
him.
Mr BROWN - I should not take up the
interjection.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The minister will ignore
interjections and address the Chair.
Mr BROWN - The question being put to me is
this: are they able to sue? If the PTC cancelled the
contract, as it would if it assiduously followed the
letter of the law, they could sue if they wished. But
the bottom line is that if the PTC is not guilty of
having not performed under this contract, there
would be no ruling against the PTe. However, I put
this clearly on the record: on legal advice - it is
absolutely crystal clear - the contract states what
has to be provided in relation to dates. It is a matter
of the contract being delivered at specified times.
The firm is in breach; there is no question of that
'That is a fact. We have had it checked: it is in breach.
We will make the decision on whether we are
prepared to continue with the contract or whether
we cancel the contract depending on what the
consortium puts before the government in relation
to delivering the contract. It is in breach on one
issue, delivery - that is, its performance in
delivering the contract as required. I have made it
clear a number of times in the house that it has not
delivered - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the Leader of
the OppOSition that he may not barrage the member
on his feet with interjections. I give the same caution
to the honourable member for Thomastown. The
Minister for Public Transport will be heard in silence
and will conclude his answer.
Mr BROWN - I will conclude my answer. The
answer is clearly that the consortium is in breach of
the contract. The information provided to the stock
exchange is information the stock exchange will
have to consider itself.
Mr W. D. McGRA111 (Minister for
Agriculture) - The honourable member for Murray
Valley raised continuing drought conditions in the
north-east of the state and in fact all of Victoria. For
some time now the drought advisory committee,
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convened and chaired by me, has brought together a
number of government agencies such as the
Department of Conservation and Natural Resources,
the agriculture department and the Rural Water
Commission and other statutory authorities such as
the Australian Wheat Board, the Rural Finance
Corporation and the Victorian Farmers Federation
That advisory committee regularly reports and
brings forward various requests. A number of those
requests have been addressed.
One of those requests, which the honourable
member alluded to, concerns emergency bores. I
inform the house that the Rural Water Commission
has done a good job in gearing up those emergency
bores and ensuring that they are available to the
wider community to provide emergency water
services to those who need to secure water. There
have been other initiatives, for example, stock
containment initiatives and the prOvision of grants
via the Department of Conservation and Natural
Resources.
We would certainly welcome a visit by the Rural
Adjustment Scheme Advisory Committee. It comes
under the administration of Senator Collins, the
federal Minister for Primary Industries and Energy.
At this stage we have been unable to convince the
RASAC group to come to Victoria to assess the
submission that has been placed before the Minister
for Primary Industries and Energy and ultimately to
prove that Victoria has exceptional, drought-related
circumstances.

Mr Speaker, you would be well aware that the
Victorian government has assessed the needs of an
area that we believe is drought affected, particularly
through northern Mallee and central Victoria. In that
area there are about 5000 farms. Of those, about 900
farms would probably qualify for an interest
subsidy on working capital. The honourable
member's request is that the area included be
extended. We will assess that proposal. It will be
brought before the drought advisory committee.
The important thing we have to realise in the first
instance is that we have to get commonwealth
recognition of exceptional circumstances for
Victorian farmers before they can get interest
subsidy support on working capital. 'That group of
900 farmers I spoke of requires working capital of
about $6 million. lbat is why we made the
assessment that $2.4 million should be made
available by the Victorian government We hope the
commonwealth government will make available,
following recognition of exceptional circumstancesl

ADJOURNMENT
W ed.nesday, 22 March 1995

ASSEMBLY

interest subsidy support for working capital of
around $5 million to $6 million for that area.
We are committed to following through on the
national policy agreed to by all states and the
commonwealth in 1992 The commonwealth is yet to
deliver on a number of issues under that policy,
particularly regarding taxation incentives to help
farmers prepare themselves for the occasion of
drought Because those incentives have not been
activated, recognition of the exceptional
circumstances under which an interest subsidy can
be provided for working capital should be
forthcoming from the commonwealth. It is difficult
to convince the bureaucracy in the Department of
Primary Industries and Energy of the conditions in
Victoria.
Even though they are now focusing on the fact that
there have to be three failed seasons to meet the
eligibility criteria we still have not been able to
receive a definition of 'failed season' via the office of
the Minister for Primary Industries and Energy.
However, we will keep on working on it

An honourable member inteIjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATII- I hear somebody down
the back saying, 'You might as well give up'. I
suppose that is the sort of inane comment that the
honourable member for Yan Yean would throw into
the ring. That shows the intelligence of the man. We
will keep on attempting to convince the
commonwealth that drought support is justified for
Victoria.
The farming community has the land and the
machinery available and it still has the commitment
to farming industries. However, what it really needs
at the moment more than anything else is a couple of
inches of rain and some working capital at an
affordable cost We will keep on providing that
support to try to achieve that goal.
Mr COLEMAN (Minister for Natural
Resources) - The honourable member for Altona
raised the issue of emu farming. One of the special
outcomes of this government's administration is that
we have been able to introduce a new industry
which is prOviding the potential for some economic
stimulus to a group of farmers who have previously
been denied an income stream. I am sure once the
emu industry is established properly it will provide
tha t for them.
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The honourable member raised the question of what
she said were taxes. I make it quite clear what the
operators of these emu establishments are paying.
They pay licence fees under the Wildlife Act in the
same way as anyone else who keeps birds needs to
pay a licence fee to keep registration. They are not
taxes.
When the Emu Producers Association was originally
formed it was suggested that in the order of 200 to
300 farms were capable of being established in
Victoria. Such has been the success of it that
significantly more than that have applied for
registration and, as the honourable member
indicated, 770 licences have been issued. .

An Honourable Member - What is the biggest?
Mr COLEMAN - The biggest in size of birds or
area of the farms?
The SPEAKER - Order! The minister will ignore
inteIjections.
Mr COLEMAN - When the original proposition
was considered - and obviously a licensing system
needed to be put into place - the fee was struck at
$650 per licence on the expectation of 300 licences,
which the honourable member will see, if she cares
to work it out, is about what it was to have cost to
run the licensing system. Now that there has been a
very good response and significantly more
applications have been received than were expected,
the fee is being reviewed. Simply, it is a situation
where the performance has outshone the expectation.
I am sure that those who have gone into the industry
are cognisant of the need to have an establishment
that can process these birds. Obviously there needs
to be a sufficient build-up of numbers for somebody
to make an investment in such a plant A number of
groups are potentially available and at least two
groups have sites selected. In one case a group has
options over a building with the potential of
establishing a processing facility in Victoria.

This matter is generating a lot of interest among
those who have purchased birds with the intention
of getting an income stream. I am sure that the
interest demonstrated at a recent meeting in Bendigo
is such that a processing organisation will evolve
that will be able to process these birds in Victoria
and, as a result, provide an income stream for
people who have become established in the industry.
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The honourable member for Tullamarine referred
the Minister for Conservation and Environment in
another place to the Friends of the Upper Moonee
Ponds Creek. I hope the honourable member is one
of the 70-0dd paid-up members of that association,
because it is a good organisation. I am sure his
interest in the Upper Moonee Ponds Creek is such
that he wants to assist the group to obtain the
financial assistance it needs to continue the valuable
work it does in the area.
I shall take up the issue with my colleague in
another place because that section of the creek,
which is outside the area administered by
Melbourne Parks and Waterways, is in need of a
friends group such as he has mentioned. I am sure if
financial resources are available they will be directed
to the group to ensure that the valuable work being
carried out is continued.
The honourable member for Pascoe Vale referred to
the Scientific Advisory Committee formed wtder the
provisions of the Flora and FaWla Guarantee Act. He
would be aware that I recently had the privilege of
appointing Or Malcolm Calder as the chairman of
the advisory committee. The honourable member
claims that some recommendations made by the
committee have not been acted upon by my office. I
shall investigate the matter and come back to him. I
am not aware of any recommendations that have not
been dealt with by my office.
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - The honourable member for
Dandenong North referred to older people with
intellectual disabilities, their use of adult day
training centres and the process of caring that is
wtdertaken in that area. The honourable member
directed the attention of the Minister for Community
Services specifically to the Wallara Centre. I shall
direct that matter to his attention.
The honourable member for Rodney, with his usual
good humour, directed the attention of the
Attorney-General to a leaking roof in Rushworth.
We were grateful that he eventually pointed out that
the building concerned was the local courthouse,
and even more grateful to find out that the
courthouse has a preservation order on il The
honourable member is seeking assistance to secure
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the slate roof so that valuable documents held inside
the building are not lost to society and history. I
shall raise the matter with the Attorney-General. I
am sure the government will do everything possible
to achieve a satisfactory outcome.
The honourable member for Morwell referred the
Minister for Local Government in another place to a
statement attributed to a Mr Bates, the chairperson
of the City of East Gippsland, regarding his
apparent suggestion that a road at Paynesville might
be declared a toll road. I do not know if it is a local
government road or a government road - I am
assured it is a government road. I shall direct the
matter to the attention of the minister and ask him to
investigate the issue.
The honourable member for Frankston referred the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services to an
issue he has raised before regarding the murder that
took place on the Frankston foreshore as a
consequence of drinking problems in the area.
I wtderstand from what the honourable member
said that the by-laws have been amended as a
consequence of cooperation between the local
authorities and the police. The local member has a
continuing concern because the problems have not
gone away. It is only proper that he raises them in
this place in the way that he has. I shall direct the
matter to the attention of the minister and ask him to
do everything possible to solve the problem.

The honourable member for Keilor raised for the
attention of the Minister for Community Services the
Multiple Sclerosis Society of Victoria. His particular
concern related to the amoWlt of money being spent
on promotion and the expenditure that goes into the
organisation of fundraising within the society. In the
short time available he was not able to give specific
details, but no doubt he has sufficient details that he
can make available to the Minister for CommWlity
Services. I am sure the minister will be prepared to
take appropriate action.
Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 9.06 pm.

