PETITIONS
Thursday. 23 March 1995

629

ASSEMBLY

Thursday, 23 March 1995

Tullamarine Freeway: extension
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:

The SPEAKER (Hon. J. E. Delzoppo) took the chair
at 10.05 a.D\. md read the prayer.

PETITIONS
The Clerk - I have received the following
petitions 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 undersigned 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.

3.

4.

That research indicates that homosexual behaviour
generated disproportionately high levels of serious
diseases, creates a Significant risk of transmission
of serious diseases, such as hepatitis A and S, from
homosexuals to the general community, and poses
special risks in occupations such as food handling,
child care, and medical care;
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;
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 under 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 under that act.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Doyle (7 signatures) and Mr Bildstien
(15 signatures)

The humble petition of we, the undersigned citizens of
the state of Victoria, sheweth we are opposed to any

widening or extension of the Tullama.rine Freeway.
Accordingly your petitioners pray that the honourable
Minister for Roads and Ports directs that an
environmental effects statement be carried out as a
matter of urgency in relation to the present freeway
and also its proposed widening or extension with
consultation to take place with the commissioners of
the City of Moreland, the councillors of the City of
Essendon and members of the community of these
areas.
In the light of 20 years of neglect, we most earnestly
beseech the commencement of works to overcome the
ill effects of the increased usage of the freeway. Such
works should include (but not be limited to)
resurfacing the freeway with materials which minimise
traffic noise, introducing a curfew for traffic, installing
proper noise attenuation barriers along the freeway
constructed of effective noise abatement materials.

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

By Mr Thomson (75 signatures)

Tullamarine Freeway: toll
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
We the undersigned citizens of the state of Victoria call
on the Parliament of Victoria to reject all proposals for a
toll on the Tullamarine Freeway. Such a toll would:
be unfair to motorists who are already paying
3 cents per litre extra road tax to subsidise other
road projects including the Eastern Freeway
extension (where no toll is proposed);
add a financial burden of around $20 per week for
families who are already paying an extra
$1900 p.a. in Kennett government taxes and
charges;
merely subsidise construction of an extra lane for
buses and taxis only, turning the Tullamarine
Freeway into an eight-lane monster to the
detriment of local residents and public open space;
and
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disrupt the lives of residents in areas such as
Pascoe Vale, Coburg, Brunswick, Strathmore, and
Essendon, as traffic transfers onto residential
streets to avoid paying the toll.
Your petitioners therefore pray that all proposals for
the inequitable and regressive Tullamarine Freeway
toll will be abandoned.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Thomson (92 signatures)

Public liability: home occupier rights
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the Victorian Country
Pensioners Association Incorporated and the
Combined Pensioners and Superannuants Association
of Victoria Incorporated and the undersigned citizens
of the state of Victoria, sheweth:
(1) A felon or intruder entering a house illegally should
not be able to claim compensation for damages
received to themselves.
(2) If an intruder or intruders die or dies from injuries
received in the illegal entry, the occupier should
not be charged with murder or manslaughter.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the government see
fit to change the law to protect the home owner or
occupier as the innocent.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.
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... any evidence ... documents ... proceedings or reports
... notwithstanding that that evidence ... have not been
reported to Parliament.

This provision makes sense only if there is a general
restriction on such disclosures. Section 4R(1)
provides that
A Joint Investigatory Committee shall on request make
available to any member of the public ... a copy of the
record of any evidence given before it ... unless in the
opinion of the committee special circumstances make it
undesirable to do so.

That does not empower the chairman or any other
individual member to make such documents
available; it only empowers the committee as a
whole to respond to a request, and committees
proceed by resolution.
It could be argued that if this power were given to
the chairman it would give him a right to release
such material, unless there was reason to believe
there were special reasons for withholding it. We do
not know for certain whether the chairman received
such a request on which he acted. In this case,
clarification should be sought as to whether a
request was received and, if so, when and in what
form, from whom and by whom, who authorised
the making available of a copy of the transcript and
on what authority that person acted. Further,
clarification should be sought as to the general rules
to apply in respect of the release of materials held by
the joint investigatory committees including
evidence, documents, proceedings and Wlpresented
reports.

By Mr Elder (25 signatures)
Laid on table.

RULING BY THE CHAIR
Mr Dollis - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
further to your ruling yesterday on my point of
order, I should like to say that it has been previously
accepted that committee proceedings, reports and so
on may not be disclosed prior to their being tabled
in Parliament. There have been a number of
occasions on which the leaking of reports prior to
tabling in Parliament has been investigated as a
breach of the accepted practice.
The prindple is also implicit in the Parliamentary
Committees Act, section 4Q(3), which states that the
chairman of a joint investigatory committee may
disclose to the committee of committee chairs:

As a member of jOint committees, including the
House Committee, of which you, Mr Speaker, are
the chairman, I am free to report publicly on
anything that you as the chairman of the committee
or indeed any other member may have said in a
committee meeting, or on anything I have heard or
read at the meeting or at a meeting of another
committee of which I am a member, such as the
Public Bodies Review Committee. In order to clarify
your ruling, Sir, I raise this point of order and ask
you to investigate and clarify the issues that I have
raised here today.

Mr Honeywood -On the point of order, this
whole matter arose from a question asked of the
Minister for Public Transport by the honourable
member for Thomastown. Given that the
honourable member for Thomastown is not a
member of the Public ACCOWlts and Estimates

RULING BY THE CHAIR
Thursday. 23 March 1995

ASSEMBLY

Committee, how was he privy to the proceedings of
that committee on which his question was based?

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I warn members of the
house that I will take action against them. The house
has done the courtesy of listening to the point raised
by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, who has
put certain arguments to me. It is quite proper that
other members be able to put other arguments on
the same subject in silence.
Mr Honeywood - In conclusion, I request that as
part of your investigations, Mr Speaker, you also
investigate the qualification of the honourable
member for Thomastown to raise matters
concerning a hearing of a committee of which he is
not a member, and in that context whether his own
deputy leader has damned him by raising this whole
ridiculous point of order.
Mr Batchelor - On the point of order, the
hearing to which the honourable member for
Warrandyte referred was a public hearing. As a
member of Parliament I have the same right to
attend those hearings as members of the press. I am
interested that the honourable member for
Warrandyte should be trying to limit the rights of
members of the media and members of Parliament
to attend committee meetings. I was in attendance
throughout the whole period and I understood what
was being said. I am entitled to be in attendance and
I am entitled to report on it subsequently, as are
members of the media. It was a foolish and frivolous
point of order.
Mr Penin - On the same point of order, to
clarify the situation--

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I shall afford the same
protection to the honourable member for Bulleen as I
shall to any other member of the house.
Mr Penin -1bank you, Mr Speaker. As you are
aware, the matters relate to the Hansard transcript of
a public hearing of a joint investigatory committee. I
believe your ruling yesterday was correct when you
made a distinction between joint investigatory
committees and other parliamentary committees
because jOint investigatory committees are subject to
the Parliamentary Committees Act I believe your
ruling yesterday was absolutely correct because the
transcript of evidence was the Hansard record of a
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public hearing, which the honourable member for
Thomastown admits other members of Parliament
can attend, as can members of the media: therefore it
is a public document
Or Coghill- On the point of order, Mr Speaker,
I am sure you are comforted by the support for your
ruling by the honourable member for Bulleen. In fact
the honourable members for Bulleen and
Warrandyte diverted attention, perhaps deliberately,
from the central point raised by the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition about what protection is to be
given to joint investigatory committees as to their
proceedings, draft reports, reports, transcripts of
evidence, which may be in public or private, and
other information and documents that may be in the
possession of the committee.

I believe the ruling you gave yesterday raises issues
that require urgent clarification because on the face
of them they could give carte blanche to any
member of any committee, or indeed any other
person, to make public matters which have been
before a committee but which have not been
reported to Parliament.
It has been the tradition for as long as I have been a
member of this Parliament that not only select
committees but all committees of Parliament whether the House Committee, the current joint
investigatory committees or their various precursors
such as the Public Bodies Review Committee, which
was established under separate legislation in 1980have observed and have had applied to them the
principle you referred to yesterday that applies to
select committees.
I put it to you, Mr Speaker, that the committees of
this house and the other house of Parliament will
become unworkable if it appears on the basis of the
interpretation which many have put to you on your
ruling yesterday that anyone has carte blanche to
make available publicly or in this house information
that is currently before a committee and that has not
been reported to Parliament
It is absolutely essential for the future effectiveness
and proper operation of committees of Parliament
that these matters be clarified and that it be
reaffirmed that proceedings before cOmmittees, their
reports, draft reports, other documents and evidence
are to remain confidential until they are reported to
Parliament

Mr Weideman - On the point of order,
Mr Speaker, to clarify the matter I point out that we
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are talking about two different issues. Firstly,
documents that are submissions can be given in
camera or before a full joint committee Wlder section
4 of the Parliamentary Committees Act and are to be
treated in confidence by the committee by the
decision and resolution of the committee. When the
committee meets in a public hearing forum, as one
did this morning, yesterday morning and on
22 February - Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr Weideman - The Leader of the Opposition is
just showing how big a fool he is!

The SPEAKER - Order! This inddent illustrates
clearly why interjections lead to trouble in the house.
I ask the Leader of the Opposition to remain silent
and that the honourable member for Frankston
ignore interjections.
Mr Weideman -It is a serious matter. At the
opening of every public hearing of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee a statement is
read in support of the Parliamentary Committees
Act which explains to witnesses that they are there
to give evidence and that the evidence is treated in
the same way as the Hansard record of Parliament
Witnesses are informed that matters put before the
committee in a public hearing at which the press
and other people can be present are privileged to
that committee Wltil the transcript comes back to the
committee in a corrected form, similar to the
procedures with the Hansard record of this house.
The proceedings are taken down and the transcript
is presented to the witnesses in a day or so. They are
allowed to correct the Hansard transcript in a similar
way as is the case with the proceedings of this
house. It is approved by the executive officer as a
Hansard record of that particular hearing, and under
section 4 of the act it is then available to anyone in
the community who wishes to have that information.

This is the distinct difference between the transcript
and other documents presented to a committee such
as submissions. When a submission is made to a
committee the person may request that it remain in
camera or may allow it to become available publicly.
lbat decision has to be by a resolution of the
committee. A public hearing is exactly the same as
the situation in this house. Therefore, the Speaker's
ruling yesterday is absolutely correct It is a ruling
that has been in operation for a number of years, and
it is very satisfactory for our committee.
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The SPEAKER - Order! I have listened to the
point of order raised by the Deputy Leader of the
Oppositi~ and my first reaction is that I am not
persuaded by his arguments. However, out of
respect to him, to the house and to other honourable
members who have put forward opinions on the
point of order, I shall investigate the matter further
and let the house know accordingly.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
COMMITfEE

Early childhood services
Mr LEIGH <Mordialloc) presented report of
Community Development Committee on inquiry
into needs of families for early dtildhood services
in health, welfare and education, together with
appendices, minority report, extracts from
proceedings and minutes of evidence.

Laid on table.
Ordered that report, appendices, minority report
and extracts from proceedings be printed.

PAPER
Laid on table by Clerk:
Wildlife Act 1975 - Wildlife (Hunting of Game Ducks
Prohibition) Notice 1995.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
11 April 1995.

As I indicated to the opposition yesterday, as a

consequence of a delay in the delivery of the federal
government's economic statement until 10 May, the
government has dedded that it needs to revise its
sitting program. The effect of the realignment is a
net loss of four days. The outcome will give
Parliament nine weeks of sitting, less one day. For
the purposes of the record, I shall refer to the same
sittings for preceding years: in 1994, it was 8 weeks;
1993,9 weeks; 1992,9 weeks; 1991, 10 weeks; 1990,
8 weeks; and 1989,7 weeks. The government has
done all it can to keep the sitting weeks in normal
format In fact, the sittings this year are slightly
above the range, so there will be no diminution of
rights.
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I also indicated to the opposition yesterday that as a
consequence of the realigned program there would
need to be a change in the grievance day
arrangements to allow for the replacement of a
grievance day that would have been lost It is my
proposition that when this motion is dealt with I will
then move a motion to deal with the question of
grievances.
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - The
opposition opposes the changes to the sitting dates.
In fact, I will be moving an amendment to the
motion that has been put by the Leader of the
House--

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - Here we have the Leader of the
House, the honourable member for Warrandyte, and
all of the other sycophants sitting on the back bench
who do not have the spine or courage to debate the
issues that affect Victorians. It is a furphy that has
been put up today by the Leader of the House - an
oVernight invention that the federal govenunent has
somehow substantially changed the date when the
next budget is being bought down. I point out that it
has not It has always been set for early May. All the
dates for budget dinners have been in the
newspapers.
This is a furphy. The government is running away

from proper scrutiny, running away from the issues
which are damaging to this government and which
concern Victorians.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Would honourable
members sitting on the government benches please
remain silent!
Mr BRUMBY - I wish to move an amendment I
move:
Delete all words after 'until' and replace with '2.15 p.m.
on Tuesday, 28 March, to continue the business of the
house and discuss matters of major public importance,
including:

the government's proposals to sell off the State
Electricity Commission in a fire sale environment
for half its real value, against the clear wishes of
the Victorian public, church, community and
union groups;
the crisis in the state health system and the
minister's failure to rule out closures of key public
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hospitals including Mordialloc, Sandringham and
Fairfield.
the debacle over the introduction of the automatic
ticketing system and the potential liability of the
state as a result of the Minister for Public
Transport's mishandling of the project;
the reckless activities of the
Grand Prix Corporation and damage to houses in
the Albert Park area as a consequence of
compacting work being carried out by the
corporation;
the government's contempt for the democratic
process; its attacks on independent statutory
appointees, and its decision to delay most council
elections until March 1997;

the misuse of taxpayers' money on blatant political

advertising;
the massive increase in water costs - -

The SPEAKER - Order! Just let the Chair pause
for a moment to contemplate what is happening
here. I understand that the Leader of the Opposition
is moving an amendment to the motion moved by
the Leader of the House. He is suggesting a different
date and time from that proposed by the Leader of
the House, but, as this is a formal motion, I am not
sure whether he may append additional points to
the motion, although, undoubtedly, he can canvass
them in debate. If he would pause for a moment I
shall seek advice on whether the amendment is in
order. It would be of assistance if I had a copy of the
amendment
There is no doubt that it is an unusual amendment
If the house wishes the Leader of the Opposition to
proceed in the manner that he is attempting to do,
then I shall hear him.
Mr Gude - Mr Speaker, on a point of order, you
invited the house to indicate whether it wishes to
allow this process to proceed. On behalf of the
government, I do not wish it to proceed. The whole
amendment is frivolous to start off with. The Leader
of the Opposition knows full well what the eventual
outcome will be. It is nothing short of an attempt to
grandstand. If he wants to move an amendment to
the motion on the sitting, his amendment should be
restricted to the first paragraph of the document that
is being presented to the house.
As you correctly pointed out in your earlier
comments to the Leader of the Opposition, if he
subsequently chooses in making his point to refer to
other matters - and one presumes they would be
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the matters contained. in the document, tmless he
has a few others he wants to get off his chest - he
ought to do so in the debate. It seems to me that the
motion is totally improper.
Mr Batchelor - On the point of order,
Mr Speaker, as you said, it is in the hands of the
house as to how this matter is decided.. The Leader
of the House has indicated the government's
opposition to the proposed amendment, so
presumably it will vote against it. Under standing
orders that is the government's right. I also direct to
your attention that on other occasions when the
house has had to be reconvened, not only the date
and time but also the details or agenda, if you like,
of the matters to be placed before the house have
been required.
I take you back to the time of the recalling of the
house for the debate on the Mabo ruling. The issue
was not simply about the time and place at which it
would occur; rather, it was about the matter for
debate. It is up to the mover of the motion or the
provider of the information to choose how much
detail he or she provides. In this instance the Leader
of the House has chosen to provide fairly detailed
headings for the matters that should be discussed in
the debate. I contend it is absolutely in order to
move an amendment in the terms moved by the
Leader of the Opposition. If the government does
not accept it, that is its right. It can vote against the
amendment at the appropriate time.

The SPEAKER -Order! We are dealing with a
procedural motion moved by the Leader of the
House. There is some doubt in my mind as to
whether the long list attached. to the amendment is
in order and in keeping with the usual practices of
the house -and, for that matter, with the
Westminster system. I therefore rule that I will
accept the proposed amendment down to the word
'importance' in the third line. If they so choose, the
Leader of the Opposition and subsequent speakers
may speak to the amendment using the remainder
of the points that are mentioned.
Mr BRUMBY -On a point of order on your
ruling, Mc Speaker, this matter was discussed with
the Oerks. As a result of that discussion it was
certainly my understanding that the amending
motion would be in order, and that was the advice
that would have been given to you. Oearly the
house is the master of its own destiny.
Mr Gude - It's an important matter.
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Mr BRUMBY - The motion I wish to move
provides that the house sit next Tuesday to discuss a
range of specified matters. The success of the
amendment is in the hands of the house. There will
be debate on the amendment, which I will obviously
support, and it will be up to the house to decided
whether it supports or rejects the amendment. I
suggest it is clearly in order for a member of this
house to move, by way of either a substantive
motion or an amendment to a substantive motion,
that certain matters be discussed by the house.
AIe we really saying that, as the Leader of the
Opposition, I am not entitled to move an
amendment that says Parliament should sit next
week to debate certain matters that affect the public?
Am I not allowed to move a motion to amend a
substantive motion, not just a procedural motion,
that will remove a week's sittings from the
publicised. sitting dates and timetable of Parliament,
which is a matter of substance affecting this
Parliament and the public?

After discussing it with the Oerks, I understood the
amendment to be in order. For goodness sake, it
must be in order for the Leader of the Opposition to
move a motion identifying certain matters the
opposition believes should be the focus of
parliamentary debate next week and arguing against
the house adjourning, going missing, and not being
able to debate matters that affect Victorians.
The SPEAKER -Order! The Leader of the
Opposition puts the Chair in an awkward position.
The general rule is that any member can move
anything he chooses by way of a motion or
amendment. However, there are certain guidelines
on the length of motions, and there are also
guidelines on procedural motions of this type.
Without trying to inhibit or place any impediment in
the way of the Leader of the Opposition, I rule that
the amendment conclude at the word 'importance'.
If he wishes to canvass any other issues, he and his
colleagues may do so in accordance with the rules of
the house.
Mr Thwaites - On a further point of order,
Mr Speaker, so that the house can conduct a proper
debate on similar matters, I ask you to clarify those
guidelines and point out where they are so that in
future we can ensure we comply with your ruling.

The SPEAKER - Order! I have already ruled on
the matter. I have come to my conclusion by various
means, and I have no further comment.
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Mr BRUMBY -On a further point of order,
Mr Speaker, on behalf of honourable members,
certainly those on this side of the house, I seek the
guidance of the Chair on the matters that mayor
may not be raised by way of amendment and on the
guidelines I heard you refer to some moments ago. I
wonder whether you can make those guidelines
available to the house at the earliest possible
opportunity. I understand the guidelines are
probably in every Speaker's head; but you referred
to guidelines having been set down, and we would
appreciate those guidelines being made available to
the house.

The SPEAKER - Order! I understand the point
of order raised by the honourable member for
Williamstown. It has long been held in this place
that if there are successive points of order, even in
question time, the time can be used up. There is no
point of order.

The SPEAKER - Order! There is one point I
want to make. Although some guidelines are set
down and although the Speaker uses a whole host of
inputs to come to a conclUSion, ultimately the
decision is for the Speaker himself to make. Believe
it or not, that is how new rulings are made; and
based on the inputs that have been given to me, that
is the conclusion to which I have come. However, I
take note of what the Leader of the Opposition is
saying.

In speaking to the amendment I direct to the
attention of the house the need for Parliament to
discuss a number of matters of major public
importance that concern and affect Victorians. The
government is negligent, guilty of dereliction and
culpable in running away from its responsibilities to
the people of Victoria and refusing to face up to the
real issues that concern Victorians.

Mr Bracks - On a further point of order,
Mr Speaker, the clock has been going for 14 minutes.
The various rulings you have given have prevented
the Leader of the Opposition from doing what you
have asked him to do, which is to debate within the
confines of the amendment the matters he has
raised. If your rulings were not so ambiguous, there
would not have been that lapse in time.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member will resume his seal Reflections on the
rulings of the Chair are grossly out of order. In view
of the length of the member's stay in this house, if he
now gets to his feet and apologises I will accept his
apology. All you have to do is get to your feet and
say you apologise.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Bracks - I apologise.
The SPEAKER - Does the honourable member
wish to proceed with his point of order?
Mr Bracks - Yes, I do. I point out that
15 minutes have now elapsed. You have left the
Leader of the Opposition only 15 minutes in which
to speak on the points to which he is now restricted.
I ask you to give the Leader of the Opposition the
30 minutes he should have to debate these matters.

Mr BRUMBY - Mr Speaker, subject to your
ruling, I move:
Delete all words after 'Wlti!' and replace with '2.15 pm..
on Tuesday, 28 March, to continue the business of the
house and discuss matters of major public importance'.

A few moments ago I identified a number of the
issues that should be discussed by Parliament next
week. However, there are a number of other issues
the opposition also wants discussed. I refer to the
massive increases in water costs that have been
imposed as a result of user-pays charges,
particularly the so-called toilet tax; the failure of the
government to address the issue of petrol prices in
country Victoria; the government's total bungling of
the emergency services communications contract;
the scathing report of the Employee Relations
Commission on the government's disastrous
industrial relations changes; the bribery of certain
voters in the Cranboume area through the selective
issue of rail passes valued at more than $100; the
proposed expenditure of more than $2.50 000 of
taxpayers' money on marble courtyards, extensive
landscaping and other indulgences to be installed
outside what is rapidly becoming known as the
presidential palace in Treasury Place; the record
spending by the government on consultancies,
including more than $3 million on education alone;
and finally, a number of matters listed under general
business on the notice paper.
There has been no significant change in the date on
which the federal Parliament is to bring down not its
economic statement but its budget. The government
is clearly and quite unambiguously running away
from parliamentary debate, running scared from the
people of VictOria, trying to stifle debate and trying
to masquerade as a decent government when in
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reality the people of Victoria are concerned about
issue after issue after issue.
It has taken the government two years to wreck the
state's health system and now it wants 55 years to fix
it up. Yesterday we heard the Minister for Health
say she could not give any guarantees whatsoever
about hospitals like Sandringham, Mordialloc and
Fairfield.
The government has wrecked the education system.
We have seen retention rates plummet, kids drop
out of the state education system and class sizes go
through the roof. In May of this year compulsory
testing is to be introduced.
The government has wrecked the environment of
Albert Park. During the week I looked at houses at
Albert Park which have enormous aaclcs in their
walls because of compacting work being undertaken
by the Australian Grand Prix Corporation. The
cracks are so large you could drive a formula 1
grand prix car through them!
The government has wrecked the industrial relations
system. We have had a scathing report by the
Employee Relations Commission. We have had the
total failure of employment contracts in this state.
We have had people deserting state awards. We
have had millions of dollars wasted in advertising
campaigns to try to block workers moving to federal
awards.
The industrial relations system in this state is
fundamentally unjust and unfair. Those at the big
end of town can get pay rises but under the pay
regime of the Minister for Industry and Employment
members of ordinary working families cannot get a
decent pay rise or the protection of an award
system - they are locked into contract payments.
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We have a government that has implemented
draconian measures, such as teaching service order
140, which bans teachers from making public
comment. We have a government that has closed
down the freedom of information system. The
shadow Minister for Health spent three days at the
Administrative Appeals Tnbunal trying to get
information out of this dishonest government, a
government that lies regularly to the Victorian
people about readmission rates to the public
hospital system. We get lies, lies, lies! When the
opposition tries to get information through the
freedom of information system it finds the
information simply does not exist.
Last week the government stated that there will be
no elections for local government unti11997.
Surprise, surprise! Why could that be? Do we really
need councillors? That is the question the
government is asking. It is saying we will have
unelected commissioners unti11997, until after the
next state election, and in the meantime it will
introduce legislation to force councils to reduce rates
by 20 per cent.
Mr Hamilton - And the new council won't be
allowed to set its own rates. What a disgusting thing!

Mr BRUMBY - And what an attack on
democracy in this state! We have a government that
has wasted extraordinary amounts of taxpayers'
money. It is wasting nearly $30 million on what is
becoming known as the presidential palace in
Treasury Place. So much money is being lavished on
the project it would make Imelda Marcos blush!
Somebody said to me the other day, 'The only thing
that is missing from the new plans for the front of
Treasury Place is a statue, because the pigeons need
somewhere to sit'. So we need a statue there to
complete the works the Premier is undertaking with
taxpayers' money!

The government has absolutely wrecked the public
transport system. In the two and a half years that the
government has been in office, the Victorian public
transport system has lost 31 million passenger
movements. The holiday timetable from January
1993 is still running!

Let's look at some of the money that has been
wasted: $56 million dollars this year on
consultancies; the $105 million budget of the Office
of State Owned Enterprises over the past two years;
and $20 million on political advertising.

The government has destroyed the democratic
checks and balances that formerly existed in
Parliament. It sacked the judges of the Accident
Compensation Tribunal, members of the Law
Reform Commission, elected councillors throughout
Victoria, the former Director of Public Prosecutions,
Bernard Bongiomo, and the former Commissioner
for Equal Opportunity, Moira Rayner.

Yesterday the issue of money in the electorate of
Cranbourne was raised in this house. No-<me in
Dandenong or Hampton Park was provided free of
charge with a $100 ticket to ride the public transport
system, but people living in the marginal seat of
Cranboume - the government is terrified of losing
that seat at the next election, as well it might received in the mail a letter from the government
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offering a bribe of $100 in rail tickets. No commuters
or residents in Monbulk, Dandenong or Pakenham
will get a refund of their $100 home tax. None of
those people got a free gift in the mail from the
government. But people who live in the marginal
seat of Cranboume, where the government is trying
to bribe voters and garner votes, get a 5100 ticket in
the mail free of charge.
Today's Australian Fi71lmciJll Review contains further
criticism of this government's privatisation plans.
Big business is saying that what the Treasurer is
doing to the state is wrong and does not make sense.
That backs up comments made by the Director of
the Electricity Supply Association of Australia,
Mr Keith Orchison, who has described the
government's privatisation proposals as high-risk
and highly controversial. Those comments have
been backed up by the head of Pacific Power in New
South Wales, Mr Ross BWlyon, who has also
described the proposals as bizarre.
Yesterday the Australian ran an article headed,
'Hilmer tips merger option after state's power
sell-off'. So Professor Hilmer, who wrote the
competition report, is basically saying that you do
not need to privatise the electricity system, you do
not need to break it up into little bits as the Victorian
government is doing. He is predicting that by the
year 2000 all of the broken up units of the electricity
industry will be put back together in one group.
This morning at the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee a document was released - yet another
leaked document which the opposition holds, this
time from the Office of State Owned Enterprises.
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Or Coghill- This is a personal explanation.

Mr Weideman - He said a document was
released at that meeting. That is untrue.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Frankston has been in this
place long enough to know that he is not speaking to
a point of order. There is no point of order. If the
honourable member for Frankston seeks to refute
the arguments put by the Leader of the Opposition
he should take the opportunity to do so should he
get the call at the appropriate time.
Mr BRUMBY - The opposition certainly has a
document which has been leaked by the Office of
State Owned Enterprises.
Mr Weideman - A leaked document?
Mr BRUMBY - Yes, from the Office of State
Owned Enterprises.
Mr Gude interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - You can sit there looking like a
great big foolish ape because that is what you are!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of
the Opposition should ignore interjections and
proceed with his contribution to the debate through
the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY - The document shows the value
of the assets of the port of Geelong as $77 million.

Mr Weideman interjected.
Mr Weideman interjected.

Mr BRUMBY - You know about the document?
Mr BRUMBY - It is from the Office of State

Owned Enterprises.
Mr Weideman interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - Get back in your sea~
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Frankston is out of his seat. I
might also add he is being disorderly by interjecting;
he should restrain himself while the Leader of the
Opposition continues.
Mr Weideman - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, the Leader of the Opposition has suggested
tha tat a meeting of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee this morning - -

Mr Weideman - No, it was not released.
Mr BRUMBY - $77 million - The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair
will again ask the Leader of the Opposition to ignore
interjections and to direct his comments through the
Chair. I again ask the honourable member for
Frankston to retain his enthusiasm and ask for the
call if he wishes to refute arguments.
Mr BRUMBY - This document is like the leaked
cabinet document on the sale of the SEC which
shows that the government is prepared to sell assets
for half their price. This one shows that the port of
Geelong is valued at $77 million, yet the government
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is prepared to sell it for between $29 million and
million. Isn't it amazing that the person
interested in putting together the consortium is none
other than Michael Kroger, the friend of the liberal
Party! He is putting together the consortium to buy a
state asset valued at $77 million for less than half its
value.

$36

These are matters Parliament should discuss next
week. The sitting of Parliament should not be
deferred until 10 or 11 April.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER -Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.
Or COGHILL (Werribee) - I must say that there
is a particular and peculiar irony hanging over the
closure of Parliament next week because next week
will be the first Constitutional Awareness Week ever
held in Australia. Yet, here the constitution is being
subverted by the grinning Leader of the House, by
the hyena of the house!

Mr Gude - Your heart is not in it, Ken!
Or COGHILL - Time and again the Leader of
the House has shown his contempt for the forms of
this house, the forms of Parliament, and for the
constitutional arrangements of Victoria. That is
exemplified as much as anything by his
unwillingness and refusal to debate the motions
canvassing his conduct in his role as Leader of the
House prior to the prorogation of Parliament.
He structured things so it was not possible for his
conduct to be debated. Now he is structuring things
so this Parliament and this house cannot function as
they should - that is, as a democratic institution
representing Victorians to canvass, consider and
deliberate on the major issues facing Victoria and
Australia.
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ready for introduction since the day Parliament
resumed its sittings in February.

All honourable members know that if the
government were able to manage its own business
program properly it would have introduced a host
of bills in the final week of February when the house
resumed its sittings. We know, for example,
following the recommendations included in a report
tabled in this place more than a year ago that
legislation to reform the Equal Opportunity Act will
be debated here.
The government has been more incompetent than
any government in recent history in preparing its
legislative program. All honourable members know
many bills are being prepared. Now we have before
us the stark and irrefutable evidence that the
government has been unable to have its bills drafted
in time for their proper consideration by Parliament
Next week we should be debating legislation
introduced in the past few weeks, as well as the
foreshadowed amendments to the Equal
Opportunity Act.
The house could and should consider many other
matters next week. For example, 90 notices of
motion are listed on the notice paper under general
business, all of which canvass major issues, at least
in the eyes of those honourable members who have
given notice of those motions. Each of those
members has a right to have those issues canvassed
before Parliament Given that time is available, the
Leader of the House should take the opportunity
next week for members to debate a large number of
those motions.

The Leader of the House simply grins and laughs
about his contemptuous treatment of the Parliament
of Victoria -and implicitly, the people of
Victoria - in the way he has conducted himself. The
opportunity is there for the Leader of the House to
make time available next week so a number of
matters can be canvassed.

Some of those motions are of particular importance
to the way this house functions and to the authority
of the Chair. Included among them are a number of
motions censuring Mr Speaker. In any properly
functioning Parliament a matter like that would be
dealt with at the earliest possible opportunity.
Instead, there are swords hanging over the head of
the Speaker, censuring him for actions he has taken
in that role. Not only is that of serious concern so far
as the authority of the Speaker is concerned but it is
of serious concern with regard to the future rules
under which this house is to operate.

Let us examine some of the reasons why the
Parliament will not be sitting next week. The reason
goes to the competence and management by the
government of this house and Parliament
Everybody knows that many pieces of legislation
have been foreshadowed but they have not been

It could be that , as a result of consideration of those
notices of motion, the house decides to change the
way it operates and to change the rules that are
applied and the guidelines the Speaker interprets in
his role presiding over the proceedings of this
chamber. But, no! Instead of observing propriety
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and proper parliamentary principle, the Leader of
the House is smiling and laughing as he disregards
the importance of clarifying the authority of the
Speaker and the rules Wlder which this house
conducts its affairs.
The time is available next week. Every honourable
member had set aside next week to be available to
debate whatever was then before the house. For
whatever reason the Leader of the House and the
government are running away from it Presumably
they are scared of having another three question
times next week because the Minister for Public
Transport might be further embarrassed or because
yet another minister might be caught out as a result
of his incompetence or some impropriety in the
administration of his responsibilities.
This house should be considering a number of the
major issues that are currently before the Victorian
and Australian communities. The Leader of the
Opposition detailed several of those in the original
draft of his motion, which was moved in an
abbreviated form following the ruling of Mr Speaker.
Many Victorians and many businesses have
concerns, which the Leader of the House should
address in his capacity as Minister for Industry and
Employment. The business community is disturbed
about the sale of the SEC. Not only is it worried
about the very real danger that the break-up will
disadvantage individual Victorians and businesses,
but also it is concerned that the process will become
a fire sale and that the fragmented elements of
Victoria's electricity industry will be sold for half
their real value, against the clear wishes of the
Victorian public, religious and community leaders,
union groups and business itself, which is revealed
in today's edition of the Australian Financial Review.
The state health system is also of concern, as is the
minister's failure to rule out closures of key public
hospitals, including those at Mordialloc,
Sandringham and Fairfield.1t is an absolute
nonsense to suggest that any government can see
55 years ahead, precisely planning which
metropolitan public hospitals will continue to exist
and how they will be administered. Who could have
foreseen 55 years ago the state medicine is in
today - the current vaccines and public health
measures, the emergence of AIDS, the increasing
threat to the community caused by tuberculosis, and
the incidence of new diseases? Not only can we not
know what health services and technology will be
needed and available 55 years hence, but we cannot
accurately predict the distribution of population
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growth in the metropolitan area over that time. We
can make projections, but the further we look ahead
the less accurate they become.

The automatic ticketing system is also topical. An
absolute fiasco has been brought to the public's
attention by the shadow minister for transport, the
honourable member for Thomastown. We now
know the state has a potential liability, or as the
Treasurer might term it, a contingent liability, of
more than $20 million. That is the sort of thing the
Treasurer has often condemned, but he has stood
beside a Minister for Public Transport who has
entered into a contract that contains a contingent
state liability of more than $20 million. We have an
example of mishandling, not only by the Minister for
Public Transport but also by the government, which
is illustrated by the Treasurer's standing beside the
minister.
I also refer to the Australian Grand Prix
Corporation, set up by this government as a
monopoly with extraordinary powers to prepare for
the staging of grand prix at Albert Park. We have
seen pictorial evidence in the newspapers and on
television of the damage being done by this
statutory monopoly to houses in the neighbouring
area.
It should not surprise anyone that the compaction of
the site has damaged houses in nearby areas, given
the history of the Albert Park site, which was once a
swamp. The potential for the force of the compaction
to be transmitted to nearby houses was obvious
from the start. Nonetheless, we have the spectacle of
houses being damaged, which is obviously a matter
of some amusement to the Leader of the House.
Perhaps he might like to visit those people and
explain why he sees their misfortune as something
to smile about, something to take some sort of
peculiar pleasure in. I venture to suggest he does not
have the courage to visit those home owners in
Albert Park and explain why he has been party to
creating a statutory monopoly with extraordinary
powers to damage people's lives and properties.

Mr McArthur - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I seek your guidance in clarifying the
parameters of this debate. As I understand it - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Monbulk, without
assistance.
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Mr McArthur - I understand the Leader of the
Opposition has proposed an amendment to the
motion moved by the Leader of the House and that
under standing order 73 debate on an amendment
should be confined to the terms of that amendment
Within those confines I understand that speakers are
fully entitled to canvass the issues proposed in the
amendment - that is, to discuss matters of major
public importance - but that they are not entitled to
debate those issues.
I suggest to you, Mc Deputy Speaker, that the
member for Werribee is experienced enough to
know that he is debating issues of public importance
rather than explaining to the house why it is
important that the issues be debated. He is
anticipating the debate that the Leader of the
Opposition seeks to have the house become
involved in.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER -Order! I do not
uphold the point of order. The amendment moved
by the Leader of the Opposition lists several dot
points that refer to particular issues that he seeks to
have the house debate today as a matter of priority.
The issue of the grand prix is one of the dot points in
that amendment In my view, the honourable
member for Werribee is simply expounding on that
particular dot point So as long as the confines of the
debate relate to the amendment moved by the
Leader of the Opposition, there is no point of order.

Mr Gude -On a further point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker, when he was in the chair the
Speaker ruled that all of the SO<alled dot points
should be ruled out The Leader of the Opposition's
amendment is now quite specific; it goes only to the
word 'importance':
Delete all words after 'until' and replace with '2.15 p.m.
on Tuesday, 28 March, to continue the business of the
house and discuss matters of major public importance.

It does not. Sir, go on to identify those dot points.
The unintended result of your ruling has the effect
of negating the Speaker's original determination on
the matter. The member for Werribee, no doubt
begrudgingly, acknowledges that I suggest that the
point of order taken by my knowing colleague is
valid, at least regarding the issue of the debate.

Mr Brumby - On the point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, it is correct that the Speaker ruled after
long and lengthy deliberation that those dot points
should not be included in the amendment, but he
made it clear that in a debate of this type it would be
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totally in order for me and other speakers to canvass
a wide range of matters, including the matters listed
in the dot points.
I submit that the comments by the honourable
member for Werribee and others are in order. This is
a wide-ranging debate of what should or should not
be discussed next week in the Parliament, were it to
sit Obviously issues like the grand prix,
privatisation, the crisis in the state's health system
and the government's attacks on local government
should be discussed in the Parliament next week.
They are major matters of public importance. I
submit to you, Sir, that it is therefore in order to
canvass that these matters be discussed and why
they should be discussed.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair
recollects having read once that the man who does
not make mistakes does not make anything. Perhaps
I fit into that category at this time. Unfortunately, I
ruled on the point of order of the honourable
member for Monbulk without being in the house
beforehand and without being fully aware of the
comments of the Speaker in his ruling. I have since
been advised that the Speaker said that there is an
opportunity, albeit that the dot points were excluded
from the amendment, for members to canvass the
issues contained within those dot points.
As I understand it, the Speaker specifically said that

it was not an opportunity to debate those points at
length. I do not intend to revisit the point of order,
but given that background I may well have ruled
differently on the point of order moved by the
honourable member for Monbulk. I ask the
honourable member for Werribee and members who
follow him in the debate that they be cognisant of
the comments of the Speaker by referring to, without
debating at length, the dot points in the original
amendment intended to be moved by the Leader of
the Opposition.

Dr COG HILL - I will not make any reflection on
the fact that neither you nor anyone else was in the
house at the time. One thing that comes out of that
little episode is that it might be helpful and
educative to the honourable member for Monbulk if
there were another three sitting days next week
during which he could observe a little more of the
traditions, customs and practices of the house.
lbat brings me to the next dot point in the original
amendment of the Leader of the Opposition. Next
week we need the opportunity to canvass the
government's contempt for democratic processes, its
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attacks on independent statutory appointees and its
decisions to delay most council elections until
March 1997. Each of these, in its own way, is a major
constitutional question, which ought to be of
concern to every member of the house and not just
those who are in the chamber at the moment One
would hope that the honourable member for
Monbulk would have a considered view - his own
considered view, not just the party line - of what
protection of democratic processes should exist in
Victoria, indeed, what the democratic processes in
Victoria should be.

constitutional protections of the rights of Victorians
because there is no protection at the moment from a
tyrant who might wish to exercise the same sort of
influence over his party as others have in other times
in other parliaments. One has only to look at
Germany in 1933-34 to see the potential for a
political leader of great persuasion to get his own
way and not only utterly subvert but remove
democratic principles from constitutional and
democratic processes.

For example, should there be the entrenchment of
the right of one vote, one value, of the very principle
of representative democracy, which is not the case in
Victoria at the moment? There should be the
entrenchment of such prOvisions so they cannot be
changed, removed or overturned by a government
with a majority in both houses, whether it be a
two-thirds majority, as it currently is, or an
absolutely bare, statutory majority, as it might be at
some future time. Those are fundamental
constitutional prOvisions that have no protection
whatever in Victoria.

government in the Victorian constitution but, as can
be seen in Victoria in early 1995 where there is only
one elected municipal cow\ci1, there is no protection
or guarantee under our constitutional arrangements
that people will have a democratically elected
municipal cow\ci1 to administer the affairs of the
local community. I put it to the house that that is the
sort of issue that ought to be canvassed next week
during constitutional awareness week.

Technically, it is quite possible for the Premier to
come into the house and introduce a bill, saying
there will never be another election in Victoria, that
he is here for life and that other members of
Parliament are here for life, which might be longer
than some of us would wish to spend here.
Nonetheless, the opportwtity is there for the
constitution to be amended by any party that has a
majority in both houses. Indeed, I am a little
surprised that it has taken the Leader of the House
so long for this opportunity to dawn on him.

Dr COGlDLL - The honourable member for
Monbulk seems to have a limited W\derstanding of
the constitutional processes that apply in Victoria
because no section of the Victorian constitution is
subject to approval, endorsement or amendment by
referendum. 1hat is the sort of issue we ought to be
considering next week. We ought to be considering
whether there should be prOvision in Victoria for the
entrenchment of fundamental democratic principles
so they can be changed or removed only by
referendum. We should be having that debate in the
Parliament, which is supposed to be the peak
decision-making body on behalf of the people of
Victoria. Instead we have the Leader of the House
smiling and laughing about his decision and the
government's endorsement of that decision to close
the Parliament next week simply because the
government does not have its legislation ready. That
is all it comes back to.

It is serious that this government and future
governments could dispense with independent
statutory appointments and appointees without any
fear of retribution, sanction or right of appeal by the
Victorian community whatsoever. It is absolutely
possible for the government to pass legislation
through the Parliament sacking existing Supreme
Court judges and replacing them with its own list of
people from Freehills, or what have you. Similarly,
the independence of any other statutory appointee
could be not only subverted but totally removed.
The Auditor-General could become an appointee of
the Treasurer. That is how loose the constitutional
protections are in Victoria.
Those are some of the things that ought to be
considered next week during constitutional
awareness week. We should seriously look at the

The same applies in the case of local government.
Certainly there is some recognition of local

Mr McArthur - There was a referendum on it a
few years ago.

When I was Parliamentary Secretary of the Cabinet
for six and a half years it was certainly always a
frustrating and difficult process to have legislation
ready for the beginning of a parliamentary sitting
period, but in those six and a half years we never
did as badly as this government has done in the first
four weeks of the 1995 parliamentary sittings, when
we have had only a small handful of bills on the
notice paper.
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The honourable member for Forest Hill says that it

took talent; I am sure I will be much prouder of my
parliamentary record when I leave this place than
the honourable member for Forest Hill could be of
his.
We should look also at the misuse of taxpayers'
money on blatant political advertising. H the
government is sincere in its belief that what it has
done is honourable, fair and justifiable it will have
no hesitation in debating those issues in the house
next week. Despite the Leader of the House saying,
'Hear, hear!', his actions show that he is not
prepared to debate those issues next week and put
forward a defence for the outrageous misuse of
taxpayers' money.
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which the Parliament is established to debate and
consider major issues. Here, in our first ever
constitutional awareness week, the government - The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member's time has expired. The
honourable member for Dandenong.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) - Two
things distinguish this government from the
previous government One thing this government
has had practice at is its seeking to run and hide: it
seeks to run and hide from the Parliament and from
public scrutiny. Every time the government has a
problem, it is easy: it uses its numbers to shut down
Parliament and to shut down debate.

A series of other issues which could be considered
next week was listed by the Leader of the
Opposition, including the massive increase in the
level of water taxes through what has been called
the toilet tax or the waste water tax. There is also the
perennial issue of the huge discrepancy in petrol
prices between the metropolitan area and country
Victoria, which is clear evidence of the failure of
business to recognise its social obligation to the
people of Victoria, particularly its customers.

We all know -and the media and the public
know - that the government has had a lousy week
this week with the bungling by the Minister for
Public Transport of the ticketing machine contract.
There are now questions about the minister
contradicting comments that he made in this place
and questions about ERG Australia Ltd, the
company he mentioned, contradicting comments
made by the minister. What happens? The
opposition is not informed through a proper process.

There is also the matter of the government's
bungling over its emergency services
communications contract. There is the scathing
report from the Leader of the House's Employee
Relations Commission into the government's
disastrous industrial relations changes. I would be
keen to canvass some very interesting aspects about
that in debate next week.

Yesterday a document was circulating around the
place from the parliamentary secretary advising
Uberal Party members that Parliament will be shut
down next week. The opposition had to find out
quite late through other processes that Parliament is
to be shut down. We know why it is being shut
down: to save the scalp of the Minister for Public
Transport. This is not the first time Parliament has
been shut down in this government's term of office.
I t is a consistent thing: every time the government is
under pressure it uses its numbers to shut down
Parliament

There is the matter of the bribery of voters in the
Cranbourne area concerning Metrail tickets to the
value of at least $100. There is also the proposal to
spend $250 000 of taxpayers' money on marble
courtyards, landscaping and other indulgences
outside what has been termed the presidential
palace of the Premier at Treasury Place.
There is also, of course, the matter of the record level
of spending by the government on consultancies.
The Premier himself in his previous incarnation as
Minister for Housing showed how easy it is to rort
the system by employing large numbers of people as
consultants. Further, there is the large number of
matters listed on the notice paper, only a small
proportion of which I have referred to.
The most important thing is that this is a subversion
of the constitutional arrangements in Victoria by

One function of the Parliament is to prOvide an
opportunity for the public, through media outlets, to
scrutinise what the government does. The
government does not like it when Parliament sits
because it does not like being questioned, either by
the opposition or by community groups. This is just
another of its continual attempts over the past two
years to downgrade the role of Parliament
Another thing this government is known for is its
dipping into taxpayers' pockets to try to get itself
out of political trouble. There has been some debate
in this Parliament and no doubt more is to come,
and I am working on a concise list which I had
hoped to release next week about where the
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government has wasted taxpayers' money in a
whole range of areas totalling tens of millions of
dollars and spelling out exactly where the
government is wasting, abusing and misusing
taxpayers' money. 1his government has raised state
taxes to record levels - Victoria is now the
highest-taxed state in the country - and dipped into
taxpayers' pockets so that it will have some money
when it has political problems.
TItis week we have had revelations that the
government is having problems with the learning
assessment project at government schools, that
teachers and independent schools are against the
introduction of such a project because it is a waste of
money, and that the government has produced
booklets at a cost of $250 000 to promote a project
that is not being accepted by the education sector.

The government has a huge problem at Cranboume
in that it is worried about losing the seat The federal
government is pouring $27 million into the
Cranbourne electrified rail project from the federal
Better Cities program to be launched by the Prime
Minister this Friday. However, the government and
the Minister for Public Transport are consistently
desperate to give an impression that this project is
funded by the state. The only funding provided by
the state is the $1 million bribe to the people of
Cranbourne. Not all the people who use the
extended service will have access to a $100 travel
voucher - only the select few people that the
government is trying to bribe.
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period of time, like a month, in which to use the
service.
1bat is the sort of government that we have, a
government that wants the Minister for Public
Transport to run and hide; but eventually he will
have to come back to this place, face questioning and
be held accountable. He has bungled not only the
ticketing system program: conductor staff have been
taken away from most of our railway stations so
they are now totally unstaffed, placing public
transport users at risk. The whole idea was that we
were going to have this new whiz-bang system of
ticketing machines ready to go by which people
would be able to validate their tickets and would not
be able to cheat the system. We understand
$25 million worth of public transport fares are
uncollected at present Because of the minister's
failure to be accountable to this place next week the government is assisting him by shutting down
Parliament - we will not be able to have the
Minister for Public Transport answer questions such
as: how much money is being wasted in uncollected
public transport fares and what will the failed
project cost taxpayers in damages payable to the
company? And we will therefore not be able to reach
a reasonable decision on whether the minister
misled the house.

People in my electorate who will also use the service
have not had that offer. People further out in the
rural hinterland of Cranbourne, who see
Cranboume as their shopping centre to which they
will catch the train, will not receive the same benefit
Only a select number of people will receive the
benefit because the government is trying to buy their
votes. It is very cynical of the government to do that
It is also cynical in the sense that even those who
have had that bribe made available to them have
travel vouchers worth $100 each that they must use
within a week.

We know from the leaked cabinet document the
government's plans for misleading the public. As
mentioned in the 7.30 Report some weeks ago, the
document reveals that the government will massage
the truth and misuse taxpayers' money by placing
political advertisements in the media that will
provide only the information that the government
wants the public to know. The government is
massaging the public by closing Parliament next
week. This is part of the process of denying the
public the opportunity of having a say through
elected members of Parliament. We also know from
the leaked cabinet document that the government
will attempt to infiltrate talk-back radio - it will
adopt the drip-feed approach to releasing
information. It will not provide the facts or give all
the information.

Yesterday the Minister for Public Transport dashed
off a quickly prepared press release criticising the
question that I raised yesterday in this house and
saying that he was surprised that the opposition
would criticise a new marketing concept If the
minister were serious about promoting a new
railway service in Cranboume he would not bribe a
select few: he would make travel vouchers available
to all potential users and give them a reasonable

The government's tactics can be clearly seen in the
debate on the privatisation of the electridty
industry. It will not acknowledge, for instance, what
was the real cost of e1ectridty in the United
Kingdom before privatisation. It states that real
prices have fallen by 7 per cent in the United
Kingdom since the privatisation of its electridty
utilities, but we know that the 1batcher government
hiked up the cost of electricity prior to privatisation.
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The Victorian government is adopting a similar
tactic. It hiked up prices in 1993 so that prices will
appear to drop after the privatisation of our
electricity utilities. By the year 2000 the cost of
electricity in real terms will be far higher than it was
prior to the government's increase in tariffs early in
1993. The opposition wants the opportunity to
debate a range of issues next week. We want to
debate why the electricity distribution companies
are spending tens of millions of dollars of taxpayers'
money to improve their image before they are
privatised. They are misleading consumers by
saying they are great organisations and that after
they are privatised they will provide them with even
better services. The government would not spend so
much money on that program tmless it was not
confident of delivering real benefits. Only this week
my office received a package from Eastern Energy
containing a video. I gained the impression the
company wants members of Parliament to conduct
public screenings. It is a waste of public money.
The public would like to know the cost of bringing

out Professor Beesley from the London School of
EconomiCS, and whether he is really an independent
commentator or has been paid to participate in
political advertisements. The public also wants to
know whether the government is trying to massage
the truth in these advertisements by making out that
Professor Beesley is an innocent bystander who has
a comment to make. Was Professor Bob Officer, the
so-called independent academic form the University
of Melbourne, paid to appear in the advertisements?
He is also made out to be an innocent commentator
making a contribution to the debate.
These questions can be answered only in Parliament,
yet the opposition is being denied the opportunity of
doing that during this crucial period of the
government's privatisation campaign. I am
personally disturbed about the matter because
United Energy is to be privatised in June or July and
people in my region will not have much opportunity
to raise issues of public importance.
The leaked cabinet document refers to inoculating
the public and making people believe that what the
government is saying is the truth. It says that the
government should continue to push out
information so that the public gets the impression
that everything is all right. The learning assessment
project is a perfect example of the government
inoculating the public. Almost $250 000 of taxpayers'
money has been used to promote the program.. Only
this week schools received brochures on the
discredited learning assessment project that are to be
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distributed to parents. In June last year and early in
February this year the government produced
documents promoting the project.
The learning assessment project was referred to
constantly in VictoriJln School News, which is
published weekly by the Department of Education
at a cost of $600 000. How much money will the
government waste promoting issues such as this?
The government's policy is consistent with the
leaked cabinet document. It is pushing out
information as if everything is going to plan and is
ignoring the real criticisms of the opposition and the
public in the hope that they will go away.
On my estimate, in the last financial year the

government misused $25 million of taxpayers'
money on political advertising and publications, yet
next week the opposition will be denied the
opportunity to find out the details. That $25 million
is the equivalent of $1.4 million for every marginal
seat that the Labor Party needs to win at the next
election to form a government. It is obvious that the
government's policy is about winning marginal
seats such as Monbulk and I would like to know
what the voters of Monbulk really think about the
waste of that money last year.
I remind honourable members that the government
withdrew $1.4 million from the school crossing
supervisors program, forcing local councils to
reduce significantly the number of hours school
crossings are supervised. The government has used
that money in electorates such as Monbulk, which it
wants to retain at the next election. The
government's priority is to win marginal seats, not
worry about child safety!
The opposition wants the opportunity to debate
government spending during this critical period.
Earlier speakers referred to the expenditure of
approximately $30 million on the presidential
palace, the upgrading of the offices of the Premier
and the Treasurer, while at the same time the
education and health budgets have been cut back.
Recently the government announced the
expenditure of $250 000 on landscaping and marble
for a courtyard just so that the Premier and the
Treasurer can enjoy the view from their office
windows. What sort of priority is that? The
government could not find $40 000 to assist the Grey
Sisters, yet it can find $250 000 to spend on
extravagant landscaping. Last year at least
$3 million was spent on consultancies in the
education portfolio, including $900 000 on
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promoting the Schools of the Future program. The
government will deny the opposition the rights to
pursue these issues. It has had an atrocious week
and I can understand that in desperation it desires to
shut down Parliament next week.
There has been a revelation that the Minister for
Health is allowing half a million dollars to be wasted
on promoting the work of the Metropolitan
Hospitals Planning Board in a climate of health
cutbacks. It will be wasted on some PR stunt
designed to make the health minister look good and
take the heat off the government when the board, on
behalf of the government, recommends hospital
closures. We will not have the opportunity to debate
tha t next week.
It was revealed yesterday that the Minister for
Health will not stand in the way of
recommendations made by the planning board to
close hospitals such as the Mordialloc-Cheltenham
Community Hospital This government is denying
opposition members the opportunity to debate those
issues next week. We have seen more bungling in
the area of ambulance services with the emergency
services communications contract. Once again the
government does not want to be held accountable
for its actions.
The government is focusing its attention on two
actions: the first is to nul and hide when under
political pressure and to protect ministers when they
are under threat In this case it is the Minister for
Public Transport and the Minister for Health, and on
previOUS occasions it has been the Minister for
Education, the Minister for Industry Services and the
Minister for Finance. It is a run and hide
government Its aim is to hide from the Parliament,
hide from questioning and hide from accountability.
Its second action is dipping its hands into taxpayers'
pockets to get itself out of a political mess on a range
of issues.
I will finish on those points because other
honourable members wish to contribute to this
debate. I am particularly disappointed that we are
denied the opportunity to debate these matters next
week. ApprOximately six months ago we were
notified by you, Mr Speaker, about the sitting dates
for this place and some of us made arrangements,
such as appointments and functions, that we have
had to cancel or alter. It is not an appropriate
process for a government to follow. It is a
downgrading of our views on what type of
democracy we live in when a government can use its
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numbers to gag Parliament and disallow
appropriate debate.
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - This motion is
symptomatic of the way this government has treated
and continues to treat the Parliament Important
legislation before the house is given short shrift and
is rammed through with little or no debate. We have
little opportunity to debate legislation; now the
government has so mishandled its program that
there is absolutely no government business before
the house. The Parliament is not an institution that is
here simply for the purpose of government business;
the Parliament has a purpose as an institution within
a democratic society which holds a government to
account. It has a role to scrutinise and provide a
forum whereby important issues confronting our
society and communities can be debated. We have
an opportunity to do that next week; we have an
opportunity to debate an array of issues and deal
with some very important matters that this
government is running away from.
This is not a confident government It is a
government that cowers and runs away from
scrutiny. It is a government that is afraid of facing
scrutiny of its actions and the way it is treating the
people of Victoria. It is using this Parliament as a
forum not for debate and the representation of
Victorians but as little more than a rubber stamp.
The government has a whopping majority. If it is so
confident it has no need to behave in such an
arrogant and high-handed manner. It does so
because it laclcs any confidence whatsoever.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I warn those on the
government benches that a number of members are
interjecting out of their seats, which is highly

irregular.
Mr HAERMEYER - This government lacks any
confidence in its own actions and that is why it is
running away from parliamentary scrutiny and why
the Parliament is being closed down next week. That
is what it is all about We have a tyrannical junta this is not a democratic government but an
undemocratic jwlta that has the morality of a Kings
Cross pimp. This motion is nothing more than a
shameless attempt to silence the opposition.
The Minister for Public Transport is running away
from his actions with respect to the One1ink fiasco.
He has misled and lied to Parliament, and the
government obviously does not want to be held
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accountable for that In its typical fashion this
government is riding roughshod over a
democratically elected Parliament It is saying it has
no more of its tyrannical legislation to ram through
at the moment so therefore it will just close the
Parliament. It does not want people to be able to ask
questions about what the government is doing. For
heaven's sake, people might fund out what it is
really doing! Let's not do that!
This is an attempt to run roughshod over a
democratically elected Parliament. This is a
government that will not be held to account. It
attacks anybody who dares to criticise its behaviour.
The 7.30 Report tried to hold this government up to
scrutiny, so the Premier banned it. He refuses to
appear on that program and he has banned his
ministers from appearing on it!
Bishop Challen had the temerity to question what
this government is doing with the breaking up and
giving away - I will not say sale because it is giving
it away - of the SEC. The Premier came in here and
attacked him. He uses personal abuse and attacks
anybody who dares question anything this
government or the Premier does.
Justice Fogarty tried to hold the government to
account on the issue of child deaths so the Premier
came in here in 1993 and slammed Justice Fogarty.
Anybody who dares criticise or hold this
government to account is slammed by this Premier.
Mr Richardson - What rubbish! Rubbish,
rubbish, rubbish!
Mr HAERMEYER - I see the honourable
member for Forest Hill is awake for once, which is a
first for this house.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr HAERMEYER - That takes a hell of a lot, I
know. We also have the attempts to silence anybody
who dares to be critical of this government. The
Premier comes in here and slams the table everyday
because he does not like the fact that the Age
publishes articles which are critical of the
government and which try to get to the bottom of
what it is doing. He comes in here and slams that
paper. He rings up Conrad Black and complains
about the treatment he gets in the Age and threatens
to withdraw government advertising. That is the
height of arrogance and thuggery!
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The SPEAKER - Order! I have listened very
carefully to the honourable member for Yan Yean
and I remind him that the essence of the debate is
about opportunity. He may illustrate his point of
view on that particular subject by giving examples,
but at the moment he should try to direct his
comments back to the debate on the motion and the
amendment before the chair.
Mr HAERMEYER - Thank you for your
guidance, Mr Speaker. The point I am making in
relation to the motion is that this chamber is one of
those institutions that is critical in holding the
government to account. Many of the other avenues
open to the community for holding this government
to account are being closed off because of the
government's behaviour. Now it is closing down the
Parliament. Media organisations have been
threatened that advertising will be withdrawn if
they criticise or do not pander to the government.

Another issue is freedom of information. When it
was in opposition the coalition liberally used the
Freedom of Information Act The cost of freedom of
information claims by some members opposite came
to hundreds of thousands of dollars, yet the first
thing the coalition did on coming to office was to
restrict the opportunities for members of the
community to get to the bottom of what the
government is on about. Whenever we try to obtain
information about something significant to do with
its actions and responsibilities, the government
immediately invokes the commercial confidentiality
sections of the act. The DPP has been nobbled; Moira
Rayner has been nobbled; and teachers have been
told that if they speak out they will get the sack. 1bis
state no longer has a democratic process. Anybody
who dares to speak out is nobbled, and now the
government is silencing Parliament.
There are major issues facing the Victorian
community, the biggest of which is the break-up and
the giving away of the SEC. That action will be
irretrievable. Once the SEC is broken up it will not
be able to be put back together again. The effect of
the government's action will last forever. The people
of Victoria have a right to be consulted and to be
involved in the debate.
The coalition did not mention before the 1992
election that it intended to privatise the SEC. The
enabling legislation is probably the most

momentous measure to come before this place in
many years, yet the government has not consulted
the people of Victoria. The government is anxious to
rush it through because it does not want to put the
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matter to the test it does not want to allow the
people of Victoria to have their say. TIle government
wants to complete the sell-off well before the next
election. It has absolutely no mandate to do what it
is doing.
It is the role of Parliament to pick up the concerns of
members of the community and to uphold their
interests. The government is closing down
Parliament. So unpopular is the privatisation
program that the government needs to spend
$1.8 million on a propaganda campaign to sell its
message. 1hat says a lot about the support the
government believes it has in the Victorian
community. It is closing down Parliament because it
does not wish to be accountable or to answer
questions.

In defence of his SEC privatisation plans the Premier
claims he is implementing the recommendations of
the Hilmer report. Among other things, Professor
Hilmer has said:
Competition policy was adequately served by ... the
New South Wales model, which had a single
generating entity, Pacific Power.

The Premier has said that to implement the Hilmer
recommendations the government has to break up
the power industry. Measures such as that must be
tested. in Parliament rather than being rushed. into.
The government is riding roughshod over the
community and Parliament. It is very much in
keeping with its style. The motion moved by the
Leader of the House is symptomatic of the actions of
a government that has no confidence in what it is
doing. It does not have the confidence to allow the
public to scrutinise its actions.
The health system is a disaster. People are lying on
trolleys for hours waiting for emergency surgery.
Waiting lists are increasing to the extent that the
Minister for Health has tried to change the means of
their calculation and to bury their publication. That
should be debated in this place, yet that is not
happening. The ambulance service has been
completely wrecked.. Response times have blown
out, and the government is now refusing to publish
any information about them. It is an absolute farce!
Again, that should be scrutinised by Parliament, but
the government is running away from it.
The main reason this motion has been moved. is that
the Minister for Public Transport has lied to
Parliament.
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The SPEAKER - Order! I have to interrupt to
say that a reflection in those terms is disorderly.
Although I shall not ask the honourable member to
withdraw it, I caution him that he should not make
reflections on other members of the house, except by
way of substantive motion.
Mr HAERMEYER - I am simply employing the
terminology the Minister for Public Transport used
in talking about the honourable member for
Thomastown. You ruled that it is acceptable to say
someone has lied but that it is not acceptable to call
someone a liar. My comments are consistent with
that ruling.
The Minister for Public Transport has misled
Parliam.ent about the one-ticket fiasco. There is only
one question time left for some time. You can bet
your life that once this afternoon's question time has
finished the minister will breathe a sigh of relief. He
does not want to be held accountable or questioned.
about this issue. He is in hot water and he knows it.
The motion has been moved because the
government wants to ease the pressure on the
Minister for Public Transport to ensure he does not
have to go through the scrutiny of question time
next week. He has been caught red-handed.
A letter circulated last night shows that his comment
that the government was up for 'not 1 cent' is an
absolute charade. The consortium that is prOviding
the automatic ticketing package is able to claim up
to $20 million in compensation. The minister is
running scared on the issue. He knows he has
misled Parliamenl He knows he has committed a
cardinal sin.
The motion moved by the Leader of the Opposition
picks up a variety of important issues which are of
concern to the Victorian community and all of which
should be debated in this place. We are all told that
government business precludes us from doing thal
There is an opportunity to take up those issues next
week.. 1bere are 90 motions listed on the notice
paper under general business. Half of them have
been moved by govenunent members, who may like
the opportunity to speak in defence of them. This is
an opportunity to debate those motions. We have
the stuffed jellyfish on the government back benches
interjecting and moving points of order, but they
have nothing substantial to say. Some government
members have told me privately they are concerned
about the limited opportunities they have to spealc
to their motions or ask questions. They are feeling
frustrated.
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Obviously the honourable member for Tullamarine
does not feel frustrated because he never has
anything substantive to contribute, which makes it
hard for him to get &ustrated. However, some
government members are genuine in their beliefs
and concerns about particular issues. They may not
agree with opposition members but they have the
right to represent their constituents.
Each of us here represents an average of 32 000
constituents. We have an obligation as members of
this place to represent those who have elected us
and raise issues of concern to them. Yet some
members of this place do nothing more than occupy
space in the chamber. They sit here and chortle
during question time, then they go off for more cups
of coffee.
We have an opportunity now to raise issues that
even government members have said they are
concerned about For instance, the honourable
member for Glen Waverley has foreshadowed the
third notice of motion on the notice paper, which
states:
That this house commends the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services for his support of the Police
Department Interim Guidelines for dealing with armed
or suspected to be armed offenders/ suspects.

I have a sneaking suspicion that if that motion sees
the light of day I will not be supporting it, but I
believe the honourable member for Glen Waverley
has the right to bring it before the house and that the
house has a responsibility to debate it because,
subsequent to notice of this motion being given by
the honourable member for Glen Waverley, another
four police shootings occurred in this state.
Obviously the minister's guidelines have not
succeeded because the problem has not been fixed.
The government has gone some way towards it but
it has been very much a knee--jerk response. Every
time we have had a police shooting some new
response has been tried - but the government has
never seen fit to stand back and look at the total
problem of police shootings. It is a tragic problem
and the opposition would like to get together with
the government to find a bipartisan solution to the
problem.
Unfortunately the government does not want to find
out the answers, it just wants to get an issue out of
the newspapers. An enormous number of people
with psychiatric disturbances are confronting police,
and that is a matter of great concern. Part of the
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cause is deinstitutionalisation, which has meant that
many psychiatrically disturbed people are out in the
community.
Deinstitutionalisation is supported by both sides of
the house; however it must be done properly. Rather
than merely using it as a budgetary measure to
make savings by closing psychiatric institutions, we
need to reinvest some of the money in community
support so that these people do not confront police,
as they often do. The opposition would like the
opportunity of debating this issue. Notice of the
motion was given by a member of the government,
but we are being deprived of the chance of
discussing this vital issue and its very tragic
circumstances.
The honourable member for Mooroolbark has a
motion on the notice paper commending the
government for restructuring the Victorian
Community Council against Violence. Again, there
might be a certain amount of bipartisanship on
aspects of that issue, and although I cannot say
whether it would be supported, ultimately it is an
important motion. Important issues arise from these
motions and need to be discussed, yet the Victorian
Parliament is being deprived of the right to discuss
these issues, and such discussion is one of our
proper and dutiful functions.
The Leader of the Opposition raised other issues
such as the grand prix. The government seems to
think that is an enormous feather in its cap, but at
Albert Park people's houses are cracking up because
of the compacting going on.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr HAERMEYER - It is obvious that the
honourable member for Tul1a.marine is also cracking
up. But this is a matter of some importance to those
people because our houses, the roofs over our heads,
are usually the biggest investments we make in our
lives. People have a right to defend their homes,
which are being destroyed by what is going on in
AlbertPark.
Mr McArthur - Are you sure about that?
Mr HAERMEYER -Get up and have a talk!
Vote against this motion and we can debate the topiC
next week. You obviously have something to say on
it, so let/s debate it next week.
Mr McArthur - But are you sure about that?
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Mr HAERMEYER - Obviously the honourable
member for Monbulk has some views on the issue
that he would like to espouse next week but I will
bet my boots when the division is called over this
motion he will be sitting with the government,
because he does not have the courage of his
convictions.
I have already spoken about the government's
contempt for the democratic process, the way it has

attacked independent statutory appointees, and its
decision to delay council elections. There is little
opportunity for elected representative members of
the people to say anything. Everything this
government does is predicated with a view to
silencing anybody who might criticise it and hold it
to account.
The government's blatant misuse of taxpayers'
money for political advertising is another issue that
Parliament really needs the opportunity of exploring
fully, both in question time and in general debate.
An amount of $1.8 million has been spent for what is
nothing more than liberal Party advertising, to sell
liberal Party policy on the giving away of the SEC.
"That is totally unspeakable and something that
Parliament has a responsibility to scrutinise and
follow through.
The massive increase in water costs affects the
constituents of almost everyone in this place, yet
some government members support it I would like
them to have the opportunity of explaining that
support so that their constituents know why they
believe people in their electorates ought to be paying
more for water and why they should be paying
through the nose every time they flush the dunny.
Where are all the National Party members today? I
can see only one in the chamber, yet the government
has failed to address the issue of petrol prices in
country Victoria. We see the inequity of people in
the metropolitan area buying their petrol 10 or
15 cents a litre cheaper than people can buy it in
country Victoria. That type of action cannot be
supported, and Parliament's role is to flush out
those issues and try to find out why they exist and
what we can do to give country Victorians the same
sort of deal as people in the city.
There was also a government contractual bungle
over the emergency services communications
contract. A company called Intergraph Corporation
has been given a $12 million contract to provide a
communications automatic vehicle location
computer-aided dispatch system for the
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Metropolitan Ambulance Service. According to the
tender document produced by the Metropolitan
Ambulance Service, this project should have been
fully operational by 1 May last year; but almost 12
months has elapsed since then and the project is still
not operational.
A report in the Age on Monday said that there are
still over 100 faults in the system. TIlat is bad
enough, but the government has now given the
company a larger contract worth $160 million for the
Bureau of Emergency Services Telecommunications
which is supposed to be in place by 5 September,
because that is the date on which the police must
vacate the Russell Street building where D24 is
currently located. This cannot be negotiated; it has to
happen! The communications room at the World
Trade Centre must be up and running by that date.
The company that has taken more than 18 months
and still has not delivered the ambulance
telecommunications system has now been selected
to prOVide a contract 10 times larger but within a
shorter period.
I wonder how many members in this place would
bet on a horse that had that sort of track record. This
company is 20 months overdue on a similar contract
for the Edmonton police and 18 months overdue on
a similar contract for the Toronto police force. The
company does not have a great track record, but this
government gives it a contract for $160 million!

This is a critical issue for this state because apart
from the parlous waste of money there is a real
threa t to the lives and safety of emergency service
workers, police and the community: if this dispatch
system for the police, ambulance or fire brigade falls
down, lives will be lost. That is something
Parliament has a responsibility to debate.
TIle motion shows that the government does not

have any legislation it wants to ram through and
therefore believes Parliament need not sit It is
saying that Parliament is nothing more than a
rubber stamp for this tyrannical junta to ram
through legislation and that it is not under any
circumstances to be used to encourage open debate
or scrutiny of the government's actions on important
issues facing the community. Any member opposite
who is serious about representing his or her
community will pick up this opportwtity to defend
his or her view by explaining that view and putting
his or her case.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.
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Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - I oppose the
government's motion and support the amendment
moved by the Leader of the Opposition. The
government will do anything it can to avoid
scrutiny. Oosing down Parliament next week is
another example of the government's obsession with
secrecy and its desire to avoid any independent
scrutiny of its actions. In October last year an Age
editorial criticised the government's grand prix
legislation, which it described as dangerous law. The
editorial made an important statement that relates to
this motion. It states:
When a former Liberal government comprehensively
revised the Victorian constitution about 20 years ago, it
declared that 'the best guarantee of individual
freedoms is to be found in a freely elected, democratic,
independent Parliament'. Not any more, it seems,
unless more courageous Liberals take a stand against
government moves to shackle judicial safeguards and
trample on civil rights.

I hope that there is such a species of courageous
Liberal who today will stand up and oppose the
motion moved by the government to close down the
house and support the opposition's amendment,
which will allow a proper scrutiny of the
government's actions.
There are numerous government actions that need
proper scrutiny right now and none more serious, as
we speak, than the houses in South Melbourne that
are being wrecked by the government The
government is endorsing actions which are causing
the roofs over people's heads to be damaged. I
should have thought that the government supported
the family home and family values, yet people in
Middle Park are finding that the government cares
little for the family home. At the moment the
government is wrecking people's homes. In many
cases people have spent considerable sums of money
renovating their homes and they are now finding
cracks appearing because of works being
undertaken by the Australian Grand Prix
Corporation. It is not just a matter of cracks. I have
visited a number of these places in recent times - Mr McArthur - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
when the Leader of the OppOSition moved his
amendment to the motion you, Mr Speaker, ruled
that the dot points below the first paragraph could
not be part of the amendment but that they could be
canvassed or referred to during the debate.
Subsequently the Deputy Speaker ruled on another
point of order that although matters could be
canvassed there was no room to actually debate
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those issues. I put it to you that at the moment the
honourable member for Albert Park is doing far
more than canvassing an issue: he is in fact debating
that issue and he should be discussing the
amendment and the motion before the house. He
should be brought back to canvassing the particular
issue rather than debating it
Mr THWAITES -On the point of order - -

The SPEAKER - Order! I have heard sufficient
on the point of order to come to a conclusion. I do
not uphold the point of order. I understand the
Deputy Speaker made his ruling and he indicated
that he had not heard my previous ruling. I have
ruled on the length of the amendment, but the
honourable member for Albert Park is totally in
order.
Mr THW AITES - I was saying that this
government is avoiding scrutiny by not sitting next
week. A sitting is required so that Parliament can
attempt to scrutinise the acts of the government. One
of the worst acts being carried out by the
government currently is the destruction of people's
homes. I understand that this morning the Premier
made certain statements on radio that the
government would provide compensation for home
owners whose houses are being wrecked. I welcome
that statement
Mr McNaman - If it's proved!
Mr THWAITES - I hear that interjection from
the minister who is responsible for the grand prix. In
other words, the government will do everything it
can to fight these people, to stop them getting any
sort of compensation. Indeed, on the question of
proof, the Premier was prepared to be Mr Nice Guy
on radio by saying, 'Yes, we will provide
compensation,' but when it comes to parting with
any dollars he is a Scrooge; he will do nothing. After
I had raised these matters with him he wrote to me
on 17 March and said:
The matters raised by you fall within the responsibility
of the minister responsible for the grand prix, the
Hon. Patrick McNamara. As I have stated publicly, if
any local resident can prove damage to property
caused by work associated with the infrastructure
associated with the grand prix the government will be
prepared to look at such claims.

A week ago the government was only looking at
such claims, but now the government is saying it
will pay such claims if they are proved.
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What concerns me, and the issue that would need to
be addressed next week if Parliament were allowed
to sit, is how residents are to make their claims to
government and what process will be set in place by
the minister responsible to give residents a chance to
have a say. It is a question of not only who will
decide but of whether there will be any sort of
independent determination of people's claims.
The government has already tried to wipe out the
Supreme Court. And what was the first thing this
government did?
Mr Baker - Send a pulveriser up to Nagambie,
that's what we'll do!
Mr THWAITES - The first thing the
government did was to wipe out claims in the
Supreme Court The honourable member for
SWlShine by interjection said we'll send a pulveriser
up to Nagambie. I am sure that if properties were
being destroyed in the vicinity of the minister, he
would have local people on his doorstep asking for
action. Unfortunately, they would probably get as
much action from the government as they did when
the floods came, which was very little.

Mr Baker - He has done nothing else for them!
Mr THW AITES - But, you can be sure he would
be very concerned! Next week this house needs to
hear a ministerial statement from the minister on the
process for people W\dertaking compensation.
Misleading statements have been given by
representatives of the grand prix as to the cause of
the damage and what will happen to their houses.
Residents get told a different story everyday.
It is all very well for the Premier to go on radio and
say people will get compensation, and then for the
minister to say they will if it's approved, but what
does the Grand Prix Corporation say? Only in
yesterday's Age, Mr Mike Drewer, publicity
manager for the Grand Prix Corporation said:
The vibration was not of sufficient intensity to shake
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Mr rnwAITES - If that's not so, sit next week
and give us a proper ministerial statement!
Mr McNamara interjected.
Mr rnw AITES - Don't come along here and
say, 'Well, we'll now make a statement because the
issue has got a bit a publicity'.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The house will come to
order.
Mr rnwAITES - The fact is that this
government never does anything unless it is
dragged, kicking and screaming for political
reasons, into taking action. It does not care about
these people's rights. It was only when the Leader of
the Opposition went to these people's places that
there was any action. Until then, they were being
told by the grand prix representatives - paid for by
this government - that the cause of the craclcs was
dryness. They were told that the reason for the
cracking was that heat or trees had damaged the
houses. That is what they said that day. However,
what did the grand prix representatives tell
Or Broderick of Richardson Street only a week
earlier? They said it was caused by a dripping hot
water system!

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr TIIW AITES - One day the cracks are there
because of the dryness, the next day they are there
because of the tress, and the week before it is
because of the dripping hot water system!

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I get the feeling that this
debate is getting out of hand. I ask the Minister for
Agriculture and his other colleagues to remain
silent. I ask opposition members on the front bench
to remain silent and to allow the member for Albert
Park to put his point in silence.

houses.

I presume that the person deciding who should
receive compensation, this independent
decision-making body, is Mr Mike Orewer. What are
his qualifications?
Mr McNamara intetjected.

Mr THW AITES - Oearly the Parliament needs
to scrutinise these issues because there has been
prevarication by the Grand Prix Corporation, there
has been misleading conduct, and there have been
different stories. Perhaps there will be a statement
today, but what will it be tomorrow? The
government will not look after the proper interests
of those houses because it does not care about those
people. All it cares about is a bit of bad publicty.
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The only thing that has got the government to act is
the Leader of the Opposition and other Albert Park
residents being prepared to raise the matter in the
press, which was prepared to give it some publicity.
Until then, these residents got nothing.
In January of this year the Grand Prix Corporation
wrote to the residents. They were told in January
that no problems would be caused by the
compaction because the level of vibration was only
that of a light rail vehicle. That is what they were
told back in January!

What correspondence has been given to the
residents since then? None! Meanwhile their houses
have been falling down around their heads. I note
that the minister is now leaving, but he ought to
hear what the public servants and members of the
Grand Prix Corporation have been doing in this
area. They have been going around the houses
giving people different stories. Some people have
been told, 'You'll do better if you keep quite. Don't
jump up and down or your claim won't be
considered as favourably'.1bat is the information
that was given to me by one of the residents.
Other people have been told, 'Go and get your own
expert to have a look at the house'. They have not
been told, 'Oh, you will be helped and this is the
process'.
Mr Heffeman interjected.
Mr THW AITES - The Minister for Small
Business interjects in his usual small-minded way by
saying, 'What about the people who don't have a
problem?'.
Mr Heffeman interjected.
Mr THWAITES - There are many people who
do not have a problem!

Mr Heffeman - What would you know about it?
Mr TIIW AITES - But what about the 30 people
who do!

Mr Heffeman - You wouldn't know!
The SPEAKER - Order! I caution the Minister
for Small Business that he may not interject in that
manner out of his place.
Mr Heffeman interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Albert Park would do well to address
his remarks to the Chair, thus not encouraging
interjection.
Mr THWAITES - The Minister for Small
Business makes a snide remark, implying that
somehow the people whose houses are being
wrecked are misleading the public and that they are
lying about the causes of damage.
Mr Heffeman interjected.
Mr THW AITES - I'm sure that would be a very
limited number of houses! If it's your friends it
would be a very small group. The fact is that
different houses are affected in different ways. If the
minister knew anything, if he talked to the
engineers, he would know that the cause of the
problem is waves that are being sent out by the
compaction.

It depends very much on the type of house, the type
of foundation, and the type and make-up of the soil,
so that in areas where the soil is less firm there will
be more damage. However, that does not mean that
the cause is not the compaction works because those
people will tell you that the cracks started appearing
when the compaction occurred. Day by day they
saw the cracks getting bigger; day by day they saw
cornices coming away from the roof; day by day
they saw the lintels along the doorways being
damaged. They are being told even by contractors
working on the grand prix track that the compaction
is dangerous. One resident was told to remove the
table from underneath the ceiling because the ceiling
is likely to fall in and, if it does, it will be dangerous.
The resident was told not to stand under it Another
resident was told not to go out of his back door
because it is dangerous. lhat is what people are
being told!
Mr Heffeman - Have they put that in writing?
They should!
Mr THW AlTES - Certainly this is what I am
being told!
Mr Heffeman interjected.
Mr THWAITES - I am relying on what these
people say! They might be lying -you're implying
that they are lying!
Mr Heffeman interjected.

ADJOURNMENT

Thursday. 23 March 1995

ASSEMBLY

The SPEAKER - Order! I have already
cautioned the Minister for Small Business against
interjecting from out of his place. I will be forced to
take action against him if he continues to interject. I
also ask the Minister for Agriculture to remain
silent. I ask the honourable member for Albert Park
to address the Chair.
Mr TIIW AlTES - The Minister for Small
Business is implying these people might be lying!
Mr Heffeman - You did! You said it!
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the opposite path. There is either complete inaction
on the part of one honourable member for Monash
Province, Mr Guest, or positive antagOnism towards
the residents interviewed on the part of the other
honourable member for Monash Province,
Ms Asher. Ms Asher has been peddling untruths
about the people who oppose the grand prix. She
has become involved in a campaign of denigration
of the local citizens. She is writing letters to the
newspapers saying the Save Albert Park group is a
Labor front I can assure the house that many
members of that group - and I know them we11are liberal voters.

The SPEAKER - Order!
Mr Hamilton - They were!
Mr TIIWAITES - These people care about only
one thing - protecting their homes. The damage
has become worse and worse as the compaction has
gone on. The Premier now says there will be another
two weeks of compaction, and that then
compensation will be considered. The fundamental
concern of these people is protecting their homes. It
is not so much a question of compensation,
important as that is - the fundamental concern is
that these people do not want to see their houses
wrecked around them.. Those works ought to stop.
They ought to stop now until there can be some sort
of assurance that people's houses will not be
destroyed.

The minister responsible for the grand prix and
other government members say, 'Prove it; prove that
is the cause of the damage'. If the government is not
afraid, why did the Australian Grand Prix
Corporation refuse the residents access to the reports
on the damage to their homes? The residents were
told they could not have them. One resident who
had her own photocopier said she was prepared to
photocopy the report on her house, but she was told,
'No, you can't'.
The government is prepared to make bald
statements about the cause of the damage. One day
the government says, 1t is the dryness'; the next day
it says, 1t is the trees'; and the following day it says,
1t is the hot-water service'. We are getting every
excuse under the sun, but we are not getting proper
accountability. We are not getting copies of the
reports. I understand that the Kinhill report
prepared for the grand prix corporation has not been
publicly released. It is important that all these
matters be properly scrutinised.

If there were a few courageous government
members they would insist that these matters be
raised. Instead, members of the coalition parties take

Mr THWAITES - Perhaps they were but some
of them may still be liberal voters. Who knows? The
point is I do not care about their political affiliations.
I do not care about - -

Mr McArthur - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
again I refer you to the motion before the house and
to the amendment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition, which states:
Delete all words after 'until' and replace with '2.15 p.m.
on Tuesday, 28 March, to continue the business of the
house and discuss matters of major public importance'.

I also refer to standing order no. 73, which states:
Debate on an amendment shall be strictly confined to
the terms of that amendment

The minister's motion and the amendment moved
by the opposition relate to the business of the house
and the times of sittings. The amendment moved by
the Leader of the Opposition urges the house to sit
next week and discuss matters of major public
importance. The honourable member for Albert Park
has spent 20 minutes discussing a matter which.
although it may be of importance to certain sections
of the community, is in effect a debate on the Albert
Park grand prix. It is more in the nature of a
grievance debate than a debate on the amendment
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
House moved a motion which suggested the house
should meet again on a certain date, to which the
Leader of the Opposition moved an amendment
The honourable member for Albert Park is speaking
to the amendment and is canvassing and debating
the lost opportunity or the effect the motion moved
by the Leader of the House will have from his point
of view. There is no point of order.
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Mr THW AITES - The latest contribution by the
honourable member for Monbulk is another
example of government members trying to avoid
scrutiny. He is simply trying to use up the time
allocated to me to make my contribution. He is
attempting to prevent me from putting forward
information about residents who are having their
houses wrecked by the Grand Prix Corporation. It is
part of the whole pattern of the conduct of this
government whereby any criticism that is made is
dealt with--

Mr W. D. McGrath interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Minister for
Agriculture may not make assertions across the table
by way of interjection. I ask him to come to order.

Mr THW AITES - The govenunent does not
properly address any criticism that is made. Instead
it attacks those who make the criticism or, in many
cases, sacks the person or organisation. We have
witnessed case after case where that has occurred.
The Accident Compensation Tribunal, the Law
Reform Commission, Moira Rayner and the Director
of Public Prosecutions have all been attacked or
sacked because they attempted to scrutinise the
activities of this government I am sure if the
government could find some way of sacking the
opposition it would do that, too!

Mr Hamilton - The government would sack its
own backbench!
Mr THWAITES - It would sack its own
backbench. This government does not believe in
Parliament It does not believe in democracy. The
government fundamentally believes the best way to
govern is by the Premier making edicts with which
we all have to agree, whether we are members of the
government or the opposition. None of those edicts
is subject to scrutiny. 1bat is why government
members are bullied and threatened. lbat is why the
National Party is so subservient. Its members have
been told, 1£ you squeak you will lose your white
cars and your ministerial offices'. That is why there
is no proper representation of country Victorians.
Members of the National Party know they are under
threat That is why they are so quiet The
independence of watchdogs like the Equal
Opportunity Board is being threatened. The
government wants to limit the board's powers.
Other tribunals are also under threat. No
appointment has been made to the position of the
Public Advocate. The position of all watchdogs
which formerly scrutinised government actions is
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being placed in doubt. Watchdogs are being
attacked, sacked or undermined.
Mr Bracks interjected.
Mr THW AITES - What has happened to the
Ombudsman? The government has made no
appointment because the Ombudsman could
scrutinise its actions. The worst example is the
undermining of the Supreme Court. The
government is removing from legislation 72
references to the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court.
The government obviously wants no independent
body examining its actions.
A provision in the grand prix legislation purports to
remove the ability of residents to lodge complaints
about what is happening to their homes. The
Premier's reaction is to say, 'Look, you have no right
at law because we took it away from you. Although
you have no normal common-law rights, out of the
goodness of our hearts we will pat you on the head
and give you a bit of compensation'. That is the sort
of arrogance displayed by the government.
Last weekend at the Liberal Party conference the
Premier said teachers and nurses had suffered. Now
he is prepared to pat them on the heads and give
them a few of the rewards. It is another example of
the same arrogance, this supercilious approach of
the Premier, whereby he decides everything - not
the Parliament, not the government, and certainly
not the people of Victoria. It is all decided by the
Premier. That is a very dangerous approach. As we
saw in Queensland under the Bjelke-Petersen
regime, that one-man approach can easily lead to
corruption. The sort of behaviour that was
witnessed in Queensland is being adopted by the
Victorian government in shutting down Parliament
next week.
The same sort of thing is happening in respect of
freedom of infonnation procedures: the deposit that
has to be paid is strangling the watchdog on
government activity. Although the opposition is
seeking information under the freedom of
information system in much the same way as the
honourable member for IXmcaster did in the past,
the current government has placed obstacles in the
way by introducing fees with the express intention
of preventing members of Parliament making FOI
applications. It now costs $150 to take an FOI
application to the Administrative Appeals Tribunal.
When in opposition the honourable member for
Doncaster and the Minister for Conservation and
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Environment in another place made tens if not
hundreds of applications to the AAT and did not
pay a cent! The government has put up barriers to
try to stop the truth being revealed.
Last year the Minister for Health said case mix was
working and that she had figures on readmissions to
hospitals to prove that She said that statements that
people were being discharged from hospitals too
soon were false because she had figures to show that
that was not so. However, when I tried to obtain the
figures Wlder FOI, I was met with a brick wall. It
was not until I went down to the AAT earlier this
week that I obtained a few paltry documents. Only if
you force the government to give you information
do you get anything at all. That is why we need to
be here next week.
Despite the reliance the Minister for Health places
on figures, she continues to refuse to release those
figures to me. She has refused to release waiting list
figures from individual hospitals which were
previously released without any problem. The door
has now been slammed shut!
The Metropolitan Ambulance Service has refused to
release the details of ambulance contracts. The
minister has also opposed a number of other
freedom of information applications that have been
made.
The government wants to close the door to scrutiny.
It wants to avoid scrutiny at all costs. I am pleased
that the honourable member for Frankston indicates
that his committee undertakes scrutiny. That is
because it is a parliamentary committee. What the
government is doing is equivalent to closing you
down!
Mr Weideman -No, it isn't

Mr THW AITES - At a time when the
government is under particular pressure in relation
to public transport contracts it is saying to
Parliament, 'We will impose a limit. We are going to
close you down'.
The SPEAKER -Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.
Mr TANNER (Caulfield) - This morning we
have witnessed opposition for the sake of
opposition. The Labor Party has substituted
hypocrisy for argument. I will refer to records of the
sittings of the Parliament of Victoria to show that the
opposition has no case in opposing the motion of the
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government or supporting the proposed
amendment.
Although it is probably difficult after 10 years in
government, opposition members must accept that
they have to adapt to being on the opposition
benches. They have been there for more than two
years and must learn how to operate as an
opposition. This morning they showed that they do
not know how an opposition operates. This morning
we heard hypocrisy substituted for argument time
and again by opposition members.
The Leader of the Opposition started by moving an
amendment and then spending 20 minutes"arguing
with you, Mr Speaker, over the wording of that
amendment Your decision on that matter, rather
than restricting the debate on the amendment, in fact
enhanced the opportunity of the opposition to
present an argument. You did not restrict opposition
members to the items in the proposed amendment
but allowed them to debate matters of major public
importance. The result was that 20 minutes was
wasted on points of order.
The five opposition members who spoke in effect
complained that the opposition did not have time to
raise matters of public importance in the house. I
note that the last speaker for the opposition, the
honourable member for Albert Park, twice this week
did not raise in question time, when he might have
done so, the matter he says is of great public
importance, that is, the holding of the grand prix at
Albert Park. He failed to take up the two
opportunities he had this week to raise the matter,
yet says because Parliament is not sitting next week
he is denied an opportunity of raising the issue.
For the information of opposition members and to
demonstrate how hollow their arguments are, I
direct their attention to the sittings of this house over
the past few years, excluding 1992, when there was a
change of government.
I will compare the figures for 1990 and 1991, the last
two complete years of the previous Labor
government, with the figures for years 1993 and
1994, the last two complete years of the current
government The Legislative Assembly sat on 54
days for a total of 486 hours in 1990 and on 56 days
for a total of 496 hours in 1991. Under the current
government the Legislative Assembly has sat on
more days and for a greater number of hours than
Wlder the former govenunent It sat on 61 days for a
total of 680 hours in the government's first full year
in office, 1993, and on 58 days for a total of 623 hours
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in 1994. So much for the opposition's claims that this

government has not allowed sufficient time for
debate in this chamber!
Let us look at the number of bills passed. In the
spring session of 1991, under the previous
government, 55 bills were passed. In the autumn
session of 1992, 54 bills were passed. Under this
government 67 bills were passed in the spring
session of 1993 and 62 bills were passed in the
autumn session of 1994.
Let us look at the weeks of sittings of this house.
Under the former government sittings in the autumn
sessions were as follows: seven weeks in 1989; eight
weeks in 1990; 10 weeks in 1991; and nine weeks in
1992. Under this government the sittings in the
autumn sessions have been: nine weeks in 1993 and
eight weeks in 1994. In 1995 the sittings as proposed
will be nine weeks less one day, which is quite
comparable. In fact, the government proposes that
the Legislative Assembly should sit for an
appreciably longer period this session than the
former government allowed, for instance, in 1989.
Opposition members have been arguing for
argument's sake. They have not had a case to
present to the Parliament They have only shown
how weak and ineffectual they are as an opposition.
I offer them this advice: after two years in opposition
they should have started to learn the ropes and if
they are going to be an effective opposition they
ought to get up and present reasoned, lOgical
arguments, rather than the hypocrisy we have been
put through during the past 2 hours.

Mr W. D. McGRArn (Minister for
Agriculture) - I move:
1bat the question be now put

The SPEAKER - Order! The acceptance or
refusal of such a motion is in the hands of the Olair.
The debate has been going for more than two and a
hall hours. I have heard five opposition speakers
and one government speaker. I am therefore
prepared to accept the motion.

House divided on MrW. D. McGrath's motion:

Ayes, 54
Ashley,Mr
Bildstien, Mr
Brown,Mr
Clark,Mr
Coleman,Mr

Maclellan, Mr
McNamara, Mr
Maughan,Mr
Napthine, Or
Perrln,Mr

Cooper,Mr
Oavis,Mr
Doyle,Mr
Elder,Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Gude,Mr
Hayward,Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood. Mr
Hyams,Mr
Jasper,Mr
Jenkins,Mr
John,Mr
IGlgour,Mr
Leigh. Mr
Lupton.Mr
McArthur. Mr (Teller)
McGill,Mrs
McGrath, Mr J.F.
McGrath, Mr w.o.
McLellan. Mr
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Perton. Mr
Pescott, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Plowman, MrS.J.
Reynolds. Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe,Mr
Ryan,Mr
Smith, Mr E.R.
Smith, Mr LW.
Steggall, Mr
Tanner,Mr
Tehan,Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor. Mr
Treasure, Mr
Turner,Mr
Wade.Mrs
Weideman, Mr
Wells.Mr

Noes, 23
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker,Mr
Batchelor. Mr
Bracks,Mr
Carli, Mr (Teller)
Coghill, Or
Cole,Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Dollis, Mr
Haenneyer, Mr
Hamilton,Mr

Loney,Mr
Marple,Ms
Micallef, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr (Teller)
Sandon,Mr
Seitz,Mr
Sercombe, Mr
Thomson,Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson,Mrs

Leighton. Mr

Motion agreed to.
House divided on omission (members in favour
vote no):

Ayes, 54
Ashley,Mr
Bildstien, Mr
Brown,Mr

Clark. Mr
Coieman,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Oavis,Mr
Doyle,Mr
Elder, Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Finn,Mr
Gude,Mr
Hayward,Mr

Maclellan, Mr
McNamara, Mr
Maughan.Mr
Napthine, Or
Perrin,Mr
Perton, Mr
Pescott, Mr
Peulich,Mrs
PhilliPS. Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Plowman. Mr S.}.
Reynolds, Mr

Richardson, Mr
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Henderson. Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Hyams,Mr
Jasper,Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John. Mr
Kilgour,Mr
Leigh,Mr
Lupton,Mr
McArthur, Mr
McGill,Mrs
McGrath, Mr J.F.
McGrath, Mr W.O.
McLellan, Mr

Rowe,Mr
Ryan,Mr
Smith, Mr E.R.
Smith, Mr I.W.
Steggall,Mr
Tanner, Mr
Tehan,Mrs
Thompson. Mr (TeIler')
Traynor,Mr
Treasure, Mr
Turner, Mr (TelJc)
Wade,Mrs
Weideman, Mr
Wells,Mr
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I cannot allow question
time to proceed with a barrage of interjections.
Members of the opposition have asked their
question. I ask them to listen to the answer in silence.
Mr BROWN - He has misled the media and the
community with his constant claim, backed up by
the Leader of the Opposition for a short time, that
the Public Transport Corporation was subject to a
cancellation fee, that there was a penalty clause in
the contract for $50 million were the PTC to cancel.

Opposition members interjecting.

Noes, 24
Andrianopoulos, Mr (Tdler)
Baker. Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Brack.s, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Carli, Mr
Coghill, Or
Cole. Mr
Cunninglwn, Mr (Tdler)
Dollis, Mr
Haermeyer, Mr
Hamilton,Mr

Leighton, Mr
Loney, Mr
Marple. Ms
Micallef, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Sandon, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Sercombe, Mr
Thomson.Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson, Mrs

AJnen~entnegative~

Motion agreed to.
Sitting suspended 1.02 p.m. until 2.05 pm.

Mr BROWN - You mob had better listen to this.
I am aware of a letter sent today to the Company
Secretary, ERG Ltd, in Western Australia from Corrs
Chambers Westgarth, the solicitors acting for the
PTc. The letter states:
As you are aware, we act on behalf of the Public
Transport Corporation (PTC).

We have seen your letter of 22 March 1995 to the
Australian Stock Exchange.

If your letter is asserting that Onelink has remedies to
recover damages either at common law or under the
contract in the event of lawful termination. it is quite
misleading.

Wait for it!
The contract is clear in that Onelink has no rights--

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
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Mr BATOIELOR (Thomas town) - I refer the
Minister for Public Transport to his comments on
3LO this morning, when he stated that Onelink had
breached its contract with the government I also
refer to a letter from ERG Ltd to the Perth stock
exchange, dated 22 March, which says there has not
been any breach of the contract by the Onelink
consortium. Who is lying, the minister or Onelink?
Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) This matter was covered in the house last night
during the adjournment debate. The person who has
peddled the lie is, of course, the Labor Party
spokesman for transport, who told - -

Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr BROWN - I will repeat it, because for even a
peabrain like you it might sink in.
The SPEAKER - Order! The minister will
address the Chair.
Mr BROWN - The letter continues:
The contract is clear in that Onelink has no rights to
any remedies or compensation consequent upon the
lawful termination of the contract by PTC in respect of
a pre-commissioning fundamental default by Onelink.
If Onelink can prove that any cancellation by PTe is
unlawful, it is, of course -

and naturally -
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free to pursue its remedies at common law and a court
would ultimately rule upon such claims. It is
misleading to state that the contract provides any rights
to recover damages in such a circumstance: the section
to which you refer does not provide a right to recover
damages. Rather, it limits any potential liability of PTc.

The letter winds up with this sentence:
We believe that clarification of this matter ought to be
brought to the attention of the Australian Stock
Exchange.

That is the fact. It is as I have informed the house. I
would expect even the peabrains on the other side to
understand that they should stop misleading the
community.

National competition policy
Mr TREASURE (Gippsland East) - Will the
Premier inform the house of the outcomes the
Victorian government will be seeking from the
forthcoming Council of Australian Governments
meeting on national competition policy?
Mr KENNETr (premier) - As the house is
aware, in 10 days the commonwealth and the states
will be meeting again for the first meeting this year
of the Council of Australian Governments (COAG)
meeting in Canberra, the meeting having been
deferred from February because of the New South
Wales and Australian Capital Territory elections.
This important meeting offers the opportunity of a
watershed in terms of past practices and creating the
opportunity for Australia and the states to enter into
an unique partnership to deliver competition within
Australia and to ensure Australia is well placed for
the 21st century.
There are probably two outstanding issues relating
to the agreement of the Hilmer report to implement
a national competition policy, which certainly state
and territory leaders including me believe the Prime
Minister is looking to resolve at the forthcoming
COAG meeting.
The first issue is obviously for all of us to be able to
share in the benefits that come from competition.
This has been reinforced by the report of the
Industry Commission, which has just recently been
finalised and released. It clearly identifies that 80 per
cent of the reforms that will lead to greater
competition in Australia will be generated by
activities of the states and their own
instrumentalities. However, the states will receive
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only about 33 per cent of the revenue generated by
these extra reforms, which will see a growth in gross
domestic product of around $23 billion a year.
We are asking the commonwealth to recognise the
importance of the IC report and to come to an
agreement with the states at the COAG meeting in
the first week of April that will ensure this
competition code is put into place and all states and
the commonwealth can work towards a successful
environment in which we can add to both
employment and revenue within Australia.
The other important area that is still to be resolved is
that the states and territories want to be recognised
as an equal partner in the reform. That means we
seek the powers k) vote on proposed amendments to
the competition axle. If we are to have a
competition policy from which the real benefits will
be generated, with the states doing the work, it is
important that the states have an equal say, together
with the commonwealth, in the way the Hilmer
report, the competition policy and the committees
established are absolutely formed.
I am of the view that this is without doubt a very
real test of the ability of the states and the
commonwealth to work in the national intereslln
the past, there have been discussions at Darwin and
elsewhere and among senior officers to try to resolve
a lot of the outstanding issues. Most of those have
now been concluded and only those two matters
remain.
I hope that the Prime Minister will not see the next
COAG meeting as a meeting at which there should
be confrontation but that - given the IC's report,
which was commissioned by COAG - there can be
commonsense agreement and that where we seek to
share the benefits of reform, those benefits not be
paid in advance of reforms taking place but be paid
in arrears, based on the performance of the bodies
that are equal partners to the competition code. We
are not asking for up-front moneys or something
that is irrational. We are simply saying that the
states, having provided 80 per cent of the reforms
and therefore the growth in gross domestic product,
should be able to share based on their own
contribution to the competition code.
We seek to be recognised as an equal partner. I hope
the Parliament understands the importance of
COAG at this meeting. We in government certainly
do; I trust the opposition does; and certainly the
bUSiness community does. This is a tremendous
opportunity for the Prime Minister to show
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leadership, to give leadership and to forge the link
with the states so that we have a competition code
tha t is meaningful and supported in a bipartisan
way and will advance the interests of not only
Victorians but Australians going into the
21st century.

Automatic ticketing machines
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - In light of
the previous answer of the Minister for Public
Transport, according to which there are
circumstances W\der which the government would
be liable, I refer to the letter from ERG Ltd to the
stock exchange in Perth dated 22 March, which
makes it abW\dantly clear that if the contract
between the government and Onelink is cancelled,
Onelink has the right to be paid by the government
for any costs, losses, expenses or damages it has
incurred, plus an additional amount of up to
$20 million for the loss of profit.
I refer to the minister's comment in the house on
Tuesday when he said, 'We are up for zero if we
cancel this contract'. I ask: why did the minister
mislead the house?

Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) -It
seems my reference to this gentleman being a
peabrain was feu beyond what I should have said; he
is obviously less than that in his capacity to
understand. I have just informed the house - and I
am not far away from his listening range - that in
fact the legal representatives of the Public Transport
Corporation this day have written to ERG pointing
out where it is wrong in that statement, where you
are making the same mistakes, and indicating that it
believes this should be clarified with the Australian
Stock Exchange.
Obviously the honourable member did not hear
what I just said. I have just answered in detail. It
stands on the record; it is self-explanatory. If he
cannot understand it, I suggest he go to anyone in
the media because they can understand plain
English. It is there in black and white for all to see.

The SPEAKER - Order! I warn the honourable
member for Sunshine that I will name him if he
continues to interject.

Gas: tariff review
Mrs McGILL (Oakleigh) - Will the Minister for
Energy and Minerals inform the house of the
outcome of the government's annual review of gas
tariffs for the 1995-96 year?

Mr S. J. PLOWMAN (Minister for Energy and
Minerals) - Honourable members may be aware
that at approximately this time of the year the
government conducts a review of gas tariffs for both
contract customers and commercial and domestic
customers so that Gascor may advise them,
particularly the contract customers, of any variation
in contract prices that will pertain over the next
12 months. Under their contracts Gascor must do
that by 31 March each year. For other commercial
and domestic consumers, an annual tariff review
gives some certainty to customers and also gives
Gascor an opportunity to complete its budget
projections.
I am pleased to advise the house that, despite an
anticipated increase of approximately 4 per cent in
the CPI this year, there will be no increases in gas
tariffs for either contract customers or domestic,
commercial and industrial customers. In real terms
that means a reduction of approximately 4 per cent
across the board, which is good news for our
customers in Victoria. It is particularly good news,
however, for our manufacturing sector, because it
will allow manufacturers to expand and improve
their competitiveness interstate and overseas, thus
allowing the industry to continue to provide job
opportunities and economic growth in Victoria.
I commend the honourable member for Oakleigh for
her interest in this subject and the work she does in
her electorate in helping the manufacturing
industry. TItis decision is a clear indication that the
government's gas reforms are working in Victoria
and are delivering advantages to every gas
consumer.

Mr Baker - You have mucked it up. It is a mess.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Baker - Why don't you support him for a
change? Show a bit of leadership!

Only one black cloud lurks over the gas tariffs in the
future: the petroleum resources rent tax introduced
by the federal government, which discriminates
specifically against Victoria. It was introduced by
the former federal Minister for Resources and
Tourism. Alan Griffiths, whose chief of staff
happened to be the present Victorian Leader of the
Opposition. TItis is something that the state is
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pursuing vigorously with the federal government,
and the matter of passing on between producers and
consumers is being determined by arbitration.
However, the important thing is that it is very clear
from this decision that Victorian government
reforms in the gas industry are delivering
substantial advantages to all Victorian consumers.

Forensic psychiatric institute
Mr DOLUS (Richmond) - Can the Minister for
Planning confirm that he used a research company,
Oliver and Taylor Consulting, to conduct political
polling for the establishment of an institution for the
criminally insane at Fairfield and that he used Better
Cities money to finance it without the knowledge or
approval of the federal Minister for Housing and
Regional Development?
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning) Mr Speaker, I regret that I did not bring the results
of the polling with me because I would have been
able to assist the house by quoting from the survey
to assure the honourable member that it does not
have any political content at all. It is of course
correct that the opinions of residents in the Fairfield
area have been carefully canvassed to see what their
views are regarding the proposal being considered
by the government to have a forensic psychiatric
unit share the footprint of Fairfield Hospital, not the
park..
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community. Since the term has been used in the
local papers and since the honourable member for
Yan Yean would be the first to use a slag term like
that, it is necessary to see what the state of the
nearby residents is.
The honourable member went further. Firstly, he
characterised it as a political survey, which it is not;
secondly, he asked where the money comes from
and whether I had asked the federal Minister for
Housing and Regional Development, Mr Brian
Howe, or the commonwealth government for
permission to do it. No, I did not, and no, if they do
not want to pay for it I am perfectly happy to pay for
it with funds from the Department of Planning and
Development.

H01WUrable members interjecting.
Mr MACLELLAN - To save the supplementary
question, I am perfectly happy to volunteer to the
Parliament that it cost $15 000. I do not really think
that that amount is of much significance in the Better
Cities program, and the Better Cities program
commands that when these things are being done as
part of the implementation of the
commonwealth-state agreement - made and
negotiated, I might add, by the last government but
Signed off by us - there must be consultation.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MACLELLAN - Now we know.

The results of the survey are surprisingly
supportive - although other members may have a
different view - firstly of the work of the Fairfield
Hospital and secondly of the need for such a facility
as is proposed to be in a metropolitan area where
people can visit it. Fairfield Hospital is to be
commended for the undoubted reputation it has
established with the local community through the
work it does in the Aids area.
This is the next difficult area, of dealing - as this
Parliament would know from the legislation that
was passed about Garry David - with those who
have personality disorders. For the honourable
member to pick up the local newspaper and slag
about the criminally insane is something I regret,
because this facility will deal with people who have
never been guilty of any criminal offence. As the
honourable member would know, there are people
who cannot be guilty of criminal offences because of
the state of their minds. Therefore the use of the
words 'criminally insane' is overcoloured and is
intended to produce an adverse reaction in the

The SPEAKER - Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition has asked his question. He might do
the house the courtesy of listening to the answer in
silence.

Mr MACLELLAN - The Department of
Planning and Development has the responsibility, as
the secretariat for the implementation of the Better
Cities program, to which the state is grateful for the
money that is coming, for new initiatives. The
Minister for Health is also grateful for the fact that it
gives her, this Parliament and this state the
opportwlity to put people into community settings.
TIlat is not easy. The opposition knows it is not easy
because when it was in government it found how
difficult it was.
An opposition member interjected.

Mr MACLELLAN - Oh yes; why don't we have
a public meeting? The honourable member knows
there will be a public meeting.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I have already
requested that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
remain silent, having asked the question. The
Minister for Planning, finishing his answer.

Mr MACLELLAN - There will be a public
meeting because the honourable member and his
lefty friends have organised one for the Collingwood
Town Hall so that they can talk about the criminally
insane. Oh yes, we can imagine what the meeting
will be like. I do not expect to be invited to it, but
there will be a meeting, and he knows it He is trying
to feed the frenzy of opposition to the Better Cities
program.
He does not like, when in opposition, the agreement
that his party made when in government, which was
that with commonwealth funds the state would
tackle the difficult issues of trying to find
community settings for those people who are
presently - as they have been for 10 years of Labor
government - hidden away in government
institutions where they are receiving inadequate
treatment and inadequate care in inadequate
circumstances. If members of this Parliament want
to know the sorts of circumstances that exist I
suggest they visit J ward in Ararat and look at the
hole that was knocked in the wall when Garry
David managed to bash his way out of the place and
sit on the roof. This Parliament was disgraced by the
way that personality disorder case was treated. It
will be disgraced again and again if the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition and his friends want to stir
up trouble on the basis of the criminally insane.
This government intends, with the support of the
local community and of all those who have a proper
and caring attitude, to use part of the Fairfield
Hospital footprint - not parkland - to create the
proper and modem--

Mr Dollis interjected.
Mr MACLELLAN - The honourable member is
still interjecting, Mr Speaker, because he does not
like the answer; he does not mind asking the
question, but he does not like the answer. What he is
asking about is a miserable $15 000, and he is using
it as an opportunity to try to slag those people who
are the most vulnerable in our community: those
with personality disorders. He knows - -

Mr MACLELLAN - Are you telling me I am
no. I?

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I do not know how
many times I have to tell the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition in simple English terms that he is to
remain silent. I have been more than tolerant. I am
conscious that if I name the honourable member the
rest of question time will go. Will the minister please
finish his answer.
Mr MACLELLAN - Mr Speaker, I will address
my response to you and I will ignore any
interjections so far as that is possible.
This matter is so serious that it deserves a better
attitude from Parliament than is being exemplified
by the question asked. The survey was made and the
responses are available. The responses to the survey
have been sent to the Honourable Brian Howe, the
Deputy Prime Minister, and if he in his wisdom
decides he does not want to be associated with the
Better Cities project, which is a commonwealth
initiative, I am perfectly willing for the state of
Victoria to take up the challenge that the
commonwealth government and the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition want to walk away from.

Emergency services: communications
system
Mr COOPER (Momington) - Will the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services inform the house
of the performance of Intergraph in implementing
the BEST (Bureau of Emergency Services
Telecommunications) computer-aided dispatch
system?

Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I thank the honourable
member for his question and his particular interest
in this topiC. During yesterday's grievance debate I
was gladdened to hear that the honourable member
for Yan Yean actually remembered that he was a
member of the Public Bodies Review COmmittee,
which agreed unanimously to recommend the
establishment of a computer-aided dispatch system
(CAD) for emergency services. I thought the
honourable member for Yan Yean had begun to see
the light
Government Members - No, no.

Mr Dollis interjected.
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Mr McNAMARA - I thought the fog that has
recently been clouding the honourable member's
mind was opening up to the sunlight
Unfortunately, my hopes quickly evaporated when I
read his comments made during the grievance
debate.

The government has Wldertaken an exhaustive
process by having agency heads and leading
professionals in this area arrange for the calling of
tenders. At the end of that process Intergraph was
selected. During yesterday's grievance debate the
honourable member for Yan Yean continually
slagged a renowned international company. As
recently as two weeks ago the honourable member
was given a very detailed briefing by BESf (Bureau
of Emergency Services Telecommunications). He is
up to date on the project, unless he is suffering from
short-term memory loss.
Even more Significant is the fact that the unfoWlded
criticism by the honourable member for Yan Yean is
not just a cheap political shot - which the member
is renowned for - but involves criticism of
members of a committee that included the Chief
Commissioner of Police, the President of the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade Board, the Chairman of
the COWltry Fire AuthOrity, the Olief Executive
Officer of the Metropolitan Ambulance Service and
people such as Ken Loughnane, Olief Executive
Officer of Telecom International, David Campbell,
Managing Director of Pacific Dunlop Cables group
and Leo Tyrrell, former director of the Telecom
engineering branch. I do not believe you could pick
a better committee to undertake an exhaustive
process such as this, and at the end of the day it
selected Intergraph.
I ask honourable members to consider Intergraph's
performance. Firstly, we are on time for
COmmissioning the Victoria Police and State
Emergency Services call-taking dispatch system in
September. We are three to four weeks ahead in the
recruitment program that will bring new and
additional high-technology related jobs to
Victoria -and that is obviously very Significant
During the grievance debate the honourable
member referred to two instances in which he was
critical of Intergraph's performance. He referred in
particular to Toronto and Edmonton. The project
team visited Toronto and the Toronto police project
manager said that they were happy with Intergraph.
In hindsight they were sorry they did not follow the
Victorian model! They were sorry they did not have
more private sector project management in the
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development of the program. They are learning from
us.
The honourable member referred to an Inspector
Tom Parish of the Toronto police. We do not know
any inspector by that name, but we do know a
Superintendent Tom Parish - I assume the
honourable member is confused. Superintendent
Tom Parish advised the government that he is
satisfied with Intergraph, that its system is
impressive and that response times have generally
improved since the commissioning of the system.
Superintendent Parish also complained about being
misquoted and taken out of context by one of our
SWlday papers, where I suspect the honourable
member gained most of his information. Rather than
the honourable member picking up on an article
from a Sunday paper, he would be better to do some
hard work and research.
The honourable member also claimed that the
installation of the Edmonton system was 20 months
overdue. Once again he is wrong, wrong, wrong! I
am advised that Intergraph was not overdue on the
installation or COmmissioning of either the CAD or
communications system. In fact, I am further
advised that Edmonton has appointed Intergraph to
supply its new combined system for fire and
emergency medical services. Not only does that city
reject the claim that it is not satisfied with the police
system but it is going further and giving Intergraph
the contract to install other systems.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for MOmington has asked his question and
I ask him to listen in silence to the answer. The
minister, concluding his answer.
Mr McNAMARA - It is very important that the
honourable member for Van Yean should recognise
poor performance. He would make a good start by
looking in the mirror. If the honourable member had
the time or ability he would recognise that
Intergraph is an international company that has
successfully completed major projects throughout
the world, including contracts for the Department of
Defence of the United States of America.

Intergraph is also short-listed to provide a CAD
system for the Queensland Labor government The
opposition's criticism of Intergraph is obviously not
getting through to its colleagues in Queensland.
Finally, Intergraph New Zealand has been informed
that it has been appointed to provide a dispatch
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management system for the Commonwealth Heads
of Government Meeting to be held shortly.

DENTAL TECHNICIANS
(AMENDMENT) BILL

Intergraph will provide new technology to the state.
It will provide an opportunity for new jobs and for
new technology to be exported and not just
elsewhere in Australia. It is an opportunity for
Victoria to be the base of the Asia Pacific region. It is
time the honourable member recognised success,
and for that he should not look in the mirror!

Second reading

AUTOMATIC TICKETING MACHINES
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - I desire to
move, by leave:
That this house expresses its complete lack of
confidence in the Minister for Public Transport for his
bungling and delayed introduction of automatic
ticketing machines and for repeatedly misleading
Parliament and now calls upon him to resign or, failing
this, calls upon the Premier to immediately sack him..

Leave refused.

Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - I desire to
move, by leave:
That this house calls upon the Minister for Public
Transport to provide full details and all documentation
relating to the bungled attempt to introduce automatic
ticketing machines to Melbourne's public transport
system.
In particular we call upon the minister to table the
following documents:

1.

The contract between the PTC and Onelink;

2.

The evaluation of the different bids for the automatic
ticketing contract including the Coopers and
Lybrand report;

3.

All documents relating to timetables for the
introduction of the Onelink system;

4.

All copies of the two-weekly performance
management reports;

5.

Minutes of project review meetings;

6.

Copies of all legal advice received by the government
including the opinion of the Victorian
Solicitor-General; and

7.

Copies of all other relevant documents.

Leave refused.

Debate resumed from 9 March; motion of
MI5 TEHAN (Minister for Health).
Mr TIIWAITES (Albert Park) - The opposition
supports the fundamental thrust of this legislation,
which is to enable advanced dental technicians who
have completed a bridging course to make and fit
partial dentures direct to the public. Before they are
able to do that, such technicians will be required to
have their licences endorsed by the Advanced
Dental Technicians Qualifications Board. There is a
caveat on that scheme and before an advanced
dental technician can fit a partial denture, the patient
must first have a certificate of oral health issued by a
dentist within the past 12 months. I will return to
that fundamental issue shortly and will now
comment on other clauses in the bill

Firstly, the bill enables the Dental Technicians
Licensing Committee to carry on in the absence of its
chair. There is an amending provision to fix what
was really a problem. In the past the deputy
chairman could take over the rwming of that
licensing committee although no deputy chairman
had been appointed. There is a similar amending
provision in relation to the Advanced Dental
Technicians Qualifications Board.

Secondly, the bill broadens the findings available to
the Dental Technicians Ucensing Committee and the
Advanced Dental Technicians Qualifications Board.
It does that in two clauses and it specifically enables
the committee and the board to intervene and use
their disciplinary powers where an issue relates to
the conduct of either a dental technician or an
advanced dental technician. Prior to these
amendments the committee could only suspend or
deregister an advanced dental technician if he or she
had been convicted of an indictable offence,
contravened the act or obtained a licence by fraud or
misrepresentation. The purpose of that amendment
is to broaden the disciplinary powers to enable them
to deal with issues of conduct by dental technicians
and advanced dental technicians.
The principal matters covered by the act are the
provisions enabling advanced dental technicians to
fit partial dentures. This matter has had a fair history
and I propose to put it in some overall context in
relation to dental care. It is fair to say that dental
care is not an issue that hits the front pages of
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newspapers, but it has a huge effect on the lives of
all of us. There have been some major changes in
dental care and dental health over the years. Most of
us have parents or grandparents who have full
dentures because of the way oral health was
conducted earlier this century. Nowadays most of us
still have our own teeth and the dental health of our
children is much better than ours. That has largely
been the result of the preventive practices
introduced and very actively supported by the
dental profession
It is a very good thing that the profession
responsible for looking after teeth has so actively
supported those preventative means. It is a lesson
for all health professionals; a lot of effort on
prevention will payoff in the long-term because it
will be much better than trying to cure a problem
after it has occurred. The community will spend less
on that curative work and people's lives will
improve.

A report on the oral health status of Australians
carried out for the National Health and Medical
Research Council has a number of interesting
findings. The report finds that there has been a
marked decrease in tooth decay among children.
That is a very good thing. The report also points out
that although tooth decay is a diminished burden in
children and young adults, it still greatly affects
some children and most adults, particularly older
people.
In addition, decay is but one of several prevalent
oral diseases. Additional oral problems are now
attracting greater attention both within the
community and the dental profession. Although it is
a good thing that tooth decay is decreasing in
children, it is not an issue we can afford to ignore.
There are still serious problems with the dental
health of some children and adults.

The national health strategy carried out an extensive
analysis of the problem. Its background paper no. 9
produced in 1992 goes into great detail about some
of the problems of dental disease and makes a
number of recommendations. In summary, the
principal finding is that dental problems affect
disadvantaged groups to a much greater degree
than other groups and that there is a real gap in the
provision of dental care to people from
disadvantaged backgrounds. Older people are twice
as likely to have problems with their teeth.
As a result of the national health strategy findings,

the commonwealth govenunent introduced a
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program to improve dental health throughout
Australia. In the public sector, community health
centres and rural hospitals are being provided with
funds to assist in public dental care. lbat has
reduced waiting lists at the Royal Dental Hospital
and community health centres.
As I understand it, that commonwealth program

does not apply to the prOvision of dentures, which is
particularly relevant to the bill. As the honourable
member for Frankston points out, dentures do not
decay. The prOvision of full or partial dentures is
important to dental care, which is why we are
debating the bill.
Advanced dental technicians play an important role
in making up and repairing dentures. An associate
diploma course has been established at RMIT to
provide the latest education for advanced dental
technicians. Prior to that only certificate courses
were available, and prior to that training consisted
of experience on the job, just like an apprenticeship.
At present there are more than 300 advanced dental
teclmicians in Victoria. Although they have the right
to make and fit full dentures they are not legally
entitled to make and fit partial dentures. At present
they can repair and remodel full dentures and
supply sports mouthguards. They perform a very
important function. 1his bill will extend the range of
services advanced technical technicians can provide
to include the making and fitting of partial dentures.
For example, people with some natural teeth - they
may have lost teeth because of trauma or disease may require artificial teeth for either mastication or
appearance.
I was interested to discover the extent of the
problem. I spoke to advanced dental technicians and
others about it. So far as I can work it out, there are
no figures for the number of cases they treat each
year. I have been told that up to 750 000 Victorians
wear dentures. If, on a rough estimate, 10 per cent of
them require some sort of work each year, you are
looking at an annual figure of around 100 000.
Therefore, the bill affects a lot of people.

One issue that has caused some debate is the oral
certificate. The bill provides that an advanced dental
technician can supply partial dentures provided any
person to whom the dentures are to be supplied has
given the technician a certificate of oral health
signed by a dentist within the previous 12 months.
Some have criticised the need for an oral certificate.
It may well be said that before advanced dental
technicians can fit partial dentures they will have to
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undertake the additional course at RMIT.1hat
course will give the technicians the skill to
determine whether there are any issues to which
attention might be drawn prior to the issuing of the
certifica tes.
The opposition is prepared to support this provision
because it is an important first step. It is a matter of
treading carefully at the commencement of what is a
deregulation of an aspect of health care. It is
important to ensure that people's health is not
threatened in any way. My understanding is that
advanced dental technicians have the necessary
skills to proceed without a certificate such as that.
But as a first step this legislation is certainly
supportable, and I believe the whole community
will support and benefit from it Some dentists may
be able to advise patients on any options to partial
dentures at the time of the consultation. There could
be some options which the dentist could undertake,
such as bridgework, to which the honourable
member for Frankston referred, and which
advanced dental technicians could not perform. As I
understand it, that is not part of their function. So in
that light, it could be to the consumer's advantage to
visit the dentist
The major concern we have about the certificate is
whether in the long term people will be dissuaded
from using dental technicians because of the cost
involved. There is some community concern about
the cost of dentists. Indeed, last year the Deputy
Health Services Commissioner said dentists should
be obliged to operate under billing guidelines
because at present patients do not have any real idea
of what they will be charged if they go to the
dentist - and too often they are afraid to ask. The
Australian Dental Association opposed that type of
regulation on the bases that it might infringe the
Trade Practices Act and that dentists operated in a
competitive market
It is fair to say that the health profession is
surrounded by a good deal of mystique. People do
not treat health professionals in quite the same way
as they treat shopkeepers. In the latter case they will
readily ask up-front how much something costs.
When people go to lawyers, doctors or dentists they
are primarily concerned about health issues and
tend not to ask up-front about how much the
treatment will cost. Perhaps a move to circulate the
statement made by the Deputy Health Services
Commissioner on publishing relative fees would be
a way of better informing consumers.
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One advantage of the bill is that it will provide a
cheaper service. As I understand it, the fees charged
by advanced dental tedmicians are about 75 per cent
of those charged by dentists. Although they will
vary, many consumers will be able to get their
partial dentures more cheaply than they can under
the current system, which involves going to the
dentist.
I have been advised that some advanced dental
technicians are already fitting partial dentures, so in
a sense the bill will legalise the current situation. So
far as I am aware, there have not been many
complaints about the fitting of partial dentures by
advanced dental technicians. Perhaps that is an
indication of the quality of the service they provide.
I have no doubt that once this legislation is passed
more people will use the services provided by
advanced dental technicians. The technicians will
now be more secure: the RWI' course will mean
they will become even more skilled than they are at
present. Therefore, the opposition believes the bill is
a step forward.
The SPEAKER - Order! The time appointed for
debate on this bill has expired.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

LAND (REVOCAnON OF
RESERVATIONS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 9 March; motion of
Mr COLEMAN (Minister for Natural Resources.)
The SPEAKER -Order! A statement having
been made under section 85(S)(c) of the Constitution
Act, I am of the opinion that the second reading of
this bill requires to be passed by an absolute
majority. There being fewer than 45 members
present, I ask the Clerk to ring the bells.
Bells rung.
Required number of members having assembled
in chamber:
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
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Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.

Third reading
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.
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concerned and they organised in the hope of trying
to save the signal box.
It is interesting to note that the campaign has been
run by a well-respected and long-established family
in the Narre Warren district, the Sweeney family.
Mr John Sweeney, who is 73 years old, in the BerwicJc
News of 2 March stated his concerns about the little
debate that has occurred. He stated:

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Agriculture).

ADJOURNMENT
MrW. D. McGRAlH (Minister for
Agriculture) - I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Rail: Narre Warren station
Mr P ANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) - The
Minister for Public Transport would be aware that
about three weeks ago the Public Transport
Corporation advertised for a tender to demolish the
Narre Warren railway station, which consists of the
station and an old signal box which has been in the
Narre Warren district for about 100 years.
This is the result of a grant from the federal
government under the Better Cities program to
build a new Narre Warren railway station and to
relocate platforms to another site. It has resulted in
one platform needing to be removed.
This has caused great concern in the community.
The community has an interest in heritage issues. In
my time as a councillor of the former City of
Berwick in which this railway station is located I
worked very hard for council to develop a heritage
strategy, which was funded in 1992 In that heritage
strategy the Narre Warren railway station, the signal
box and the railway home at 1 Shrives Road were
designated as local buildings of heritage importance
that the council should endeavour to preserve.
Because there has been no consultation by the Public
Transport Corporation about whether the signal box
and railway station should be bulldozed, residents
found out about it only because they noticed the
advertised tender for this work. They became

I wouldn't like them to rush in and demolish it before
all the options are considered.

The heritage strategy for the City of Berwick would
prefer that the streetscape character of the railway
station be retained by protecting the railway station
and the house at 1 Shrives Road and preserving an
open view of the sta tion buildings from the
Webb Street area.
I Wlderstand the PTC has some concerns about
public safety. Before the minister makes any
decision to approve any tender to demolish the
Narre Warren railway station and signal box, the
local residents would prefer to have a deputation
meet the minister to have this matter discussed to
enable them to work out any issues that may be able
to be resolved in relation to public safety.

Public Advocate
Mr J. F. McGRATH (Warmambool) - I direct to
the attention of the Attorney-General a matter on
behalf of the mental health consumers, the disabled
and the aged in Victoria, who depend so heavily on
the role of the Public Advocate and particularly the
Office of the Public Advocate. In July 1993 the
longest serving Public Advocate in Victoria,
Mr Ben Bodna, finished his work in that office, and it
has been under the control of the acting Public
Advocate since then. The office deals with an
enormous number of concerns and inquiries from
the community.
According to the last report of the Office of the
Public Advocate, in 1993-94 it handled 8577
inquiries. It is pleasing to note that 95 per cent of
those inquiries were handled within the office
without having to refer them to outside agencies.
Obviously that reduces the stress or inconvenience
that is imposed on people as they seek the advocacy
expertise of others because they feel inadequate or
are unable to fend for themselves under the
circumstances.
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For those who are not aware, the charter of the
Public Advocate is to promote the rights and dignity
of people with disabilities, to strengthen their
positions in society and to reduce their exploitation,
abuse and neglect. The charter goes on to say that
the PA's office is one independent of care givers and
service providers and has a watching brief on the
decision makers.

On behalf of the groups I met with and on behalf of
the Community Visitors who play a very important
role in maintaining or attaining a quality of life for
those people, I ask the Attorney-General: what is the
prospect of a full-time public advocate being
appointed, an advocate suitably qualified to carry
out this very important function on behalf of the
community? It is a very important role, considering
that the person will have to follow on from
Ben Bodna, who did an excellent job as Public
Advocate.
The community is keen to know - and I ask the
Attorney-General to throw some light on it - her
proposal for the Office of the Public Advocate in
calling for expressions of interest. I ask her then to
let us know the final permanent appointment to the
position.

Rail: Met zones
Mr CUNNING HAM (Melton) - The matter I
raise for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport involves the current zoning on
metropolitan rail lines. What is being sought is a
uniform boundary on the Met system for zone 1. The
current zone 1 boundaries are irregular, and it
would appear that if the circumference is taken from
the Melbourne central business district, from which
zone 1 emanates, then the current zoning should
include St AIbans, Deer Park and Ardeer.
If the number of railway stations from Flinders
Street is used as a guide, the argument becomes
more compelling. On the Hurstbridge line there are
11 stations in zone 1; 11 for the Epping line; 11 for
the Alamein line; 11 for the Pakenham line; and 10
for the St Albans line. If Deer Park and Ardeer,
which is about 15 kilometres from the dty, were
included, there would be greater rail patronage and
increased revenue for V/Line, which would come
under general rail revenue. The housing growth in
the area should also encourage an increase in
patronage of the system.

One hopes that the increase in rail revenue would
offset some of the cost of the extended zoning, but
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this is just one of the arguments. The whole question
is about equity. It is about people in the western

region being on equal terms with those who are the
same distance from the dty in the eastern. northern
or southern regions.
The question is ultimately about equity. If one looks
at the number of kilometres from the central
business district, without including the
undergrmUld loop, one finds that St Albans is
approximately 18 kilometres from Spencer Street,
and 195 kilometres from Flinders Street, and the
distance of the other stations in zone 1 from the CBD
range from 1275 kilometres to Heidelberg on the
Hurstbridge line, to some 16.96 kilometres out at
Huntingdale on the Pakenham line. The question is
about equity. It would be appreciated if the minister
could examine the current zoning with a view to
extending the boundaries of zone 1 to the stations
mentioned.

Valkstone Primary School
Mrs PEULICH (Bentleigh) - I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Education
concerning the Valkstone Primary School. As a
result of the polides of this government the minister
has made available very Significant funds for much
needed school works. Following the quality
provision works process in the 1993-94 budget, he
allocated $250 000, as well as a light timber
construction building to be relocated to that school
to accommodate the additional students that
Valkstone required as a result of a nearby closure.

That all progressed fairly well. The portable was
re-sited and conversion of the multipurpose room
began. Unfortunately, in July 1994 there was a fire
and the new wing was virtually demolished. The
school commWl.ity which had worked so hard to
raise additional funds for the new facility was
heartbroken and could not understand who would
do that. There was obvious disappointment not only
to the students but also to the teachers and the
principal.
As a result of the fire the minister in his wisdom
made it possible to provide additional funding of
$84 000 to bridge the difference between the initial
funding and the cost incurred due to the fire which
destroyed the whole wing. Following that the
consultant architect completed further
documentation and tenders were called again. The
school had to proceed through the whole process,
obviously spanning some time. Many of the new
tenders that were considered indicated that the
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remaining portion of the initial funds was
insufficient 1his was due largely to additional
architect fees, increased costs and so on associated
with the quality provision process.
There have been negotiations with the lowest
tenderers as to ways of bringing down the costs.
However, I believe the proposed deletion of some
works would be unacceptable, including covers for
walkways, which would disadvantage integration
students. Recently the Secretary of the Valkstone
Primary School Parents Association, Elizabeth
Mackie, wrote to me saying:
On behalf of the parents association of Valkstone
Primary School I would like to convey our concerns
over the progress of our building project. Our school
community has appreciated your support for the
school in the past and in bringing our concerns to your
notice hope that we can call upon your support in any
way possible to alleviate the problems that we are
facing ...

Your continuing support for our school is greatly
appreciated and your support and advice at this time
would be welcome.

I believe the tenders have been scrutinised
effectively by the Directorate of School Education
and I ask the minister to urgently examine the
matter in order to resolve the school's dilemma.

Rail: Met zones
Mr SEITZ OCellor) - I raise for the attention of
the Minister for Public Transport the zones for the
St Albans train line. Recently a constituent of mine,
Mr A Theuma of 17 Rhodes Street, St Albans,
received a letter from the Minister for Public
Transport on the zonal system stating:
The Public Transport Corporation has advised that the
zonal system has been successful in simplifying the
ticketing system throughout the metropolitan system
and distance from the city is not the sole criteria in
determining zone boW\daries.

It is with great interest that I notice that it is the Met
that advises the minister. The house has just passed
legislation concerning the Regulator-General, who is
an independent person with the responsibility for
monitoring water, electridty and gas charges. I
suggest the Met also needs an outside independent
body to assess the fees it charges for the public
transport system. I have heard the same story again
and again: the Met is ruruting short of money, it is
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almost broke and it is using the St Albans and Box
Hill lines, which have the highest patronage, to
bring in extra revenue through zone 2 tickets.
It is unfair that people living in St Albans have to
purchase zone 2 tickets when none of the other
electrified lines have stations as close to the dty in
zone 2 Further, people from St Albans use their cars
to get to Albion station, which is where zone 1 starts,
because of the savings they make. Therefore they are
depriving the people of the Albion area from using
car parking spaces.
I ask the minister to look again at the zone system
and to investigate whether an organisation such as
the Office of the Regulator-General could examine
the operations of the Met to see whether the
appropriate fares are being charged and to assess
how much it is costing the community. At present
the Met seems to be immune from such assessments.
People are making noise about the privatisation of
the SEC, the Gas and Fuel and other utilities, but the
Met has been getting away with charging people on
an unfair basis in my electorate simply because, I
have been told, the patronage on the St Albans line
is generating a lot of money. The transport system
should be based on the growth areas around
Melbourne and the people of the western suburbs
should not be disadvantaged further by paying
significant fares for public transport.

Sandown Park: drag racing
Mr LEGH (Mordialloc) - I wish to raise a
matter concerning the possible use of Sandown
racecourse for drag racing. The Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Racing, who is at the table, will be
aware that under the headings 'Open Sandown, says
ALP' and 'Street Race Battle' an article published in
the Herald Sun of 10 March quotes the honourable
member for Dandenong North in the following
terms:
'Sandown is not a highly used track. It is a magnificent
dual-purpose trade which could be used to teach these
kids properly how to drive: Mrs Wilson said.

She said high-profile racing drivers could promote
street-car racing at Sandown and show teenagers how
to drive properly.

And so forth. It is interesting that yesterday's edition
of the OakIeigh Springvale Dandenong Times, under
the headline, 'MP: Drag race not for Sandown',
quotes none other than the honourable member for
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Springvale, who is also a member of shadow
cabinet! The article states:
He said it was 'not appropriate' to hold late-night drag
racing at Sandown.
'Sandown is in my electorate - it's all right for others
to suggest it but it just moves the problem elsewhere:

Mr Wells - Who is he referring to?

Mr LEIGH - The honourable member for
Dandenong North! We know that a bitter battle is
being fought in Dandenong and that the honourable
member for Dandenong North is a member of the
Centre Unity faction and the honourable member for
Springvale is a member of the Socialist Left faction
of the Labor Party. Currently the factions are
fighting for control of the council following the
proposed 1997 elections.
I am interested to know whether the minister has
been lobbied by either the honourable member for
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she has withdrawn the assurance and guarantee she
gave to the Sandringham hospital.
Other hospitals are also very concerned. I ask the
minister to reassure the house that the Essendon
Hospital will not be closed. The very document
which established the planning board process,
headed 'Victoria's Health 2050', ignores the
Essendon Hospital when it deals with placing
hospitals in desirable locations in the next century. It
appears the government has already made a
decision to knock off the Essendon Hospital.

An opposition member interjected.
Mr THWAITES - The honourable member for
Essendon will certainly be knocked off if the
Essendon Hospital goes, because in Apri11993 the
honourable member was quoted as saying that the
community would benefit from increased access to
general surgical services at that hospital. It now
appears the hospital is under threat.

Dandenong North or the honourable member for
Springvale and on whose side he will be. Will he go
with Centre Unity or with the Socialist Left? This is
obviously a serious matter for people in the local
area. When I showed these papers to the Leader of
the Opposition, he took off. There is a division in his
cabinet, so he had to go.

I am concerned about how much of what the
government says can be believed and whether the
minister's assurances are worth anything. Indeed, it
appears the minister is not prepared to live up to her
responsibilities to the health system and is trying to
pass the buck. onto the Metropolitan Hospitals
Planning Board.

On one hand if the people taking part in drag racing
are doing anything illegal they should be dealt with
harshly. On the other hand I also understand that
they want to practise their drag racing somewhere. I
want to know whose side the minister will be on in
this matter.

I note that some people may have concerns for the
Minister for Health because the honourable member
for Mordialloc was quoted in his local paper as
saying he had been assured by a ministerial aide that
the hospital would not close. The honourable
member was supposed to have said that an aide's
advice was equivalent to advice from the minister;
he is then quoted as saying that if it was not, he
would personally kill the minister, metaphorically

Hospitals: closures
Mr 11IWAITES (Albert Park) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Health a matter relating
to the Metropolitan Hospitals Planning Board. It
appears that the minister is handing over control of
the health system to this planning board. Although
the board is tmelected and not accountable, the
minister appears to be saying that whatever
recommendations it makes will be introduced

One of the greatest concerns is that the reassurances
the minister gave to the communities of Mordialloc
and Sandringham over the future of the Mordialloc
and Sandringham hospitals now appear to be put
into serious question. It seems that the minister has
withdrawn the assurance that she gave to the
Mordialloc hospital only a few months ago, just as

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

Flower industry
Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Agriculture the
prOvision of a dedicated centre for the sale of fresh
flowers and associated products at the Footscray
Fresh Centre in Footscray Road.

The minister will recall that in 1993 he
commissioned an inquiry into the operations of the
then Melbourne Wholesale Fruit and Vegetable
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Market I refer to a recommendation of the
committee formed to conduct that review. Among
other things, it recommended the abolition of the
former wholesale fruit and vegetable trust and the
establishment of a new authority.
The committee recommended that the Melbourne
Market Authority should proceed to develop a range
of options to meet the perceived needs of the fresh
flower industry. It said that unless industry support
was forthcoming, the options should not and could
not be pursued.
Further, I inform the minister that a meeting of more
than 150 members of the flower industry was held
last Tuesday night when the Chairman and the
Chief Executive Officer of the Melbourne Market
AuthOrity, Mr }eremy Gaylard and Mr Ian Webb
respectively, provided a wide-ranging and detailed
briefing to members of the industry about the
proposal of the authority to establish a separate
facility at the Melbourne market for the sale of fresh
flowers and associated products.
That briefing included an outline of the range of
benefits available to the industry were that centre to
be established. For the first time it would provide for
the flower industry a stand-alone facility instead of
the sellers being forced to compete in a large shed
with the fruit and vegetable sellers. At present they
work in a poorly lit area that is not air-conditioned
and which is subject to the effects of noxious diesel
fumes from trucks - conditions deleterious to the
survival of fresh flowers! New premises would see
the industry with its own stand-alone
air-conditioned facility and for the first time
coolroom facilities would be available.
I am happy to advise the minister that the industry,
by a vote of more than two to one vote, decided to
support the authority's recommendation subject to a
range of questions to be taken into account by the
authority. I expect the authority will retain its
proposal in light of that meeting and will seek from
the minister, as it must under the act, his approval
and support for that recommendation. I ask the
minister--

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

Housing: Pascoe Vale development

proposal for a high-density housing development at
20 Avoca Crescent, Pa.scoe Vale. Before Christmas
1994 I wrote to the minister and asked him to
intervene in the matter. He said the matter would go
to the Administrative Appeals Tribunal I certainly
accepted that as a response and left the matter at
that
However, in the past day or so I have been informed
that the City of More1and approved a revised
planning permit for this property last Monday night,
20 March. The plan was made public only on the
preceding Friday, 17 March. So there has been
virtually no opportunity for consultation with local
residents. As an objector to the previous application
for a planning permit, I was certainly not given any
notice of the revised permit
The revised permit alters the original plan by
dramatically increasing the number of flats to be
erected at 20 Avoca Crescent. In particular it
provides for the construction of a public road
around the perimeter of the development as well as
some seven car parking places inside an existing
public park, Esslemont Reserve. In my view, the
alienation of public parkland for a private
development is appalling. I do not think the plan
would have been approved had we been
represented by councillors who were subject to the
democratic process. That highlights the dangers of
unelected councils.
I ask the minister to intervene and to instruct the
Moreland council to advertise and re-advertise the
proposal so that new objectors - I am sure there
will be many more once they realise what the
proposal involves - will have the right, if necessary,
to have their claims heard by the Administrative
Appeals Tribunal, a right they do not have at
present

It was good enough for the minister to come up with
a specific planning scheme amendment, Camberwell
Planning Scheme Amendment IM, to address the
planning issues in Monomeath Avenue. If it was
good enough for the minister to personally intervene
in the Camberwell planning proposal, it is good
enough for him to intervene and resolve some of the
problems in Pascoe Vale.
I ask the minister to reconsider this issue, my
primary aim being to make the council do the right
thing.

Mr THOMSON (pascoe Vale) - I ask the
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Racing to direct to
the attention of the Minister for Planning the
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Chrome paint fume inhalation
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley) - I raise with
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services the
inhalation of chrome paint fumes. This matter was
raised with me by Mr Les Twentyman, a
well-known social worker with the Sunshine council
in the western suburbs. Mr Twentyman said chrome
paint fume inhalation is an extremely serious
problem in the western suburbs. He said young
people get hold of chrome paint, put plastic bags
over their heads and inhale the fumes. Some of the
figures on the practice are very worrying indeed.

Research carried out in England and in Australia
shows that 1 per cent of young people who inhale
chrome paint fumes for the first time actually die,
the reasons listed in the research document being
heart failure; suffocation - passing out while
having a bag over the nose and mouth; choking on
vomit; and traumas experienced while those persons
are high, such as drowning and road accidents.
The research document also says that people who
regularly inhale chrome paint fumes - more than
once a week - suffer serious long-term damage.
That occurs slowly and includes brain, liver, lung
and kidney damage, a loss of fertility and a loss of
sexual drive. The plea is that the young people
involved seek treatment urgently. One remedy
suggested by Les Twentyman and his team is the
regulation of paint sales, which would make paint a
restricted sale item. My local hardware store has not
had a run on chrome paint Apparently it works out
at $17 a tin, although you can get aerosol packs for
$6. Les tells me the main users are primary school
children.
The Minister for Police and Emergency Services,
together with some of his colleagues, could look at
whether assistance can be given to stop this
seemingly serious problem occurring in areas such
as Sunshine and other parts of the western suburbs,
a problem that might spread to other parts of
Melbourne. This serious problem is causing police as
well as those caring social workers such as Les
Twentyman and his band of people at the City of
Sunshine much concern.
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described that office as having a watching brief on
decision makers. He noted that since the former
Public Advocate, Mr Ben Bodna, retired, there has
been an acting Public Advocate. He asked me what
was proposed regarding a permanent appointment
The Office of the Public Advocate undertakes
important functions in protecting people who are
unable to take action to protect themselves or to
manage their own affairs. Honourable members
would be aware that when the Guardianship and
Administration Board Act was passed in 1986, it had
bipartisan support Before we came to government
when I was an opposition member I had dealings
with a number of people who had been involved
with the Office of the Public Advocate. It seemed to
me at that time that there may have been room for
improvement in the functions performed by that
office. However, I was cautious about making any
changes to the office because of the importance of
the area and the vulnerability of the people whose
affairs are dealt with by the office. I wanted to
ensure that any changes we made were changes for
the better and that those changes would assist those
people.
When Mr Ben Bodna retired I decided it would be
deSirable, prior to the appointment of a permanent
Public Advocate, to undertake a review of the office.
That review took place last year. It involved
representatives from the Department of Justice, the
Department of Health and Community Services and
the Office of the Public Advocate itself. The review
took some time, and I received the report at the end
of last year.
I have to say that I am not happy with the report
that was produced. It recommended, among other
things, that some of the functions of the Office of the
Public Advocate cease or be cut back. It did not
address whether the Office of the Public Advocate
was properly fulfilling all of its functions under the
existing legislation. I have been considering that
report carefully. In the circumstance that I feel it is
an inadequate report, the government does not
intend to implement it We will be advertising for a
Public Advocate almost immediately and an
appointment will be made as soon as possible after
the appropriate interviews have taken place.

Responses
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - The
honourable member for Warrnambool spoke on
behalf of people with mental health problems, the
disabled and the aged regarding the functions
carried out by the Office of the Public Advocate. He

I place on record that I have had absolutely no
complaints about Mr Glen Carleton, who has been
the Acting Public Advocate. He was moved from the
Office of Fair Trading and Business Affairs into that
position after Mr Bodna's retirement as part of the
restructure of the justice department. I believe he has
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done an excellent job while acting as Public
Advocate.
However, I agree with those who say it is time for a
permanent appointment As I said, I intend to
ensure that that appointment is made as soon as
possible. I think the situation should then remain as
it is for a period while the new Public Advocate
assesses the office and decides whether any
legislative change is needed. I anticipate that that
would take at least 18 months. At that stage I will
consult with the Public Advocate to see whether any
changes are required.
Mr HAYWARD (Minister for Education) - The
honourable member for Bentleigh raised a matter
concerning the Valkstone Primary School. She has
been a strong and persistent advocate of the school
in a range of ways, but particularly on this matter.
The honourable member outlined the recent history
of the school. A refurbishment program involving
an investment of $250 000 had been developed and
agreed to. Sadly, the school suffered a fire and a
Significant proportion of its buildings were
destroyed, particularly some relocatables that had
been brought in as part of the refurbishment
program.
The honourable member mentioned that the
Directorate of School Education made some $84 000
available for reinstatement but said that because of
the present state of the project additional funds were
needed for completion. The honourable member
outlined the various legitimate and proper reasons
for that I believe the case she made is a very strong
one indeed. I will certainly look at it very closely,
and I believe we will be able to assist the school. I
will endeavour to advise the honourable member in
the near future of the results of my inquiries.
It is a very good school. The well-planned
refurbishment program had long been needed
because the school had not been treated well by the
previous government I believe the school merits
urgent and favourable consideration. I will give it
that and advise the honourable member as soon as
possible.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for
Agriculture) - The honourable member for
Monbulk raised the matter of the proposal being put
forward by the Melbourne Market AuthOrity, which
has the control of the Footscray Fresh Centre, for a
flower market Of course that would entail a fairly
Significant financial commitment to new
infrastructure.
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To refresh the memory of the house I point out that
back in September 1993 I put together a review
committee made up of parliamentary members - it
was chaired by the honourable member for Mildura
and the honourable member for Monbulk was a
member of the review team - to look at the overall
structure of the market authority and the role and
function of the Footscray Fresh Centre. The
committee made a number of recommendations,
many of which have now been put in place.
One of the Significant recommendations it put to me
was a request by the flower growers, who have
interdispersed stalls with the fruit and vegetable
stalls at the Footscray market, for a specific area for
fresh flower trading in the market
1 am glad to report that this week the Melbourne
Market Authority, under the chairmanship of
Mr Jeremy Gaylard, convened a meeting at which it
had discussions with the flower growers and a
number of other people to ascertain the type of
support that would be forthcoming from the
industry if the market authority were to proceed
with an infrastructure development My
understanding is that something like two-thirds of
the people at that meeting favoured the market
authority moving to develop independent
infrastructure at the Footscray market to
accommodate the flower growers and their needs.

Of course the aim is to bring about independent
housing of the flowers for the purpose of the
wholesale, retail and export trade. If that comes to
pass it will have the opportunity of developing into
not only an excellent flower market but probably a
national flower market of some significance. I think
about 55 per cent of all flowers produced nationally
are grown here in Victoria. Many of those flowers
find their way to the Sydney markets but come back
to Victoria again for retailing. It would be much
better to capture that market potential and develop
it within Victoria.
If the proposal goes ahead there will be a
requirement for the market trust to demonstrate to
Treasury that it is able to achieve an 8 per cent
return on capital invested, as is the case with other
statutory authorities. The market trust, being a
statutory authority, can make its decision
independent of me, but I am sure it will want to
have my support as the minister responsible for the
act under which it operates. If I receive a submission
requesting my support for the project and it stands
up to financial scrutiny, will serve the industry well
and assist the economy of the state, I will deal with it
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as quickly as possible. The honourable member for
Monbulk asked me to give an indication on the
matter as quickly as possible after I receive the
submission from the market trust. I give him that
commitment I know many growers in his electorate
regard this subject as extremely important.

The honourable member for Glen Waverley raised
for the attention of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services what appears to be a new
phenomenon of chrome paint sniffing in the western
suburbs. The honourable member asked that the
minister investigate the problem.

Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Racing) - The honourable member for
Dandenong raised with the Minister for Public
Transport a matter concerning Narre Warren
railway station. I understand part of the station is to
be relocated to another site and that the community
in that area would like the old railway station
building and the signal box retained because of their
historical value. I shall direct that matter to the
attention of the minister. If the request has the
support of the whole community I am sure it will be
considered sympathetically.

It is a worry that young folk have to find their kicks
and thrills from sniffing chemical substances,
whether they be glue, petrol, paint, the contents of
spray cans and now chrome paint. It is my
understanding that the reason they have hit on the
practice of sniffing chrome paint is because it smells
sweeter than ordinary paint. It is an obnoxious
practice and I am sure the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services in conjunction with the Minister
for Health will be very interested in determining
some way the government can help stamp it out

The honourable member for Melton raised with the
Minister for Public Transport a concern in his
electorate. He would like the zone 1 metropolitan
ticketing system extended to Deer Park and Ardeer
railway stations. He said those two stations are a
similar distance from Melbourne as stations in the
eastern suburbs that have been given zone 1
extensions. 1hat is a reasonable request and I shall
direct it to the minister.
The honourable member for I<eilor raised with the
Minister for Public Transport a similar problem. He
asked for a review of the zone ticketing system
because he said it does not appear to be fair to the
residents of his electorate. Again I shall direct that
matter to the minister for his consideration.
The honourable member for Albert Park raised for
the attention of the Minister for Health the future of
several suburban hospitals because of what he says
are confusing statements in official documents and
in local newspapers. I shall ask the Minister for
Health to clear up the confusion. I am sure the
honourable member will be assured that there is
only one government policy, as has always been the
case.
The honourable member for Pascoe Vale raised with
the Minister for Planning a Pascoe Vale plaruting
application. The honourable member said that the
application has been changed and if it proceeds
under the changed conditions objectors to the
project will not have adequate rights. I shall direct
that matter to the attention of the minister so that, if
necessary, he can discuss the issue with the
honourable member.

The honourable member for Mordialloc referred to
the problem of drag racing in the Springvale area
and the obvious confusion that exists between the
honourable members for Dandenong North and
Springvale. This problem has received a great deal
of publicity in recent times. In traversing that
intersection at night I have seen the hundreds of
people there who watch the activity. There is no
doubt that it is dangerous and if not controlled or
stamped out someone will be badly hurt
It is interesting that some years ago Calder Park
ThWlderdome in the northern suburbs out past
Keilor held legal drag racing where owners could
take street drags and race under supervision.
Everything was as safe as possible. From discussions
I have had with Bob Jane, the owner of Calder Park
Thunderdome, I know that the popularity of this
activity has waned and it is not as popular as it was
initially.

It is a pity that these larrikins who have a heavy
pedal and want to damage cars - and possibly
other people - do not use a legal venue already in
existence. If they are that mad keen to get into this
business they should get out to Calder Park where
drag racing can be performed legally. I was taken
somewhat aback when I noticed that the shadow
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Racing,
Mrs Wilson, said that the government - The SPEAKER - Order! The minister must use
the correct title; the honourable member for
Dandenong North.

Mr REYNOLDS - I was surprised to find the
honourable member for Dandenong North, the
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opposition spokesperson on sport, recreation and
racing, suggesting that Sandown racecourse be open
for street racing to discourage 'wild, late-night
meetings', and then to find that the honourable
member for Springvale reportedly said in the
Oakleigh Springvale Dandenong Times, as referred to
by the honourable member for Mordialloc, that
While he recognised illegal street drags as a problem, it
should not be solved at the expense of the local
community ...

He goes on:
The community accepts five or six races per year there,
and a balance has been achieved that should not be
upset, especially by people making off·the-cuff
coaunentsaboutSando~

He said it was 'not appropriate' to hold late-night drag
racing at Sando~
Sandown is in my electorate - it's all right for others to
suggest it but it just moves the problem elsewhere.

That is another example of a split in the Labor Party.
The organisation is tearing itself apart from within.
It is another example of factional bitterness creeping
out and showing its ugly face.
In this instance it would have been a good thing if
the honourable member for Dandenong North had
checked with the Victorian Amateur Turf Club,
which owns the Sandown racecourse. I am assured
that it does not want drag racing there. It decided at

Thursday. 23 March 1995

a recent meeting that it should not allow drag races
at Sandown because it could be seen as giving
credence and support to unlawful pursuits. The
VATC said it does not want it there. I would have
thought the opposition spokesperson for sport,
recreation and racing would have checked with the
club.

I remind the honourable member for Dandenong
North that defensive driver training courses and
advanced driver training courses are already held at
the Sandown racecourse. The honourable member
for Springvale and I have been there to witness it
and have been part of it in years gone by. The
Victorian Amateur Turf Oub is doing great things
with that racetrack. In addition to the six race
meetings that are held there every year the course is
open for defensive and advanced driver training.
It is a pity the honourable member for Dandenong
North did not speak to the honourable member for
Springvale, even though they are both in the shadow
cabinet and meet every now and then. It is a worry
when shadow cabinet members do not talk to each
other. Perhaps the Leader of the Opposition should
involve himself in the problem, because it seems
there is a real chasm in the shadow cabinet. If
opposition members are not ripping into their
leader, they are ripping into their team-mates.

Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 3.56 p.m. until Tuesday, 11 April.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Aboriginal affairs: land purchases
(Question No. SO)
Mr HAMILTON asked the Minister responsible for Aboriginal Affairs:
With respect to Aborigina1lands in Victoria, whether the Minister will ascertain and provide an inventory of lands:
bought by the Victorian government for Aboriginal people, indicating: (i) whether the land is held on
(a)
trust by the Minister or government, or (ii) whether the title is held by Aboriginal communities?
(b)
bought by the Australian government on behalf of aboriginal people?
(c)
any other class of land?

Mr JOHN (Minister responsible for Aboriginal Affairs) - The answer is:
The Victorian government has purchased numerous parcels of land for Aboriginal people throughout Victoria. This
includes housing stock purchased through the Aboriginal component of the Commonwealth-State Housing Agreement
and many other programs of the Victorian and commonwealth governments such as the Community Housing and
Infrastructure Program, the Land Acquisition and Maintenance Program, the Crisis Assistance Program, the Aboriginal
Capital Projects Program, the Aboriginal Rental Housing Program and the Aboriginal Housing Ownership Program.
TIle preparation of an inventory of all such land is extremely time-consuming and does not warrant the resources
required to complete it However.
(a)
(i)(ii)
The Victorian government, through the Aboriginal Capital Projects Program, has assisted Aboriginal
community organisations across the state to acquire land and to develop other community assets
through the provision of grant funding. The freehold title to the property is held by the Aboriginal
community which received the grant Aboriginal Affairs Victoria is able to provide additional
information on land and assets acquired through this program.
(b)
Similarly, the title to land acquired with funding provided by the commonwealth government is held by the
recipient Aboriginal community organisation.
(c)

In addition, in the past both commonwealth and state governments have made Crown grants of land to
Aboriginal community organisations. Acts such as the Victorian Aboriginal Lands Act 1970, and the
Aboriginal Lands (Aborigines' AdVll1lCDnntt l...eDgue) (Watt Street, Northcote) Act 1982 and the Aborigi7li21
Lands Act 1991 or the commonwealth's Aboriginal Land (Lake CondJzh and FramIingluzm Forest) Act 1987
have granted Aboriginal commwtities inalienable freehold title to specifaed tracts of land.
A small number of Aboriginal organisations have been given leases of Crown owned land or buildings. This program
is administered by the Department of Conservation and Environment

Aboriginal affairs: Royal commission report
(Question No. 51)
Mr HAMILTON asked. the Minister responsible for Aboriginal Affairs:
Whether the government has prepared a response to the recommendations of the Royal Commission into Aboriginal
Deaths in Custody; if so, what the details are of that response, indicating any programs introduced and funds provided
to support those programs?
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Mr JOHN (Minister responsible for Aboriginal Affairs) - The answer is:
Yes. So you are aware the government in 1994 produced the 'Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody
1993 Implementation Report'. The report was tabled in the Victorian Parliament in October 1994 and covers activities
undertaken. by the Victorian government between March 1992 and December 1993.

Aboriginal affairs: funding
(Question No. 52)
Mr HAMILTON asked the Minister responsible for Aboriginal Affairs:
Whether the Minister will ascertain and advise details of all programs for Aboriginal communities in Victoria that are
funded or part-funded by the Australian government?

Mr JOHN (Minister responsible for Aboriginal Affairs) - The answer is:
The most recent documentation of commonwealth programs for Aboriginal people is detailed in the commonwealth
publication, SociJlI Justice for Indigenous Australians 1994-95. This document is circulated by the commonwealth Minister
for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Affairs and is produced on an annual basis.
A further source of information on commonwealth government Aboriginal programs in Victoria is the Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander Commission 1994 annual report.

Natural Resources: advertising
(Question No. 72)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Natural Resources:
In respect of each department, agency and authority within his administration, what the details are of all advertising
undertaken since 3 October 1992 to date, indicating - (a) date of approval for each contract; (b) cost of each contract; (c)
pwpose of advertisement; (d) duration of advertisement; (e) where and when each advertisement was published or
broadcast; and (f) to whom each contract was awarded?

Mr COLEMAN (Minister for Natural Resources) - The answer is:
The time and resources required to produce details of all advertising would be excessive and, consistent with past
practice, cannot be justified. The Department of Conservation and Natural Resources is, however, able to provide
information on the total expenditure made by the department on advertising for the financial years 1992-93, 1993-94,
and 1994-95. Please note that the figure for 1994-95 is an estimate only.

Activity
1992-93
1993-94
Advertising placed by CNR on television,
radio and/ or in newspapers, including
classified advertisements
$781,1)00'"
$240,000
• The majority of funds in 1992-93 were expended prior to 3 October 1992.

1994-95 (Estimate)

$348,000

Planning: capital works in Dandenong, Cranbourne and Berwick
(Question No. 100)
Mr P ANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Planning:
In respect of each of the electorates of Dandenong, Cranbourne and Berwick, respectively since 3 October, 1992 to date,
what the details are of all capital worlcs conducted, and new programs authorised, including - (a) project funded; (b)

expenditure approved; (c) date funding approved; and (d) expected completion dates?
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Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Plaruting) - The answer is:
The following capital works were undertaken and funded by the Urban Land Authority:

DATE EXPENDlTIJRE
APPROVED

CONTRACl'

COMPLETION

7 September 1994
20 December 1994

$1,290,367
$157,980

27 March 1995 (expected)
30 April 1995

20 November 1992
24 October 1994
18 May 1994
25 February 1994

$1,524,913.05
$1,534,612.84
$1,819,147.26
$ 273,966.30

21 September 1993
31 May 1995 (estimated)
5 January 1995
7 June 1994

June 1991

$438,()63

February 1992
19 August 1992

$445$79
$246,G42

20 October 1992
14 September 1993
22 March 1994

Shire of Cranboume
Construction of roads, drains,
sewers and water mains for 98
lots of the Lynbrook Estate.
Stage 1 +2
Ha11am Road, water mains
Shire of Berwick
Construction of roads, drains,
sewers and water mains for the
Timbana Estate.
Stage 10
Stage 13B
Stage 13A
StageSC
Shire of Pakenham
Construction of roads, drains,
sewers and water mains for the
Puenham Park Estate.
Stage7A
Stage7B
Stage 7C

Natural Resources: capital works in Dandenong, Cranboume and Berwick
(Question No. 1(4)

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Natural Resources:
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 COLEMAN (Minister for Natural Resources) - The answer is:
Details of capital works undertaken in each electorate by the Department of Conservation and Natural Resources are
provided below. The works were funded by Melbourne Parks and Waterways.
1.

Electorate of Dandenong:

Nil.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

ASSEMBLY

678

2.

Electorate of Cranboume:
(a)
Location
Project

Tuesday, 21 March 1995

Expenditure

(c)
Approval date

(d)
Completion
date

(i) Car park construction
(ii) Conservation works

$45,000
$30,000

23.11.92
18.10.93

30.11.93
30.12.94

(a)
Project

(b)

Expenditure

(c)
Approval date

(d)
Completion
date

23.11.92

30.6.93

18.10.93

30.12.94

(b)

Langwarrin Flora and
Fauna Reserve (Melway
Ref. 103 FIO)

3.

Electorate of Berwick.:
Location

Lysterfield Lake Park
(Melway Ref. 108 02)

(i) Foreshore walking
track and equestrian trail $27,000
(ii) Pond life study and
$19,800
beach erosion control

Housing: capital works in Dandenong, Cranbourne and Berwick
(Question No. 114)
Mr P ANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Planning, for the Minister for Housing:
In respect of each of the electorates of Oandenong, Cranbourne 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 MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning) - The answer supplied by the Minister for Housing is:
TIle first page of the attached computer print-out provides the information sought by the honourable member in
respect of work undert:aken by the Office of Building.
TIle Office of Housing does not maintain its data by electorate. The attached print-out covers works undertaken in
suburbs which generally correspond with the electorates of Dandenong, Cranboume and Berwick.
(AttJuhmmts refrrrtd to in answer have been supplied to honourable m.ernMr tmd plizced on table in ParliJrmmtary Library)

Local Government: capital works in Dandenong, Cranbourne and Berwick
(Question No. 118)
Mr P ANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Planning, for the Minister for Local Government
In respect of each of the electorates of Dandenong, Cranbourne 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 MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning) - The answer supplied by the Minister for Local Government is:
There were no capital works conducted by the Office of Local Government in the electorates of Oandenong,
Cranboume and Berwick from 3 October 1992 to 8 December 1994.
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Natural Resources: alcohol purchases
(Question No. 136)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Natural Resources:
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 is:
There have been no purchases of alcohol by me or my ministerial office since October 1992.

Education: alcohol purchases
(Question No. 140)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Education:
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 HAYW ARD (Minister for Education) - The answer is:
(a), (b)
The dates and oosts for the purchase of alcohol for the Minister's office are:

(c)

10.8.93
$105.65
30.12.93
$ 83.70
19.04.94
$126.45
26.04.94
$185.00
Beer and red and white wine was purchased. All alcohol was purchased for official hospitality functions.

Natural Resources: entertainment expenses
(Question No. 169)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Natural Resources:
In respect of each department, agency and authority within his administration since 3 October 1992 to date, what the
details are of all entertainment expenses incurred, indicating - (a) total costs incurred by each section, including the
Minister's office; and (b) itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including - (i) date incurred; (ii) cost; (ill)
number of guests; (iv) purpose, and (v) name of service provider?

Mr COLEMAN (Minister for Natural Resources) - The answer is:
The only way to access data on entertainment expenses incurred since 3 October 1992 would be to undertake a manual
search of receipts which are held in departmental and agency archives. The time and resources required to do this

would be excessive and, consistent with past practice, cannot be justified.

Natural Resources: publications
(Question No. 201)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Natural Resources:
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; (l) the purpose of
production; (g) who it was printed by; and (h) whether tenders were called?
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Mr COLEMAN (Minister for Natural Resources) - The answer is:
Information on publications can be found in the annual reports of the Department of Conservation and Natural
Resources and agencies within the natural resources portfolio. The time and resources required to produce further
details would be excessive and, consistent with past practice, cannot be justified.

Natural Resources: stress-related leave
(Question No. 233)

Mr P ANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Natural Resources:
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 COLEMAN (Minister for Natural Resources) - The answer is:
As sick leave records are private and confidential, details of sick leave taken by departmental and agency staff due to
stress are unavailable. The Department of Conservation and Natural Resources is, however, able to provide
information in respect of stress-related Workcover claims as follows:

Total number of days taken
Cost (money paid by insurer on
behalf of department)

92-93

93-94

94-95 (to 6.2.95)

593

46

109

$81,()65

$10,483

$15,483

The time and resources required to provide further details would be excessive and, consistent with past practice, cannot
be justified.

Local Government: stress-related leave
(Question No. 247)

Mr P ANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Planning, for the Minister for Local Government
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 MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning) - The answer supplied by the Minister for Local Government is:
From 3 October 1992 to 8 December 1994, no member of staff of the Office of Local Government (includmg the Local
Government Board) has given stress as the reason for absence from duty. The number of staff as at 8 December 1994
was 57.

Natural Resources: media research and public opinion polling
(Question No. 266)

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Natural Resources:
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 COLEMAN (Minister for Natural Resources) - The answer is:
TIle time and resources required to produce details of all market research would be excessive and, consistent with past
practice, cannot be justified. The Department of Conservation and Natural Resources is, however, able to provide
figures on the total expenditure made by the department on market research for the financial years 1992-93, 1993-94
and 1994-95. Please note that the figure for 1994-95 is an estimate only.
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Activity

1992-93

1993-94

1994-95 (Estimate)

Market research

$57,000

$103,000

$49,000

Local Government: media research and public opinion polling
(Question No. 280)

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Planning, for the Minister for Local Government
In respect of each department, agency and authority within his administration, what the details ace 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 MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning) - The answer supplied by the Minister for Local Government is:
AMR Quantum has been engaged to survey local government issues. Approval for the contract was given on 6
December 1994 under S19 of the Supply Management Regulations. Expenditure to date amounts to $11,360. The
findings are for consideration by Cabinet.

Natural Resources: credit cards
(Question No. 298)

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Natural Resources:
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 - hmches, 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; (ill) the purpose of the
function; (iv) the name of the service provider and (v) the date of service?

Mr COLEMAN (Minister for Natural Resources) - The answer is:
No credit cards have been issued to me, my staff or the Secretary to the Department of Conservation and Natural
Resources.

Housing: credit cards
(Question No. 308)

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Planning, for the Minister for Housing:
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; (ill) the purpose of the
function; (iv) the name of the service provider and (v) the date of service?

Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning) - The answer supplied by the Minister for Housing is:
The following credit cards have been issued:
The Honourable Rob Knowles, spending limit of $7,000 (returned after overseas journey completed).
Mr. Barry NichoUs, Secretary, Department of Planning and Development, spending limit of $2,000.
The cards are primarily used to pay hotel accommodation and associated meals when travelling overseas and
interstate. In the case of overseas travel, the cards are also used for the payment of hire cars as needed.
Purchases made by credit card need to be within an approved budget allocation, need to be supported by receipts and
comply with the State Government Corporate Card guidelines.
There have been no lunches or dinners not associated with travel recorded on the Minister for Housing's card and one
lunch totalling $51 recorded on the secretary's card.
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Finance: stress-related leave
(Question No. 226)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Finance:
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 I. W. SMITH (Minister for Finance) - The answer is:
Records held by my department show that no staff have taken stress-related leave since 3 October 1992It should be noted, however, that where sick leave is applied for, the majority of accompanying medical certificates do
not specify the nature of the illness for which the leave is being sought.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
The SPEAKER (Bon. J.E. Delzoppo) took the chair
at 2.07 p.m. and read the prayer.

ABSENCE OF MINISTERS
The SPEAKER - I advise the house that the
Premier, the Treasurer and the Minister for Planning
will be absent from the house today due to
government business. The Deputy Premier will
handle any matters relating to the Premier's
portfolio, the Minister for Finance will handle any
matters relating to the Treasurer's portfolio and the
Minister for Natural Resources will handle any
matters relating to the planning portfolio.

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

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr COLEMAN (Minister for Natural
Resources) - During the adjournment debate on 22
March the honourable member for Pascoe Vale
sought advice as to whether any recommendations
of the Scientific Advisory Committee were still to be
determined and subsequently listed. The honourable
member sought my investigation of the matter.

In conveying my response and subsequent to
indicating that I would investigate the matter raised
I said I was not aware of any recommendations that
had not been dealt with by my office. I now wish to
clarify the matter.

The investigation requested has been completed and
the honourable member has been advised that
contrary to that statement four items in one
recommendation were held in my office. That
recommendation has now proceeded to listing.
A major listing of 25 items was received in my office
on 19 January. Those items were returned to the
department for remedy of a technicality in the
recommendation process. The honourable member
has been advised that they have subsequently been
proceeded to listing. Advice on a number of other
recommendations has now been sought as a result of
the matter being raised with me.

Director of Public Prosecutions
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Attorney-General to the very serious
accusations made against her last night on the ABC
Four Corners program. In particular, I refer to the
meeting between Crown counsel, Greg Craven, Ann
Collins, 5imon Nish and Chris Michell that took
place on 6 October 1993. Has the Attorney-General
made inquiries to ascertain whether the notes of that
meeting kept by Ann Collins accurately reflect what
was said by Greg Craven, including that Bemard
Bongiorno was a megalomaniac, was publicity
hungry and had tried to sue the Premier for
contempt, and that the Attorney-General agreed
with these statements?
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. It enables
me to clear up some issues that need to be cleared
up after the efforts of Four Corners, which I once
thought was a responsible program, but now seems
to be a propaganda unit for the ALP.
I was interviewed by Four Corners. The matters
raised by Ann Collins in the program last night were
not raised with me by Four Corners and they were

not raised as late as last Friday when the program
put further questions to me. I note that the Four
Corners interviewer told me when he interviewed
me that he had previously interviewed Mr Brind
Woinarski and those comments were put to
Mr Brind Woinarski, so obviously they were
available and could have been put to me when I was
interviewed, and they were not.
I have to say that I was very surprised to hear the
comments of Ann Collins. I should like to think she
misunderstood the situation, that she imputed bad
motives when, in fact, there were none, because the
only other explanation for her comments last night
were that they were a deliberate distortion of the
facts for political purposes.

I would not like to think that was the case. I would
particularly not like to think it was the case because
Ann Collins was a middle-ranging public servant
and a lawyer.
During the drafting of the DPP legislation she did
not express any concerns whatsoever about the
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legislation. She appeared to be on friendly terms
with me and everybody else. One would have
expected that, as a professional public servant and a
lawyer, if she had any concerns about the bill she
would have expressed them.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Would the
Attorney-General pause until the house comes to
order. This is serious matter and the minister should
be heard in silence.
Mrs WADE - It is a most serious matter. I have

an open-door policy in my office. Policy and
legislation staff are free to come and talk to me
whenever they wish to do so. They are accustomed
to coming into my office, discussing bills with me
and not always agreeing with me. That option was
open to Ann Collins. It is unfortunate that in doing
what she has done, whether for political purposes or
other purposes, she has compromised her
reputation. I am sorry to see that
She has also compromised the reputation of our
public service lawyers. A number of public service
lawyers have contacted. me today expressing great
concern about the breach of confidentiality, which is
in breach of public service standards and, I would
have thought, in breach of legal professional
standards.
As to the question that the Leader of the Opposition
asked, I am not sure whether the notes that were
pointed to by Ann Collins last night were accurate
notes or whether they were contemporaneous notes.
I would like to make it quite clear -and I am sure it
is already known to the Leader of the Opposition
because he has the benefit of having obtained
documents under the freedom of information
process - that the basis for the changes to the DPP
office were set out in a document entitled,
'Systematic problems concerning the DPP and
Prosecutors for the Queen'. I am sure that document
would have been made available to Four Corners
from the ALP because it was obtained under
freedom of information sometime ago. It was a
document that was on the table at the meeting
referred to by the Leader of the Opposition, which
was attended by Ann Collins. It was described by
the AAT - which went through all of this in
relation to the freedom of information application as the basis for the proposed legislation. It was also
described by the AAT as being the briefing paper
that was the principal briefing paper prepared for
me.

Tuesday, 11 Apri11995

Whatever anyone might have said about the basis
for the bill, the true basis of the bill is set out at
length in the document prepared in September 1993
before that meeting, which was the basis for that
meeting and which was the basis for the bilL It could
have been released by the Leader of the Opposition
or by one of the shadow attorneys-general that we
have had, but they prefer to operate on omissions
and lies.

Firearms: amnesty
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) - My question
without notice is directed to the Acting Premier, the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. Will the
Acting Premier inform the house what action the
government is taking to remove prohibited guns and
unregistered firearms from the community?
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - The state government has
decided to declare a permanent firearm amnesty,
which will be reviewed at the end of 12 months. The
government is urging people to hand over illegal or
unwanted firearms, and they will have the
opportunity of doing so at police stations across the
state without fear of prosecution. The penalties, as
members would know, for the possession of an
illegal firearm are quite severe in this state, with
fines of up to $5000 or 12 months imprisonment

Under the amnesty, which is effective as from last
Thursday when I annmmced it, there will be no
question of fines when people surrender their illegal
or unwanted firearms. People would also be aware
that some segments of the media, particularly radio
station 3AW, have been very supportive of the
amnesty. Through one advertising agency,
Mattingly's and Partners, commercials were aired as
early as last Friday and continued over the weekend.
I understand that those commercials have been
made available to other metropolitan radio stations
and also regional radio. I will be writing to other
segments of the media urging them to join in
supporting this program. We are also studying
whether it is a practical concept for television
commercials to be also promoting the amnesty. We
hope also to gain support from the print media.
Victoria certainly has the toughest gun laws in
Australia. However, at the end of the day they will
only work if we have community support It is
believed by police that there are as many as
2 million illegal or unregistered firearms in the
community, and that is certainly out of proportion
with the 650 000 registered firearms.
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The presence of illegal or prohibited firearms
concerns us all, and if people are concerned and
wish to get rid of firearms, they should contact their
local police stations. I know that we can expect the
support of the opposition on this issue. On
6 December, following the Fawkner shooting last
year, the Leader of the Opposition was interviewed
on radio 3AW and asked about his views on gun
control. His reply was:
I guess there's a tendency for politicians always to look
for the quick fix, but I think in relation to gun control
there is no such thing as a quick fix ...
We need a program of education. We need the
cooperation of the major media in doing that ...
We obviously need to make sure that existing gun laws
are properly enforced.
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Mr McNAMARA - The government is taking
the approach of pursuing public education, drawing
on the widespread support that we have already
had from major segments of the media, which we
hope will be extended. Again, it is support in the
direction that the Leader of the Opposition has on
the record already clearly concurred with.

Finally, Mr Sebastian Ziccone, the Victorian branch
president of the SSAA, said he favours the amnesty
because it gives individuals the opportunity to
comply with the law.
We have the grounds to achieve something
worthwhile in this state. I again thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his support on this matter in the
past, and for his support now, which I am sure will
continue in the future.

Director of Public Prosecutions
The opposition leader's view on gun controls are
quite clear. The same view has been taken by the
government to ensure that we have a strong
education program and that we pick up the
recommendations of the Firearms Consultative
Committee with the establishment of a permanent
amnesty to enable illegal firearms to be surrendered.
Finally, I point out that Mr Sebastian Ziccone, the
Victorian branch president of the - -

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Attorney-General to her previous answer,
in which she failed to deny the accuracy of the notes
made by Ann Collins of the meeting on 6 October,
and ask: if the Attorney-General is satisfied that the
notes made by Ann Collins are accurate in respect of
what was said by Greg Craven at the 6 October
meeting, will she give an undertaking to the house
that Mr Craven will be dismissed or, alternatively,
does she endorse Mr Craven's comments?

Mr Batche10r interjected.

Mr McNAMARA - If the honowable member
for Thomastown believes there is an alternative to
people being asked to hand them in, perhaps he
might like to suggest it. 1£ he is suggesting that we
should have house-to-house searches, that we
should be ripping up floorboards and kicking in
ceilings in our search for firearms, he should come
out and make that suggestion. Is that what you are
suggesting, is it?

MI5 WADE (Attorney-General) - I don't believe
the Leader of the Opposition listened carefully to my
answer. In answer to his previous question I said
that I had no idea about the accuracy or the
contemporaneous nature or otherwise of those
notes, whether they were notes - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Interjections across the
table are disorderly.

Hcmourable members interjecting.
Mr McNAMARA - The government is clearly
not taking the Stalinist approach suggested by the
honourable member for Thomastown. This
government - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Once again I am
required to remind the honourable member for
Keilor that he has a very loud and easily identified
voice. I ask him to keep it under control.

MI5 WADE - I was not at that meeting, nor was
I at any of the meetings that went through the
detailed draft instructions on that bill. I have
explained to the house that the bill was based on a
document which I am quite happy to table, a
document which has already been made available to
the opposition and which describes the systemic
problems concerning the Director of Public
Prosecutions and Prosecutors for the Queen. That
was the basis on which that meeting was held. That
was the document on the table. 1hat was the

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

688

ASSEMBLY

document the AAT found was the principal briefing
document for me.
That document sets out the reasons why the DPP's
office was to be altered in a number of different
respects. The document was prepared in September
1993. I think I omitted to mention that it was
prepared by Mr Craven. I should have thought if
Ann Collins was descnbing the basis for that
legislation that that would have been the first
document she would mention.

Legal profession: reform
Dr DEAN (Berwick) - Will the Attorney-General
advise the house of the first in a series of important
changes the government proposes to make to the
regulation of the Victorian legal profession?
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - Unfortunately,
over recent weeks it has become clear that there are
some very entrenched conservative attitudes about
the legal profession and law reform in this state. The
government has been subjected to a certain amount
of criticism because some people do not want to see
any changes made to either the legal profession or to
the criminal or civil justice systems in this state.
I am not deterred, and the government is not
deterred, by a group of people who continue to
appear on television at regular interviews - and
who are represented in this house - who do not
want to see change. The government will introduce
a bill in the next session of Parliament to reform the
legal profession. This is something the previous
government toyed with but never had the courage to
do.

At this time I shall advise the house of one
component of that legislation. The bill will include a
provision that will abolish the Victorian bar
chambers rule. For those who may not be aware of
that rule, it requires all barristers who are members
of the Victorian bar -and that is the great majority,
probably 99 per cent or more of barristers in this
state - to rent their chambers from the Victorian bar.
Mr Sandon interjected.

Mrs WADE - As one opposition member said, it
is a major reform of the legal profession. The issue
has been hard fought by the Victorian bar. The basis
for the change is a recommendation that I have
received from a working party set up to examine
reform of the legal profession.
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I am announcing this change in advance of other
changes to give the Victorian bar time to adjust The
Victorian bar has a company called - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs WADE - The Victorian bar owns and leases
chambers occupied by barristers through a company
called Barristers Chambers Ltd. Obviously the bar
has various financial arrangements that will have to
be considered and possibly changed as a result of
this decision because the change will have
commercial implications for the bar and for
barristers.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs WADE - I am getting ancillary questions
from the honourable member for Thomastown who
wants to know if this is central to our reforms. !he
answer is no, it is not the central or only reform just hold your breath, plenty more reforms are
coming!

I am sympathetic to the commercial considerations
of the Victorian bar and I have therefore brought this
announcement forward so that the bar can better
arrange its affairs as a result of the change. The
Victorian bar is the only bar in an Australian state
that requires its members to rent chambers from the
bar.
The government does not accept that barristers
should be compelled to rent their chambers from the
bar or, indeed, from anyone else. It believes if
barristers who perhaps cannot afford the rent
charged by the bar wish to practise from home, they
should be able to do so. If they wish to practise from
the boots of their cars, they should be able to do that.
They should be allowed to make their own choices,
and some may wish to set up chambers with each
other, separate from barristers' chambers. That may
well reduce the cost of legal services to their clients,
which is obviously not a matter of any concern to
the opposition but which is of concern to the
government
The collegiate atmosphere so much valued by many
members of the bar will survive this change; people
will be able to enter that collegiate atmosphere
volWltarily. I have listened carefully to the bar on
this issue. I cannot accept that it should have a
monopoly position or that that situation is in the
best interests of barristers or their clients. However, I
record the very constructive dialogue I have had
with the Bar Council on this issue.
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Director of Public Prosecutions
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer to the two previous answers of the
Attorney-General regarding the 6 October meeting,
and to her comments this morning on 3LO on the
Couchman program in which she said:
I have had a discussion briefly last night after the
program with one of the people who was present at the
first meeting.

That is the meeting on 6 October. Did that person
confirm or reject the accuracy of the notes kept by
Ann Collins of the 6 October meeting? H that person
rejected the accOlmt, in what way are those notes not
a true reflection of what was said by Mr Craven at
that meeting?
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I have already
said that I am not aware whether those notes were
made contemporaneously at that meeting or
whether they were an accurate reflection - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I will not allow a
barrage of interjections across the table from either
side.

Mrs WADE - I have not seen the notes. I am not
aware whether those notes are available in the
department. I do not believe they would be an
accurate reflection of what happened at the meeting
but I do not know whether they are an accurate
reflection.
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announcement made last Sunday by the federal
Minister for Human Services and Health of the first
of a series of community awareness programs
funded by the commonwealth where the
commonwealth and the states jointly are putting
together a series of promotions so that people in the
general community will have a better idea of mental
illness.
The promotions include a series of television, radio
and press advertisements and provide opportunities
to indicate whenever possible to the general
community that the stigma or the prejudice that is
apparent against mental illness as opposed to
physical illnesses should not exist.
It is an excellent program; it is one we have been
waiting on for a long time. As the house will have
heard me say before, some of the biggest problems
in addressing mental illness are the ignorance,
anxiety and the prejudice related to it. That is
precisely what this awareness commitment is for that is, so people understand that one in five
Australians at any one time can suffer an episode of
mental illness.
It is apparent that the community has not been well
served in years gone by in this area, but in recent
times with modem medicine, modem technology
and modem drugs there has been a better ability to
treat humanely people with mental illness and, in
many instances, to provide a chance of complete
recovery. Not only have there been remarkable
medical and pharmaceutical developments, but
there have also been remarkable developments in
the way the system is placed to look after people
with mental illness.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs WADE - I am getting a very large number
of questions from the opposition ancillary to the

original question. I was not present at that meeting.
As I have said in my previous answers, I am not
aware whether the notes were made at the time of
the meeting and whether they were an accurate
record of that meeting.

Mental health services
Mr WELLS (Wantima) - Will the Minister for
Health inform the house of the recent initiatives
taken in Victoria to increase support for mentally ill
people in the community?
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Health) - The
honourable member obviously saw the

The government is very proud of its record in that
area. Almost to this day 12 months ago, I think on
9 April last year, the government launched the new
framework for direction for mental illness and
explained how it could provide a system that gave
more focus to treating people in the community as
opposed to age-old institutions.
In the space of the past 12 months all the major
programs in child and adolescent, adult and
geriatric psychiatry have been mainstreamed and
are now auspiced by the general health system. No
more stand-alone, direct services are provided by
government. More importantly, we have made
dramatic moves in providing services in the
community. In 1~91 there was only one mobile
support treatment system or team in Victoria; now
we have 24. Similarly, the number of crisis
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assessment teams went from 4 only 4 years ago to 24
throughout Melbourne and the broader provincial
cities - a 600 per cent increase in services to the
community. The number of patients treated in the
community has increased dramatically from about
500 000 in 1~91 to 1.2 million contacts with
community-based mental health services in 1994-95.
The main factor is that the stigmatisation which has
impacted on our tmderstanding, our sympathy, our
empathy and on our treatment of people with
mental illness is still a major impediment to a proper
understanding and opportunity to provide to the
mentally ill services of the same type, with the same
dignity and at the same enhanced level as those
provided for general health services. That is the
main challenge for everybody.
The proposal launched on Sunday by Carmen
Lawrence at Schizophrenia Fellowship House in
Bromham Place, Richmond, is the first in a series of
programs designed to create better community
awareness. I ask all honourable members to get the
information. to understand it and, wherever
possible, to spell it out to the community and make
people understand that this is a vital requirement if
we are to ensure that we continue to treat people
with mental illness at the level of dignity and with
the tmderstanding they deserve.

Director of Public Prosecutions
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never having seen those notes. The notes were taken
at a meeting at which the Attorney-General was not
present, as she has already told the house. They are
notes of a conversation of which she cannot
conceivably have any knowledge, and she is being
asked to comment on the truth or untruth of them.
My submission to you, Sir, is that it is no diHerent
from the position that applies where she is being
asked to comment on the accuracy or inaccuracy of a
newspaper article or other form of media report,
except that in this instance she is at the great
disadvantage of not even having had the
opportunity of seeing the material upon which the
question is fabricated. The question is out of order.
Mr Brumby -On the point of order, Mr Speaker,
the question asked is a very straightforward one that is, that notes of a meeting have been kept which
suggest that the Crown Counsel has made certain
comments at a meeting. Notes were kept of that
meeting. I have asked the Attorney-General to
investigate those comments, to ask the Crown
Counsel whether he said those things and, if he said
those things, to report to the Parliament tomorrow.
The question is absolutely in order. Comments have
been made by the Attomey-General's Crown
Counsel. I have asked the Attorney-General to
confirm the accuracy of those comments and, if they
are accurate, to advise the Parliament accordingly. I
submit to you, Sir, that the question is absolutely in
order.

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Attomey~eral to notes kept of the
meeting of 6 October at which Mr Greg Craven is
reported as saying that Mr Bongiorno was a
megalomaniaC, that he was publicity hungry, that he
had tried to sue the Premier fur contempt and that
the Attorney-General agreed with this. I ask the
Attorney-General: in light of the seriousness of these
comments, will the Attorney-General investigate
whether Mr Craven made those comments and
advise the house accordingly tomorrow if he so did?

Mr Cooper - On the point of order and in
support of the honourable member for Gippsland
South, I draw to your attention, Mr Speaker, some
notes on questions without notice circulated by your
predecessor as Speaker, the honourable member for
Werribee. They were circulated on 1 October 1990
and headed, 'Questions without notice (Notes for
the guidance of Members and Ministers)'. The notes
state:

Mr Ryan -On a point of order, Mr Speaker, the
question is patently out of order. The question is
predicated upon - -

arguments, opinions or facts given should be those
necessary to explain the question.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Every member has the
right to raise a point of order and to be heard in
silence. I ask the house to come to order.

The purpose of a question is to seek information, not to
give information or to suggest its own answer; the only

For the benefit of the jackasses on the other side, the
notes continue:
Questions should not seek opinion, particularly a legal
opinion, ask whether press statements are correct--

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Ryan - The question is predicated upon a set
of notes taken by a third party, the Attorney-General

Q~ONS~OUTNOTICE
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The SPEAKER - Order! I hate to intrude into
question time, but I cannot hear the point of order
raised by the honourable member.
Mr Cooper - The notes circulated by the
honourable member for Werribee when Speaker in
1990 state:
- Questions should not seek opinion, particularly a legal
opinion, ask whether press statements are correct ...

I put it to you, Mr Speaker, in support of the
honourable member for Gippsland South, that the
Attorney-General is now being asked a question
based on a Four Corners television program last
night That falls within the area of the notes
circulated by the honourable member for Werribee
when Speaker. The notes state that questions should
not ask whether press statements are correct

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER -Order! Would the honourable
member for Mornington conclude his point of order.
Mr Cooper - I put it to you, Mr Speaker, that a
television program is a media event It is the same as
a press statement The Attorney-General is being
asked to comment on whether a statement made on
the Four Corners television program is correct It is in
breach of the guidelines laid down by your
predecessor. Therefore, the point of order made by
the honourable member for Gippsland South is
correct. The question should be ruled out of order.

Mr Batchelor - On the point of order,
Mr Speaker, this is simple. The question relates to
matters of government administration and areas that
are the direct respons1bility of the minister. It is as
simple as that, and the minister should answer the
question.
The SPEAKER -Order! May states on page 289
of the current volume:
Questions asking whether statements in the press, or of
private individuals, or unofficial bodies are accurate and so on and so forth. While there is a fine line on the
point raised with me, I do not uphold the point of order.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER -Order! Would the
Attorney-General pause until government benches
come to order.
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Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - The answer to
the question of the Leader of the Opposition is no. I
will not investigate this matter.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! If the house is not
careful, if that terrible behaviour continues, this
sitting will be suspended. If the Leader of the
Opposition has any further questions, I will call him
at the appropriate time.
MI5 WADE - As I said earlier, I do not know
what the explanation is for Ms Collins's comments
on television last night. She certainly gave no
indication when she was working in the office that
she was anything other than happy to work on this
bill. I do not believe Mr Craven would have made
that statement, and I do not believe - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER -Order! I remind the house and
members of the opposition they are wasting their
own question time.
Mrs WADE - The opposition is asking
about--

Mr Cooper interjected.
The SPEAKER -Order! I warn the honourable
member for MOmington. I will not tolerate his
interjections any more. Too much noise is coming
from that quarter of the chamber. The
Attorney-General will be heard in silence.
Mrs WADE - The issue before the house, the
issue the opposition should be focusing on, is the
basis for the DPP legislation, both the first bill and
the second bill. I have informed the house of the
basis for that legislation. It is a document that was
tabled at the meeting at which Ms Ann Collins was
present; it is a document that sets out the reasons for
the bill; it is a document on which I acted.

I have no reason to know anything that was said at
that meeting, and quite frankly I do not care what
was said at that meeting because it was not relevant
to the decisions I made. I was the one who made the
decisions about the DPP bill, and I made them based
on the paper I have already referred to.
We had a bill that was based on the fact that the DPP
wanted a deputy. He wanted a power of delegation
and he wanted control over the Prosecutors for the
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Queen. It was also based on concerns I had about the
management of and public confidence in the Office
of the Director of Public Prosecutions. I was also
concerned about fees being paid out of that office to
banisters. All of those issues are relevant, and they
are the issues that should be addressed by the
opposition. They were the basis of the bill, not some
scuttlebutt that has been aired on a third or
fourth-rate television program.

If the opposition wants to ask me about the fees
being paid to banisters, about which I was
concerned, I am happy to advise them that banisters
were paid enormous sums of money over a period
when Mr Bongiomo was the director and shortly
before. I am prepared to inform the opposition that
the DPP's budget had been overrun by $1.1 million
to $2.3 million during the past five years. In a
two-year period two barristers received more than
$1.25 million each from the DPP.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! 1be honourable
member for Northcote has been here long enough to
know that when the Speaker is on his feet he should
remain silent The house will come to order.
MI5 WADE - Over a period of five years
another barrister received $2.5 million, and during
that period the DPP was not the only client of that
banister. The opposition is keen to talk about the
payment of large salaries, but I point out that the
head of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet
would take about 10 years to earn that amount of
money. 'That banister was earning about $1500 a
day, day in, day out, Saturdays, Sundays, weekdays
and even Ouistmas Day. He was earning at the rate
of $1 a minute whether he was asleep or awake or
dozing in front of the television. They are the issues
the opposition should be addressing rather than
picking up scuttlebutt from the television.
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hate him to take some of the bad habits of this place
to the place to which he aspires to go.
Mr HAYWARD (Minister for Education) - I
thank the honourable member for her question. She
is an example of the fine professionalism we have
among teachers in Victoria, which has some
outstanding teachers. In fact, we have some of the
best teachers in Australia and they are making a fine
contribution to the future of our young people.

What is the professional recognition program all
about? Firstly and foremost, it is about recognising
the outstanding contributions teachers make in their
schools; secondly, it is about encouraging
professionalism among the teaching profession; and
thirdly and importantly, it is about building a strong
and competent teaching profession for the future.
Victoria's fine teachers deserve proper recognition.
What are the key features of the professional
recognition program? Firstly, it is about career
advancement by merit - something we did not
have under the former Labor government; secondly,
it is about a school-based review and feedback
process for teachers; and thirdly, it is about creating
new opportunities for teachers by giving them a
higher standard of remuneration. For example, the
new leading teacher category has a potential saIary
of $51 700. Teachers electing to be part of the
program will receive a 4 per cent increase in saIary
from 1 July this year and a further 2 per cent from
January next year.
The program has come from teachers themselves. It
reflects many months of consultation with
thousands of teachers. The three major points that
came out of that consultation process were, first, that
teachers, like everybody else, want an effective
review and feedback process; second, that they want
the opportunity for professional development and
improvement; and third, that they want proper
recognition for their contributions.

Teachers: professional recognition
Mrs PEUUCH (Bentleigh) - Will the Minister
for Education provide to the house details of the
benefits provided by the professional recognition
program?

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I understand the
honourable member for Pascoe Vale has ambitions
to represent the people of Victoria in another place.
Although not reflecting on those ambitions, I would

Further consultation with teachers will take place
between now and 1 July, when the program begins.
To aid that process the Directorate of School
Education has produced a consultation paper which
I commend to the house. Mr Speaker, I shall make it
available to you if you wish to read the document.
The paper will be an aid in that consultation process
and the finalisation of the program will reflect the
views of teachers.
We have gone to considerable trouble to ensure that
adequate and proper information is available to
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teachers. A system is available for teachers to ask
questions and the results of teachers accessing the
hotline clearly show that they are interested in the
program and are supporting it.
Two aspects of the program are important. Firstly, it
is linked to the $8.5 million professional
development program that I recently announced
and, secondly, the house will be pleased. to know
that the decision of the High Court last Friday
actually facilitates the program and the Schools of
the Future program generally. It enables schools to
make decisions at the schoolleve1 in the best interest
of their students and their professional team.
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This sell~ff will cost support industry and small
business 2.9 jobs for every job lost in power industry.

Total job loss: current jobless 17.2 per cent of work force
in Latrobe region.
After sell~ff of power industry jobless rate 32.3 per
cent.
Your petitioners pray the Legislative Assembly will
review the sell off of our power industry and review
employment initiatives so necessary to support the
region of Latrobe Valley.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

PETITIONS
Mr Tanner (700 signatures)
The aerk - I have received the following
petitions for presentation to Parliament

Surfcoast Community Health Centre, Anglesea
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:

The humble petition of the residents of Anglesea
sheweth that we, the undersigned, respectfully require
an independent inquiry into the affairs of the Surfcoast
Community Health Centre.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the Parliament of
Victoria calls upon the Minister for Health. the
Honourable Mane Tehan, to set in place an
independent ministerial inquiry into the conduct of the
committee of management, the management and the
staff of the Surfcoast Community Health Centre,
Anglesea.

Community care unit, Doveton
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:

The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the
state of Victoria wish to strongly voice objection to the
proposed change of the planning scheme to allow a
community care unit for adults with psychiatric illness.
The proposed location is the now closed Doveton West
Primary School.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the house disallow
the proposed change to ensure that there is no
unacceptable risk to the local residents from the
patients.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

Mr Pandazopoulos (11'12 signatures)

Sexual discrimination

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

Mr Tanner (391 signatures)

To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:

Latrobe Valley: power industry
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
This humble petition from the people of the Latrobe
region whose principal industry is power generation
sheweth concern with the wholesale sell~ff of our
power industry system.

This sell~ff will shed jobs &om the power industry.

The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the
state of Victoria sheweth:
1. . The government of Victoria has been provided with a
large body of United States research c:onceming
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 S, &om
homosexuals to the general community, and poses
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special risks in occupations such as food handling,
child care, and medical care;
3.

4.

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;
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 under 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 under that act.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

Mr Tanner ( 91 Signatures), Mr Richardson (59
signatures) and Mr Cole (15 signatures)

Tullamarine Freeway: extension
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of we, the undersigned citizens of
the state of Victoria, sheweth we are opposed to any
widening or extension of the Tullamarine Freeway.

We would draw your attention to the fact that the
opening of the link between the Tullamarine Freeway
and the Hume Highway has resulted. in a marked
increase in traffic flow, inaeased noise and vibration
and inaeased pollution.

Accordingly your petitioners pray that the Honourable
Minister for Roads and Ports directs that an
environment effects statement be carried out as a
matter of urgency in relation to the present freeway
and also its proposed widening or extension with
consultation to take place with the commissioners of
the City of Moreland, the councillors of the City of
Essendon and members of the community of these
areas.
In the light of 20 years of neglect, we most earnestly
beseech the commencement of works to overcome the
ill effects of the inaeased detrimental effects of the
freeway. Such works should include (but not be limited
to) resurfacing the freeway with materials which
minimise traffic noise, introducing a curfew for traffic,
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installing proper noise attenuation barriers along the
freeway constructed of effective noise abatement
materials.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

Mr Thomson (206 signatures)

Laid on table.

DARATECH P'IY LTD
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Agric:ulture)
presented report of Daratech Pty Ltd for 1993-94.

Laid on table.

HEALTH SERVICES COMMISSIONER
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Health) presented report
of the Health Services Commissioner together with

errata for 1 January 1993 to 30 June 1994.
Laid on table.

ROAD SAFETY COMMfITEE

Revision of speed limits in Victoria
Mr CUNNINGHAM (Me1ton) presented report of
Road Safety Committee on inquiry into revision of
speed limits in Victo~ together with appendices
and minutes of evidence.

Laid on table.
Ordered that report and appendices be printed.

SCRUTINY OF ACfS AND
REGULATIONS COMMITTEE

Alert Digest No. 3
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) presented Alert Digest
No. 3 of 1995 on Land (Revocation of Reservations)
Bill, Planning and Environment (Amendment) Bill,
Fisheries Bill, Associations Incorporation
(Amendment) Bill and Dental Technicians Bill,
together with appen~ submission and response.
Laid on table.

Ordered that report and appendix be printed.
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PAPERS
Laid on table by Oerk:
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 - Notice under
section 32 (3)(a) in relation to Statutory Rule No.
218/1994
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Criminal Injuries Compensation Act 1983 - SA
No. 33

Dangerous Goods Act 1985 -SA Nos 34, 35, 36
Fisheries Act 1968 - S.R No. 37
Historic Buildings Act 1981 - SA No. 31

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 - SA No. 30
Planning and Environment Act 1987 - Notices of
approval of amendments to the following Planning
Schemes:
Alexandra Planning Scheme - No. 1.33
Bacchus Marsh Planning Scheme - No. U3 Part 1
Berwick Planning Scheme - No. L73
Box Hill Planning Scheme - No. L27
Cranboume Planning Scheme - Nos Ll06, Ll10,
L117
Doncaster and Templestowe Planning Scheme No. L73 Part 1
Hawthorn Planning Scheme - No. 1.31
Knox Planning Scheme - Nos L82, l.8S
Kyabram Planning Scheme - No. Ll6 Part 1
Me1boume Planning Scheme - No. Ll28 Part 2
Mildura Planning Scheme - No. L47
Moorabbin Planning Scheme - No. L48
Palcenham Planning Scheme - No. L94

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 Ministers' exception certificates in relation to
Statutory Rule Nos 30, 34, 35, 36
Minister's exemption certificate in relation to
Statutory Rule No. 37

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were laid upon the Table by the Oerk pursuant to
an Order of the House dated 6 September 1994:
Children and Young Persons (Amendment) Act 1992Sections 20 (7),20 (8) and 21 on 2 April 1995 (Gazette
No. G12, 30 March 1995)
Financial Agreement Act 1994 - Sections 3,4 and 5 on
23 March 1995 (Gazette No. Gll, 23 March 1995)
Fisheries (Amendment) Act 1994 - Remaining
provisions on 30 March 1995 (Gazette No. G12, 30
March 1995)
Fire Authorities (Miscellaneous Amendments) Act
1995 - Sections 4 and 16 on 23 March 1995 (Gazette No.
Gll,23 March 1995).

Phillip Island Planning Scheme - No. 1.62
Port Melbourne Planning Scheme - Nos Ll6, 1.20,
U4
Prahran Planning Scheme - No. L59

Ringwood Planning Scheme - No. US Part 2

APPROPRIATION MESSAGE
Message read recommending appropriation for
Planning and Environment (Amendment) Bill

GRIEVANCE DAYS

Romsey Planning Scheme - Nos 1.36, L37
South Melbourne Planning Scheme - Nos L97,
RL165
St Kilda Planning Scheme - No. RLl65
Sunshine Planning Scheme - No. L82
Warraclcnabeal Planning Scheme - No. L7
Werribee Planning Scheme - No. 1.66

Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - By leave, I move:
That this house resolves that the resolution of the house
of 2 March 1995 appointing days upon which the
question that grievances be noted may be put be
amended by appointing Wednesday, 26 April 1995, as
a day upon which the question that grievances be
noted may be put instead of Wednesday, 19 April 1995.

Wonthaggi Planning Scheme - No. Ll5
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Oilld.ren and Young Persons Act 1989 -SA No.
32

Motion agreed to.
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appointments will be for a three-year term
commencing on 1 January 1995.

La Trobe University
Victoria University of Technology
University of Ballarat
The SPEAKER - Order! I have received the
following comnumications from the Minister for
Tertiary Education and Training:
Dear Mr Speaker
Section 7(1)(a) of the La Trobe University Act 1964
provides for the appointment to the council by the
Governor in Council of three persons who shall be
members of the Parliament of Victoria recommended
for appointment by a joint sitting by the members of
the Legislative Council and the Legislative Assembly
conducted in accordance with rules adopted for the
purpose by the members present at the sitting. The
persons currently holding appointments to the Council
under these provisions are:
Hon. Ron Best, MLC
Hon. Theo Theophanous, MLC
Hon. Ron Wells, MLC

The term of appointment for these positions is four
years. The current term for the Hon. Ron Best and the
Hon. Theo Theophanous expired on 18 December 1994,
and that for the Hon. Ran Wells expires on 7 May 1995.
Oause 37 of the University Acts (Amendment) Act
provided for all members of the council of Victoria
University of Technology holding office on 31
December 1994 to go out of office on that date.
Oause 29(1)(j) provided for further appointment of
three persons appointed by the Governor in COWlcil
who shall be members of the Parliament of Victoria
recommended for appointment by a joint sitting by the
members of the Legislative Council and the Legislative
Assembly conducted in accordance with rules adopted
for the purpose by the members present at the sitting.
Members who held appointments to the council until
31 December 1994 were:
Hon. David Evans, MLC
Hon. Licia Kokocinski, MLC

Mr !an Davis, MP
It is desirable that three persons who are members of
the Parliament can be recommended for appointment
by the Governor in Council as soon as possible. The

I seek your agreement to convene a joint sitting of
members of the Legislative Assembly and the
Legislative Council so that persons can be
recommended to the Governor in Council for
appointment to the councils of La Trobe University and
Victoria University of Technology under these
provisions.
Yours sincerely
HADDON STOREY, QC, MLC
Minister for Tertiary Education and Training

Dear Mr Speaker
Section 7(2)(g) of the University of Ballarat Act 1993
provides for the appointment to the council by the
Governor in Council of three persons who are members
of the Parliament of VJCtoria recommended for
appointment by a joint sitting of the members of the
Legislative Council and the Legislative Assembly,
conducted in accordance with rules adopted for the
purpose by the members present at the sitting.

Mr Bruce Mildenhall, MP, who was appointed to the
council of University of Ballarat Wlder these provisions,
has resigned from his position and an election is
required to recommend the name of a person to fill the
resulting casual vacancy.

The appointment will be for the balance of a term of
three years from the date of appointment unti126 April
1997. It would be appreciated if you could arrange for
this election to be conducted at the same time as the
other elections requested in my letter to you of
14 March 1995.
Yours sincerely
HADDON srOREY, QC, MLC
Minister for Tertiary Education and Training

Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - By leave, I move:
That the house meets the Legislative Council for the
purpose of sitting and voting together to choose
members of the Parliament of Victoria to be
recommended for appointment to the councils of La
Trobe University, the Victoria University of Technology
and the University of Ballarat, and proposes that the
time and place of such meeting be the Legislative
Assembly chamber on Wednesday, 12 April 1995, at
6.00p.m.
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Motion agreed to.
Ordered that message be sent to Council
acquainting them with resolution.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
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 pm. on
Thursday, 13 April 1995:
Planning and Environment (Amendment) Bill
Associations Incorporation (Amendment) Bill

Latrobe Regional Commission (Repeal) Bill

I advise the house that it is not part of the motion
that the second-reading stage of the Fisheries Bill be
dealt with first; that will be an additional bill to be
dealt with, but it will not be part of the government
business program for this week.

Mr BATCHELOR. (Thomastown) - We oppose
the government business program - and this is the
third time in a row that we have done so. We are
concerned that yet again Parliament is being treated
with contempt. The government does not have its
legislative program in order, and it is clear from the
business before the house this week that it is guilty
of gross maladministration of parliamentary
procedures and preoccupied with other matters. It
clearly has other items occupying its time so that it is
unable to bring legislative measures before
Parliament.
One can only reflect on the fact that the government
is tired and has run out of ideas so early in the life of
its administration. At the commencement of its
administration the government forced bills through
in the dead of the night and the likes of its legislative
program have never been seen before in our
parliamentary history. Civil hberties were thrown
out the window and the rights of working people
were trammelled. At that time we said that
legislative measures did not need to be forced
through Parliament and that there was plenty of
time available for the government to adequately
debate them and other issues in the calm and quiet
of a normal legislative day so that members of
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Parliament could participate, members of the media
could provide proper and adequate scrutiny and
members of the public could attend in the public
gallery.
The farcical situation has been reached where only
three bills will be voted upon in this parliamentary
week. It may well be that later on in the
parliamentary session, once the government has its
eye back on its administrative game and it
understands what is happening within the circles of
government administration, it will come before
Parliament and seek to force legislation through
without adequate time, supervision, scrutiny or
detail. Measures will be forced through this chamber
without even debate. 1bat situation should not be
allowed to occur. If the government continues with
its current program of legislative arrangements, at
the end of this parliamentary session laws will be
inflicted on the people of Victoria without
Parliament being allowed to debate them properly.
It will all arise because of maladministration and the
utter contempt of the government for Parliament.
At the end of this week only three legislative
measures, one of which is a repeal bill, will be voted
upon. Government members will pad out debate on
the second-reading stage of these three bills over
three days, whereas a realistic estimate of the time
needed is one day. The government will go through
the pretence of parliamentary process with members
of the government getting up day after day, hour
after hour, saying nothing of substance.
The government is treating the Parliament with
absolute contempt, and the government stands
condemned for it.
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill) - I am amazed
to hear the honourable member for Thomastown
suggesting that there are not enough bills listed on
the government business program because we have
heard complaints from the other side that too many
legislative measures have been listed. It is difficult to
know what will actually satisfy the honourable
member - unless it is a brand new printing press.
The honourable member has presented an absurd
set of propositions. The government will not be
steamrollered by people like the honourable
member for Thomastown into creating legislation
simply to give him and his colleagues an
opportunity to stand up on their hind legs in this
place and conduct some sort of parliamentary circus.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
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The core of the honourable member's argument is
that there should be legislation for legislation's sake.
'That is, of course, if he is really serious about what
he is saying. But one suspects that he is not really
serious. What is driving him ever onwards is the
need to justify his position as the leader of
opposition business in this place, and one suspects
he is making speeches such as the one he has just
given us for practice so that he can become more
familiar with the unfamiliar role that has been thrust
upon him.

If that was the motivation of the honourable
member, I suggest that he gets as much practice as
he pos5lbly can but that he chooses some other
medium to get that sort of practice.
The fact is that government legislation is a matter for
government. This is not a government that will
create legislation just for the sake of legislation. The
government's objective is to reduce as far as possible
the amount of legislation that goes through this
house. What we need is less legislation. We need to
be clearing the statute books.

If the honourable gentleman were serious about the
parliamentary institution he would be supporting
propositions such as that. But no, he feels that he
needs to get up onto his hind legs and make the sort
of speech he just made. I do not know whether he is
doing it to please the caucus so that he keeps the job
or whether he is doing it to please some sort of
interest group out there, but it is fairly empty
rhetoric that the honourable member is engaging in.

When the government has legislation, it will bring it
before the Parliament. It will be legislation of
significance; it will be legislation that is intended to
be for the benefit of the entire Victorian community,
and that will be done when the legislation is ready
and when the government is ready to present it, not
when the honourable member for Thomastown
decides that it ought to be used to £ill up something
in the parliamentary day.
The honourable member ought to be taking the
opportunity to use the time available to debate
matters of substance in the program presented. Does
the honourable member mean that there isn't an
opportunity for the opposition - if it has the wit to
use the opportunity - to debate matters at length,
that the planning and environment legislation is
insignificant and not worth debating? Is the
opposition suggesting that the fisheries legislation is
not significant, and so on?
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Furthermore, tomorrow mOrning the opposition will
have the opportunity to raise matters in general
business. Is the honourable member suggesting that
perhaps that opportunity should be removed and
that the Wednesday morning opposition business
program should be replaced with legislation? I
should have thought that would not be what he
would have been wanting. The arguments that are
put forward by the honourable member for
Thomastown are quite silly. They lack substance and
reflect the inability of the opposition to come to
grips with parliamentary realities and to see the way
forward clearly and sharply.
Mr DOLUS (Richmond) - If I have heard the
logic that supports the proposition that the
honourable member for Thomastown put to this
house correctly, he is saying that the government
will bring in bills when the government is ready and
that Parliament will debate those bills when the
government is ready.

The opposition has no disagreement with that, but
the government has been getting this place to meet
without any business coming to the house. There are
three bills for this week, and the government knows
that part of the problem is that cabinet cannot agree
on the legislative program. The whole of Melbourne
knows that cabinet carmot agree on the equal
opportunity legislation. How many debates has it
had? That piece of legislation should have been
before the house. It may be divisive for the
government, but it is important for the community.
Because the government cannot get its legislation in
order, the Parliament is not meeting and not meeting
properly. Let us examine the record. The Leader of
the House clearly told Parliament at the beginning of
this session that he had increased the number of
days we would meet in order to get the
government's business through. He said that we had
a lot of work, so we were gOing to meet more
frequently and give people the opportunity of
debating the government's program. What do we
find? Three weeks after we have been sitting, there is
not enough business. That is why the government
has to rearrange the program.
The Leader of the House has been around for quite
some time, and I have observed the Parliament for a
number of years. I do not know whether he is able to
tell us how many times he remembers former
leaders of the house changing the legislative
program the way he has. How many times does he
remember this sort of shemozzle taking place? If that
is not bad enough, Parliament was prorogued so the

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Tuesday. 11 April 1995

ASSEMBLY

government had the opportunity of reopening
Parliament once more because there was very
important business to come before Parliament that is why it extended Parliament.
However what are we facing? We are back after a
two-week break that we did not foresee at the
beginning of this session only to find out that there
is hardly any business here. We will debate the
matters before us, and we will take time and put in
the effort that is required. But what the opposition is
frightened of is that in the dying days of this session
the government will come in with legislation it has
prepared and it has agreed on and then guillotine
the lot through this Parliament. It is the guillotine
that it uses time after time that the opposition objects
to.
It is the methodology that the government is
developing, namely, arranging for all the hard
legislation to be introduced at the end of the session.
Nothing is arranged properly because it is
impossible for this minister to agree with his
colleagues at the cabinet table. Where is the equal
opportunity legislation? Why is it not here?

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Glair has quite
mistakenly allowed a little levity to creep into this
debate. The Chair regrets its tolerance and asks the
house to come to order.

Mr DOLUS - Thank you, Mr Speaker. It is very
hard sometimes to ignore the interjections from the
minister. But the reality is the government is treating
this Parliament with absolute and utter contempt. It
has treated Parliament with contempt because it is
unable to organise its business. It does not wish to
allow the opposition to have equal debate on every
bill. It is treating Parliament with contempt in
refusing to allow bills that are controversial to come
before this house in the early stages in order that we
have not only an opportunity to debate them here
but also the opportwlity for the community to lobby
members of Parliament and make certain its
conc~ are listened to and are taken into
consideration.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's member time has expired.
Mr J. F. McGRATH (Warrnambool) - I am quite
amused at the way the debate has been used by the
honourable member for Thomastown and the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition. Given that the

699

Deputy Leader of the Opposition had a smile on his
face, I can only assume that he was going through a
charade for some reason or other, because it is not
that many weeks ago in this Parliament that the very
same speakers whom we have just listened to
criticised the government for putting too much on
the legislative program for the week, therefore not
allowing sufficient debate.
Today they have been given notice that they will
have ample opportunity to debate the legislation for
the week, and they want to run away from it. They
do not want to have a debate, and the reason for that
is that the opposition's shadow ministers are not
ready. They have been given additional time on the
legislation that has to come before the Parliament
this week, and they are not ready, yet they have the
audacity to say that the government has removed
their democratic right to debate. What an absolute
nonsense!

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Warmambool is one of the senior
members of this house and he should command
more respect from some of the younger members. I
ask them to come to order.
Mr J. F. McGRATH - You can't have it both
ways. If you want to argue about having more time,
when you are given the time you must be prepared
to use it. You should not criticise the government for
walking away and not providing time to debate
eight bills, for example, when you now turn around
and say that eight bills is too many. Today the
government has introduced a legislative program
that provides time for full debate. You can get all of
your shadow ministers up and all of your
backbenchers up - Mr DoUis - Keep a straight face!
Mr J. F. McGRATB - I am very serious. Your
shadow ministers and ba~chers can all get the
practice that is needed to debate legislation in this
house.
There is one other important aspect of this week's
program which you did not touch on, but it is
implied in your opposition to this motion today that is, your failure to acknowledge the need for all
honourable members to have the opportunity of
driving safely on our roads this week. The last
Thursday before Easter is recognised by Victorians
as the most tragic time for motorists on our roads.
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The Thursday before Easter is the day of the year
when the greatest number of people travel out of
Melbourne. I plead for the opposition to consider the
3.00 p.m. adjournment on Thursday as a very
important road safety measure during the mass
migration from Melbourne on Thursday afternoon.
Many honourable members, such as the honourable
member for Richmond, will be able to jump into
their cars and be home with their families after 10 or
15 minutes. However, some of us will have to drive
among heavy traffic for 4 or 4lh hours before we get
home to our families. I ask opposition members not
only to agree to the motion to allow adequate
debating time but also to consider for once - just
for once - country members of Parliament who
need an opportunity to drive home in safety.
Cut out the nonsense. Get on with the debate. Don't
oppose the motion!
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - The last
comments of the honourable member for
Warmambool will be ringing in our ears for some
time. If this motion reveals anything, it is the
government's complete neglect of country Victoria.
The government has refused to debate any matters
that concern country Victoria.

The honourable member for Warmambool asked us
to consider for once the interests of country
members of Parliament. Isn't it time some country
members of Parliament considered the interests of
their constituents whom they have sold out for
30 pieces of silver. Those country members have
refused to be accountable to their constituents and to
the house.
The motion is an indictment of the government's
management of legislation. It is an indictment of the
government's business program. It is an indictment
of the government's attitude towards any form of
accountability to the Parliament or to the Victorian
public.
After a number of weeks of this sitting virtually no
substantial business has been before the house. We
all know what will happen during the remainder of
the session. With two or three weeks to go the
government will ram through some momentous and
important legislation that requires significant
community debate. Unfortunately, the need for that
community debate will be ignored. The Leader of
the House will simply move that all remaining bills
should be passed by 4.30 p.m. on the Friday of the
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sitting week, and significant and perhaps vital
legislation will be passed without debate.
We have already seen the folly of that with the
government's industrial relations legislation, which
was recently overturned by the High Court. The
government has been slapped in the face over that
legislation. Perhaps if those industrial relations
measures had been put out for a little more
community consultation and debate the government
would not now find itself in the stew.
Although the opposition has a lot of important
business that could be discussed in the house, the
government will no doubt refuse it the opportunity
of doing so. For example, Victoria has gun laws that
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services says
you can drive a bus through. Despite that, today
during question time he said Victoria will have an
open-ended gun amnesty. 1bere is no enticement for
people to surrender their illegal firearms with an
open-ended amnesty which has no sanctions and no
enforcement
Mr Steggall - What has this to do with the three
bills mentioned in the motion?
Mr HAERMEYER - This is an issue government
backbenchers should be debating. The government
should be bringing such matters before the house for
debate. Instead, the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, who in the run-up to the last
election promised the gun lobby that he would
dismantle most of the firearms laws the previous
government had brought in, comes into the house
and brags about Victoria having the tightest firearms
law. How can he reconcile that statement with his
other statement that we have gun laws that you can
drive a bus through? The same minister sat on a
report of the Firearms Consultative Committee for
12 months until he was forced to release it under the
POI act.

The government has no respect for any issues that
are important to the people of Victoria. It has a rigid,
ideological program which it intends to ram through
the house in the last few weeks of the sittings
without any or only minimal debate.
Another example of the government's
mismanagement of business is that Parliament has
been brought together at great expense for a number
of weeks this year and nothing of any great
consequence has been debated. Both sides are now
scratching to put speakers together to keep the
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Parliament going. That is indicative of the
government's total mismanagement of its business.
Mr TANNER (Caulfield) - The contributions of
opposition members have turned logic on its head. It
appears that the opposition is concerned that in the
later weeks of this parliamentary sitting too many
bills will be presented to Parliament and it will not
have sufficient time to debate them. At the same
time this week the opposition is opposing a motion
that provides adequate time to debate a more
limited number of bills. This week the opposition is
opposing exactly what it is arguing for in the later
weeks of the session.

The government has put forward a proposal that a
limited number of bills be debated this week. The
opposition will have a Significant amount of time to
debate them, the very thing it is arguing for in the
later weeks of the session. The opposition ostensibly
is opposing the motion because of a fear that in the
later weeks of the session the government will
present to the house too many bills and there will be
insufficient time to debate them.
However, the record of the government in the past
two years shows that that will not be the case. I ask
the opposition to be aware of some facts when it
puts its case to the house.
Putting aside 1992, the transitional year between the
Labor government and the present government, I
turn to deal with statistics from 1990 and 1991-the
last complete years of the Labor government - and
1993 and 1994. I remind honourable members that
the house sat for 486 hours in 1990 and for 496 hours
in 1991. The then government passed 236 pieces of
legislation in those two years.
In the first two complete years of this government 1993 and 1994 -this house sat for 680 hours and
630 hours respectively. In that time 250 bills passed
through this house; the increase in the number of
bills passed was small, yet the house sat for
hundreds of extra hours.

Honourable members opposite are caught in a
mind-set where they push the argument that the
more the house sits, the more legislation passes and
the better it is for the people. That need not
necessarily be so. Statistics about the hours of sitting
and the legislation passed prove that the opposition
has no case.
The government will not be guilty of what the
opposition alleges will be the situation in the coming
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weeks. The opposition's argument today is that
there should be time for in-depth debate on a limited
number of bills. I assure the opposition that the
government's program will take heed of its concerns.
Motion agreed to.

FISHERIES BILL
The SPEAKER - Order! As a statement of
intention has been made pursuant to section 85(S)(c)
of the Constitution Act, I am of the opinion that the
second reading of this bill requires to be passed by
an absolute majority.

Second reading
Debate resumed from 9 March; motion of
Mr COLEMAN (Minister for Natural Resources).

Ms MARPLE {Altona} - Many people have
taken an interest in this bill because not only are
commercial fisheries of great interest but also many
Victorians pursue fishing as a recreational activity.
Most houses in Victoria hide the forgotten fishing
rods and the fishing kits that are taken out by
families throughout the years to do a spot of fishing.

In his second-reading speech the minister said we
have a viable marine and coastal fishing industry
worth about $120 million a year. The commercial
industry directly employs almost 2500 people, and
more than 1000 fishing vessels are registered by the
state. Recreational fishing is important with up to
one-third of the population taking part in that
activity at least once a year. Related expenditure is
estimated to be worth at least $500 million a year.
I do not doubt any of that, particularly the figures
about recreational pursuits. Members of my family
are interested in partaking in what many think is a
passive sport. Some question whether that is the
case - although the majority of Victorians believe
fishing is a passive recreational activity. It is
important that we, as representatives of the people,
ensure that that resource is well cared for. This bill
attempts to do that. However, the legislation is not
without controversy.
I thank the minister for allowing officers of his
department to brief the opposition; I particularly
thank Mr Peter Sheehan, Or Geraldine Gentle and
Mr Tim Harding for their very clear briefings. I am
sure they represent many others who have worked
long and hard on this legislation. I thank all who
have worked on this bill The former government
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and this government have continued to review the
act. As is set out in some of the material provided to
the general public, it certainly was time for an
overhaul of the act governing fishing activities
throughout Victoria.
The opposition has concerns about timing, which is
why I desire to move:
That all the words after 'that' be omitted with the view
of inserting in place thereof the words 'this house
refuses to read this bill a second time until there has
been adequate consultation with the various interest
groups involved with the fishing industry'.

I will now refer to the reasoned amendment and the
contents of the bill. The opposition strongly believes
this reasoned amendment should be adopted
because of concerns expressed by various groups
involved with the fishing industry, including the
Victorian Fishing Industry Federation, the
conservation groups which have made
representations to me and others, recreational
fishing persons and others who have expressed
concern about the legislation.
Only 45 minutes ago the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee presented to this house Alert
Digest No. 3 for 1995. The digest contains reports on
the Planning and Environment (Amendment) Bill
and the Fisheries Bill, among others. The digest
contains about 14 pages of comments about this bill,
and it makes some strong points and answers the
concerns of the Victorian Fishing Industry
Federation. I have not had time to read the digest,
but it is evident that changes need be made.
The changes to the Fisheries Act may look simple. I
have had a short time to look at them while debate
has proceeded in the house. One amendment
changes the wording of the act, using the word
'shall' instead of the word 'may'. That is of
importance in that it changes the way the bill can be
read.

In light of the representations of various groups to
the government and the opposition, we should not
be debating the bill today. The bill before us should
be put aside so that changes can be discussed by the

opposition and interest groups. I believe the
government will provide that opportunity and the
minister has made a statement today in that regard.

Despite all the smiles being passed between
members, we are looking at this bill today for some
reason. and I suggest the reason is that there is
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nothing else for us to debate. The opposition is

expected to debate the bill fully after being
presented with 14 pages only some hours ago, with
the government wanting to make other changes. I
appreciate that the bill will be debated again in the
upper house. I am pleased that that will take place
because our shadow minister is in that house, but
opposition members in this house and those
members of the community who have taken an
interest in the bill should also be given that time.

It is interesting to consider some of the changes to
the act. I credit the government for having given
people a discussion paper and time to contribute to
the work done in bringing this bill before us and to
look at the changes to be made. As I have pointed
out, because the bill is so important and because it is
of such length, we are entitled to the time necessary
to appreciate fully the changes that will take place.

As the minister said in his speech. there is no doubt
that Victoria needs new fisheries legislation that
takes account of the changes in the industry and the
regulatory role of the governmenl We also need a
new act because of the great range of concerns of
which people are now becoming aware. People are
concerned about looking after our fisheries asset and
our waterways overall, ensuring that nothing
detrimental to not only commercial interests but also
recreational interests is introduced to our waterways.
I am pleased to say that awareness of our
environment and of the importance of our fisheries
is now greater than it ever has been. Often in the
past our fisheries have been thought of as a resource
for all to use. Only in a secondary degree have we
thought of our responsibility to preserve our
fisheries. Nowadays the community is much more
aware of that need. The bill gives a framework for
the conservation management needed. I am pleased
that that has come aboul It also sets out the rules
and regulations people will work under when using
this resource. The bill is of interest to an enormous
number of people.
When thinking of fisheries, people may think of the
commercial fisheries that provide fish for our
restaurants or for the traditional fish and chips on
Friday, but there are other concerns. Infections may
be introduced. Concerns are sometimes expressed in
our newspapers. One concern is the sabotage of our
rivers by the introduction of carp. Anyone of us
who has fished our rivers would be aware of that
problem. An article of 22 November 1994 expresses
a concern that still holds today:
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... the strain of European carp which is now abundant
in south-eastem Australia, is thought to have been
deliberately introduced ...

People want to ensure that we are well prepared to
prevent such introductions of species in the future.
No act will guarantee that such introductions do not
occur. All the vigilance that can be offered by a
department will not guarantee that But it is
incumbent on us all to ensure that not only do we
have an act but we also have a department that is
well staffed and able to implement regulations
designed to prevent such things from happening in
the future. In these times of departmental cutbacks
and government organisations working a
commercial basis, although a lot of energy may have
been put into bringing forward a bill such as this
and although we want to see these changes take
place, the department must be maintained in a
healthy condition if it is to put the necessary
regulations in place.

When a new bill as far reaching as this is introduced,
an educational program must be run alongside it I
am aware of the work the department has done in
ensuring that interested. parties are aware of the
introduction of the bill, but I point out that
everybody will be working under a new act People
must get used to the idea of new legislation and
must know how it will affect them, either as people
who earn their livelihood from fishing or simply as
people who are interested in seeing that this
resource remains with us.
Anybody who takes an interest in the fishing
industry will know that it is regularly written about
in our newspapers and that it is vitally important as
an export industry. Concerns have been expressed. in
newspapers Australia-wide, not simply in our state.
We must ensure that those concerns are recognised.
The management of our fisheries has always been of
interest to the Parliament The state parliamentary
Environment and Natural Resources Committee
reported to the minister on bays and inlets in 1991,
and the government is putting in place some of the
recommendations of that committee. One
recommendation is that there be a new recreational
peak body. I hope the minister has been given the
information necessary to meet the needs of
recreational fishing. One important organisation that
has expressed concern is the Victorian Fishing
Industry Federation, known as the VFIF. That peak
representative body of the commercial fishing
industry needs to be consulted. It put forward a
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submission on this bill to the minister and the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee.
I am pleased that most of the points have been
answered by the department, but I have not had
time to read the document If the government does
not oppose the reasoned amendment I will have
time to read all the information available.
The first page of the department's paper says that
the Victorian Fishing Industry Federation is
misinformed. It is difficult to know whether the
department is right because we have not had
sufficient time to look at the answers provided by it
The federation has a number of concerns. It said the
bill left unanswered more questions than it answers.
That peak body represents a wide range of fishing
interests, including the abalone, scallop, shark, rock
lobster and trawler sectors. It also represents fish
traders and marketing interests, as well as others.
All those people believe the bill leaves unanswered
more questions than it answers. The federation is
concerned about the regulations and it poses several
questions that I am not sure have been answered.
I hope the Minister for Natural Resources consults
widely when drafting bills that affect his portfolio I am sure he does - because we know of other
ministers who do not consult with their departments
or the community. The federation has specific and
general criticisms of the bill, including the definition
clause. It wants these issues sorted out before the bill
is debated in this place. I am pleased that the
minister has allowed officers of his department to
provide answers to some of the questions, but I am
not sure whether the federation is satisfied with
those answers. That is why the house should agree
to the reasoned amendment

The Maar Land Council wrote to the Honourable
Robert Tickner, Minister for Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander Affairs. The letter, written by
Mr Geoff Clark, states:
It has come to my attention that this new bill makes no
allowance for Aboriginal involvement in VICtoria's
fishery industry. In fact, the new Fisheries Bill makes
no mention of Aboriginal interests in coastal zone
management whatsoever. This deliberate omission is
particularly upsetting in the light of the great deal of
evidence collected recently which suggests that both
Aboriginal and government (state and national)
interests are best served by including Aboriginal
people in any development processes which affect
coastal zone resources.
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I will not read the whole letter, but I will read two
further sections. It goes on to state:
Unfortunately, discussions I have had with those
people who support the new Fisheries Bill in its current
form suggest that they believe that Aboriginal people
have no claim to marine resources unless they have
proven a 'traditional' association through a successful
native title claim. I argue that this is a destructive
stance to take, both for indigenous people and
commercial fisheries. While the Native Title Act makes
it possible for some (very few in Victoria) Aboriginal
owners to claim coastal zones and their resources, it
does not provide either adequate rights or protection of
those rights.

._ the Native Title Act to provide Aboriginal people
with a role in fishery development and management
This is likely a road to ruin for both Aboriginal people
and Victorian fishery interests. I urge you to take a
close look into this matter and use whatever influence
you can muster in order to advise those responsible for
the new Fisheries Bill that there is a more productive
way to proceed than is currently being offered.

I hope the government will take on board those
concerns and make sure the bill protects Victoria's
fisheries in the interests of Aboriginal communities.
Conservation groups also have concerns, which is
another reason why the reasoned amendment
should be agreed to. They believe the Secretary to
the Department of Conservation and Natural
Resources may make decisions that cannot be
appealed. It appears there is no process by which the
public can ensure that the habitat is protected. I am
sure these issues can be sorted out, but the concerns
have been expressed and I must put them. to this
place. Conservation interests believe this bill
compares unfavourably with what occurred in New
South Wales. That is why we need further
consultation.
Concern has been expressed about the need to
ensure that sufficient scientific information is
provided for management plans when fishery
industries are set up. That does not seem to have
been done. Those concerns involve ecological
sustainability. One of the points put to me concerns
being able to look after creatures such as sea dragons
and the need for scientific research to make sure
those creatures are protected. Although that may not
seem a major concern to some honourable members
on the other side of the house, it is a matter of
concern to members of the community.
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Mr Steggall interjected.

Ms MARPLE - The remarks that are flung so
gaily across the house - The DEPUTY SPEAKER -Order! The
honourable member for Swan Hill is being
disorderly, and I encourage the honourable member
for Altona to ignore him.

Ms MARPLE - I will take that suggestion on
board, adhere to it and take no notice of the
interjections. It is our role in opposition to point out
the concerns expressed to us, as we are doing. That
is why we have moved the reasoned amendment
I recall someone mentioning the discussion paper. It
is important that discussion take place on matters
such as this, and I am pleased that a discussion
paper was prepared so that people could be actively
involved in the development of the bill. Because the
bill means major changes in the way we view
fisheries, people are entitled to say they want more
discussion about it That is a matter of concern to the
opposition. It was only this afternoon that we
managed to get the papers setting out the concerns
expressed by the Victorian Fishing Industry
Federation and the replies from the department
Unfortunately, those speaking today have not had
time to look at the document

There is no doubt that we are all of the opinion that
it is a much-needed bill. The opposition supports the
bill and wishes to see it put in place. Members of the
opposition are also pleased about the vision put in
writing in the bill and the strategic plan being put in
place for the future that goes alongside the bill. That
vision will enable the people of Victoria to catch and
eat quality fish from a healthy environment forever.
The opposition hopes all the provisions put in place
by the bill will enable that large statement to be
fulfilled.
I note in particular that management plans are to be
put in place to provide accountability and
regulation. I am concerned that the department will
not be in a position to make sure that happens. Even
today we had an example of the minister having to
make a statement in the house admitting that he and
the department have not been able to follow up the
issues in front of them under the flora and fauna
guarantee. I hope that will not be the case with
fisheries.
I also draw attention to the fact that the department
has caused conservationists great concern over
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management plans for parks. The process has not
been carried out as the government said it would,
and it is no wonder people are expressing concerns
about management plans and wondering what will
happen under this bill when it comes into operation.
The opposition agrees that the bill is needed and is
pleased that it has been drawn up, but members of
the opposition are concerned about whether
sufficient resources will be made available to ensure
that the management plans are dealt with properly.
It has been pointed out to the opposition that the bill
covers not only management plans but also noxious
species and fishery reserves. Those are areas where
people would like to have more consultation,
despite what others may say. Although the
opposition supports the bill and agrees that these are
areas in which it wants things to be done, it has
some reservations, given the department's history of
recent times. We urge the government to make sure
that appropriate resources are provided so that all
the goodwill of people in the department, the
minister, the various industry bodies and
recreational fishing people can be given effect to and
the government and industry co-management set
out in the bill can be achieved. lhat will also ensure
that the commercial licensing reform provided for in
the bill can be carried out
The government said that the bill will enable peak
bodies to be recognised, and it is pleasing that it has
shown that this is to be the case. When the Victorian
Fishing Industry Federation put forward its
concerns - it has many, and I have not gone into
the details - the government enabled the
department to answer them. That has also occurred
with other concerns that have been expressed about
the bill.
Codes of practice will be recognised. Although I
have spoken about codes of practice involving
conservation concerns, there are also codes of
practice that ensure the health and safety of people
involved in commercial fishing. It should always be
recognised that lives are still being lost in the fishing
industry. Mr Deputy Speaker, people such as you,
who live in coastal areas where fishing is of great
importance and many people are involved in it,
would be aware of the number of deaths that occur
in the industry. There was one recently in Portland.
As with many industries, the number of
injuries -not only those that are the result of
accidents but also the injuries caused by the general
wear and tear of such a physically stressful
occupation - are not well documented or well
known by the general public.
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Societies and governments should be continually
working towards making sure that those involved in
working in the industry have the best of health and
safety conditions.
I suppose the general public has a reasonably
limited view of the extent of the fishing industry, as I
did. As well as recreational fishing there is also the
commercial industry, which includes the processing
of fish. No wonder it took a good deal of time and
work to get the bill together. Recreational fishing
includes not only inland angling but surf fishing and
diving, and people must be able to partake of those
activities in as safe and environmentally friendly a
manner as possible. It is also important for the
industry to be under the control of a department that
looks after not only the general protection of
fisheries but also any conservation issues that are
involved. The bill goes a long way to providing
conditions that will allow that to happen; that is
why we support it
The bill deals with many aspects of the industry,
including the closing of seasons, the areas to be
fished, the minimum size of fish allowed to be
caught, bag limits, licences and so ~ so that people
know just what they are able to do. I am sure many
of these points will be taken up by other speakers on
this side of the house.
The bill has many benefits. For increased
sustainability of the natural product and the
protection of our fisheries it is important to make
sure compliance and enforcement are adequately
carried out by a department that is well resourced.
The bill will have alongside it an education
program. I know every effort is being made to make
it user-friendly and flexible. We carmot do enough to
ensure that people involved in the industry are
adequately informed about the bill.
I point out that the reasoned amendment was
moved to allow time for adequate consultation with
various interest groups in the industry. I
recommend the reasoned amendment Although the
opposition supports the bill, the amendment should
be taken on board by the government so that all
parties are given adequate time for the consultation
they have requested.
Mr STEGGALL (Swan Hill) - We did not know
there were so many troubles in the fishing industry
until we started researching the bill. As the
honourable member for Altona said, the bill had its
genesis with the previous government An all-party
parliamentary committee, the Natural Resources
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and Environment Committee, conducted an inquiry
in 1990-91 and its report was responded to by the
then minister, Mr Pullen. Upon coming to
government, the current minister picked it up and
has taken the concept through to the stage where the
bill is before Parliament.
The legislation covers a wide range of issues and

puts in place a set of procedures, instruments and
rules that should adequately handle the issues that
will arise with our fisheries and fishing habitats. One
problem facing governments throughout the world
is how to manage the natural resources, and
throughout the world the management of fisheries
has not been as successful as it should be. We are
lucky in Australia and Victoria because we still have
time to put in place a proper management structure.
The bill is designed to achieve that, but not in the
way some people expect - that is, by setting up a
series of rules that are then enforced by government;
in other words, the old method of legislation. This is
an enabling bill that gives the bureaucracy access to
an enormous range of methods by which to manage
the resource. It has been arrived at through
extensive consultation and partnership with the
industry and the various pressure or interest groups
throughout the community.
I am not sure the honourable member for Altona
read the bill before she spoke today, because most of
the concerns she raised - which are legitimate
concerns - are covered in it. The government has
consulted widely on the bill and a fair bit of feeling
has been expressed about it. The minister announced
last week that we would debate the second-reading
stage in Parliament today to draw out from
honourable members the issues about which people
are concerned and to see whether we have covered
those issues or can work them through.
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success with them - it depends on who is involved,
namely, the individual people and the groups that
pick up the issues.
Fishing is one industry that has not enjoyed that
approach previously. The government is having a
bit of trouble getting people, as well people from the
fishing industry itself, to understand what this bill
does and their role in it.
The government has been criticised - and some of
it has been reasonable - for its consultation process.
We have tried to get people to understand the thrust
of this legislation and what it is about, but it has not
been easy to do.
Firstly, the department has had seven meetings with
the VFIF, three of them were before the bill was
introduced and four meetings subsequently. Since
the introduction of the legislation the department
has carried out public meetings throughout Victoria.
There have been some criticisms, mainly about the
advertising - for instance, the small advertisements
that have been used. However, the department has
worked with the fishing industry in these areas to
make sure people were notified of these meetings.
It has been obvious from the turnouts at the
meetings that most people in the area knew they
were on. Public meetings have been held
Warmambool, Geelong, Momington, Lakes
Entrance and Yarram. 1bere are further meetings
planned for Portland, Horsham, Mildura, Swan Hill,
Bendigo and Wodonga. The consultation process is
continuing. As I mentioned earlier, the bill was
designed - and this was supported by the bill
committee - to try to make sure that the legislation
covers all the issues and concerns that the fishing
industry has.

The government will bring the bill back to the
Parliament for the committee stage in the spring
session, thereby granting what the opposition
suggests in its reasoned amendment, which I dare
say it drew up after the press release of last week.
Therefore, we will have more detailed consultation.

The fishing industry comes to us in three parts:
namely, the recreational side, the commercial side,
and the aquaculture industry side. The state of
Victoria's aquaculture industry is negligible when
compared with the standards of Tasmania and even

In my role as chairman of the bills committee, I have
been surprised at how much consultation is needed
with people from the metropolitan area on
legislation of the type that we are now dealing with.
This type of legislation is common in country
Victoria. Quite a few areas are managed and
operated by the types of management plans and
cooperative structures that this legislation puts in
place. It is true that we have varying degrees of

The aquaculture industry is one of those industries
we dearly want to get mobile. It is important for
those involved in aquaculture to clearly understand
what the requirements are in the various areas. The
legislation will assist enormously with that
understanding as management plans are put in
place for the different fisheries around Victoria. It
will give us all the opportunity to see whether the
state of Victoria wants to have an aquaculture

South Australia, which leave us for dead.

FISHERIES BaL
Tuesday, 11 April 1995

ASSEMBLY

industry. I hope it does and I hope it will play a very
vital role in the formation of programs.
In August 1994 the department produced a
discussion paper. The discussion paper was posted
to all commercia1licence holders, some 1200 people
in Victoria, and to all known recreational fishing
clubs, some 366 of them. The discussion paper
produced some interesting results. From the
commercial sector, that is from 1200 people, we had
79 registrations of interest and 16 submissions. From
recreational fisherman, whose numbers are huge the organisations number around 366 at this stage we had 103 registrations of interest and 18
submissions.
A copy of the bill and the second-reading speech
were sent to all those respondents following its
introduction. Because copies were sent out late, we
have not received many responses from individuals.
However, we have now provided time for people to
be able to put their concerns forward and clearly lay
out what they believe should be involved in the
fishing legislation.

Since the bill was introduced we have put a
consultative process in place, which involves the
VFIF, its legal people, the recreational peak body,
the department, and the minister's office staff as
chaired by Norma Marshall, who is manager of
legislation in the Department of Conservation and
Natural Resources. It was set up to flush out those
issues that concern many of the groups. Any issues
that are unclear are being sorted out by those
working parties during the consultation process.
They are also working through the drafting of the
regulations because some of the organisations had a
little difficulty in understanding how the regulations
were working. Because the people the department
has been dealing with have had little dealings with
natural resource management, the government has
had difficulty getting people to understand what the
role of the peak body is to be.
I point out that in country areas this type of
approach is well and truly accepted, understood and
participated. in very well. Nevertheless, this is new
to people from the metropolitan area. For example,
some of the groups demanded that we do not work
through a management plan - that it should be up
to the government to put a proposition forward. For
instance, on the issue of how we would manage Port
Phillip Bay, it would be left to the government to
come up with the plan, and those groups would
then comment on those plans, criticise or whatever.
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The object of the exercise is to use the groups and
the people who have all the interests in a particular
area. The Port Phillip fisheries should participate in
and work towards a management plan, and that
process will result in the people who enjoy fishing
and other forms of recreation and commercial life in
the bay having some understanding of and some
ownership in the fisheries.

The working parties the government is setting up
under the consultative process are also working on
the formation of the management plans for each
fishery. The legislation does not specify the fisheries,
but people are anxious to make sure that the
government literally covers the fisheries in a more
specific way, and that will be done through this
process.
Throughout the process three issues have been of
concern: the security of the licence, which we have
introduced with the legislation; the understanding
of c<rmanagement; and the operation and function
of the management plans. The management plans
are the key. The concept of e<rmanagement, that is a
partnership of management with the users and
government, puts a different face to government in
its relationship with people. I believe it is one that is
sought after in most areas, and with further
consultation people will understand and participate
in it with far more confidence than they have to date.
The co-management and management plans concept
is already bedded in many areas of legislation. It is
in our catchment land protection boards, which are
only now being formed to consider the management
of a catchment or a group of catchments and to
provide advice to government on a whole range of
land use issues. 1here are 20 management plans
throughout Victoria in our salinity program and
they are one of the greatest successes Victoria has
had. The former Labor government commenced the
plans and this government continued them. They
are wonderful examples of the education issue that
was raised by the honourable member for Altona in
her contribution. She said it was important to
educate the people associated with the operation
and management of a resource, particularly a fishing
resource. 'The education flow under the management
plans structure is enormous; and one of the great
success stories has been the salinity programs
throughout Victoria. It has encouraged the
land-holders, the irrigators or dry land farmers, the
community and those people interested in various
aspects of the life in the country to participate,
understand and share the available knowledge.
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That will also happen under the fishery plans so
long as the community decides it will participate
and become part of the process. That is the best way
for these programs to work. H the communities or
the peak bodies do not wish to participate, the
program will fail- and so will the management of
our fisheries. We cannot properly manage fisheries
in Victoria unless those who are intending to use
and enjoy the fisheries participate in the various
functions. The old days of thinking that
governments will be able to tell you what to do,
issue a set of rules and have its police force enforce
them no longer work. We cannot manage our
natural resources in that way. That process has not
worked anywhere in the world.
Again I emphasise that the methods the government
is putting into place are very good. For example,
Victoria's salinity program is the closest thing
anywhere in the world to approaching sustainable
management in agriculture. I envisage that the
management plans being established by this
legislation will allow us to cash in on the advantage
we have with our fisheries if they are not allowed to
be fished out or ruined. We should jointly at
community and participant levels be able to work
through any issues so that the people who use the
resources can ensure that they achieve their aims.
But all that is not easy. Although they are nice
sounding words, honourable members who have
been part of the government for the past two and a
half years understand that when you actually go to
do these things there is a lot of pain. The tough
management decisions that we have made in other
areas have attracted a lot of political flack. We have
noticed that whenever it gets tough the opposition
just dives across to the populist line and does not
worry about the outcome or end result
When this framework is established it will need the
support of a strong government team. I hope the
opposition will continue its support for the concept
and will encourage the development of these
management teams.
Our Landcare program throughout country Victoria
is similar: the advice is given; the resources are
worked through with the department; and a whole
range of improvements, knowledge and better
management of our land is achieved.
Our forestry management plans are working in the
same way. The heritage rivers management plans
that were established by the former Labor
government are interesting. I refer the house to the
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comments made by honourable members on both
sides of the house when that legislation was
debated. 1he government is now introducing a
similar framework with coastal management
The honourable member for Altona said Aboriginal

people had expressed concern about the native title
issue and the fact that this legislation does not
mention anything about that I have not seen a copy
of the correspondence members of that land council
sent to the honourable member. Those Aboriginal
spokesmen have certainly not been in touch with
me. I would be pleased to receive the letter so that I
am properly made aware of their concerns. I remind
Aborigines who believe there is an issue of native
title associated with this measure that the federal
government has legislated on that matter and it will
be up to the federal government to decide how the
issue will be handled.
There is absolutely no reason for any concern in that
area under the management plans structure. 1bere
are groups on the salinity management plans that
are part of the consultative process. There is no
reason why Aboriginal communities who believe
they have significant interest in a particular fishery
cannot be part of those management plans. I suggest
they view the legislation in that light and participate
in the setting of the rules and the standards that each
of the various fisheries will be able to put in place.
The management plans will cover whichever areas
the groups and the communities want them to cover
to establish sustainable harvest levels and fisheries.
When that is done they will also establish the ways
in which we can measure and maintain the rules on
that sustainable harvest When all the good,
nice-sounding words are finally uttered we get to
the tough decisions about imposing penalties on
people who break the rules that have been
established by communities. That is when some
strength must be shown by government
departments and, I hope, the opposition.
The management plans will address the existing
noxious species, look after the marine or freshwater
habitats, and allow for fisheries reserves, for
spawning and nursery grounds for fish harvesting
and for aquicu1ture. They will provide a whole
range of areas that can and should be put in place by
those plans. The co-management will then be put
into effect. The ongoing operation and resourcing of
the plans is an issue which Parliament should be
very much aware of; it should be raised and studied
each time a budget is brought down to ensure that
the resources being directed towards that natural
resource are adequate.
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This is enabling legislation, similar to legislation that
has been introduced in other countries armmd the
world for the past 10 or 15 years. Such legislation

has been available in Victoria since the mid-1980s.
Instead of having prescriptive legislation that sets
out a whole range of rules, establishes penalties and
provides for the enforcement of those rules and the
enables management to change when change is
required, the Western world has moved towards
enabling legislation that allows for the
implementation of the objectives set out in the bill.
I am sure all honourable members agree with the
objectives set out on the first page of the bill. If you
consider those objectives you will see that we have
the management tools required to implement those
aims through the resources of the department and
all the means of government. It is also clear that with
all of those issues and management tools in place the
minister at th~ end of the line is the responsible
person.

The function and role of Parliament is to ensure that
those objectives and the management of the
legislation are carried out. The first bill to which that
theory applied was the Water Bill. Concerned
Victorians must turn to Parliament if they consider
there is cause for redress. In some ways that applies
to this legislation, although appeal provisions are
included in it; but Parliament, through the minister,
could be tested.
The bill establishes significant management plans.
When the bill is enacted the prescribed regulations
will be implemented by the regulatory process. The
government is working with various interest groups
to achieve that result. Orders in council, ministerial
notices, licence provisions, permits and codes of
practice are examples of management tools
contained in the legislation to try to manage our
fishing resource. Those factors are more in use these
days. I do not think many Parliaments have caught
up with the fact that the scrutiny of those tools
resides with Parliaments and that in the future we
will need to become more involved and be able to
understand that what is enacted will be judged by
Parliaments.
Before this debate commenced today I heard
comments from the opposition about the time
allowed for debate on various bills. I hope the
opposition has some ideas about this billalthough it has not yet suggested anything.
Therefore, I will place the suggestions of the peak
body on the table for discussion. Among the few
issues raised by the recently formed Victorian

709

Fishing Industry Federation is the fact that the
legislation does not include a Victorian water
recreational fishing licence - that is, a general
licence. The VFIF has asked the government to
return that item to the agenda. I hope that issue will
be addressed by members. Country Victorians
thought everybody had a fishing licence until we
discovered, to our surprise, that that basic licence
does not apply to marine activities. That issue has
been put back on the table by the recreational fishing
group and it should be discussed fully today.
The funding for and role of the peak bodies is well
detailed in the bill. In the coming year the

recreational fishing body will be funded by the
government, but I hope that body will sort out its
funding situation. It has suggested a fishing
corporation, if you like, and this house should
discuss that idea; perhaps it will be part of the
discussions in the next three months. The outputs
and outcomes of the management plan are included
on the VFIF list, as is the issue of armanagement. It
is natural for that organisation to be concerned
about that The administrative and consultative
process and other administrative aspects detailed in
the bill have been mentioned earlier.
I am delighted the peak bodies involved with
recreational fishing support the bill. They have been
very much part of the consultative process, and the
government will work through those issues during
the next three months. Similarly, the government
has the support of the VFIF for the legislation. The
VFIF has thanked the government for taking the
initiative in setting up the work group and for being
involved in what it regards as an extremely
important process.
This bill is up for general debate and discussion
today. I look forward to hearing contributions to the
debate from honourable members. The bill will lie

over to return in the spring sessional period for
debate in the committee stage and its final passage
through Parliament. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - As one
commentator has said, this is not a bad bill.
However, because it deals with such an important
issue, we must be assured that it is a good bill. I am
sure the honourable member for Swan Hill, with
whom I have disagreed at certain times, made a
sensIble contribution to the debate. I hope the debate
continues to be sensible.
Mr Cooper interjected.
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Mr HAMILTON - The feeling is mutual, for the
benefit of the honourable member for MOmington.

The opposition is pleased that the bill will lie over
for further discussion and consultation because there
is no doubt that a number of groups are concerned
about it. They are still discussing with their
membership what they regard as the key criteria in
the bill. No honourable member and no-one
connected with the fishing industry would disagree
with the objectives of the bill. The honourable
member for Swan Hill did not have time to discuss
those objectives, and it is worthwhile noting them
because they are good and important. However, a
number of serious omissions to the objectives should
be addressed.
Oause 3 outlines the objectives of the bill.
Cause 3(a) states, in part:
... development and use of Victoria's fisheries and
associated aquatic biological resources in an efficient,
effective and ecologically sustainable manner.

No reasonable person could argue that that is not a
good objective; it does something that too few bills
of this government do - that is, it takes account of
more than economics. The opposition is pleased to
see that provision, and I commend the minister for
taking off the dollar-sign blinkers which have been
evident in so many bills in this place and for
inserting mention of the importance of ecological
sustainability. One needs only to be aware of what is
happening in Newfoundland to understand the
sensitivity of the fishing industry. It is a touchy
subject at the moment. In the past, countries have
almost gone to war over the issue.
The opposition supports the breadth of the objective
stated in clause 3(a). It also supports the intent of
clause 3(b), which states:
••. to protect and conserve fisheries resources, habitats
and ecosystems to ensure the viability and
sustainability of fisheries and aquaculture industries...

That sounds good on a first reading, but the
legitimate and important question to be asked
concerns the monitoring of the aquiculture
industries. It is all too easy to see a pot of gold at the
end of the rainbow in the development of the
aquaculture industries. We have one such
development in Gippsland. Perhaps it could be
described as being in its foetal stage.
Mr Coleman interjected.
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Mr HAMILTON - The minister is singing the
praises of that potential development on our
wonderful Gippsland coast, probably the most
attractive and valuable coast in Victoria. We do not
see there being a great problem with that
development, but a proliferation of such
developments at every possible spot along the coast
would result in the loss of what makes the Victorian
coastline one of the most magnificent attractions and
best resources we have.

Objective (c) of the bill is 'to promote sustainable
commercial fishing and aquaculture industries'. I
emphasise the promotion of sustainable commercial
fishing. The scallop industry in Port Phillip Bay and
the abalone industry have had a great deal of
publicity. If they had continued to be managed in
the way they were, they certainly would not have
been sustainable industries. Our waterways would
be fished out. Responsible governments should take
note of that - and if governments are not
responsible, why should we have them? It is good to
see that objective in the bill.
The commercial fishing industry has as big a vested
interest in ensuring fisheries are not fished out as
anybody else. Honourable members and everyone
else understand the nutritious value of fish and the
importance of fish being free of pollution and
disease, of a sustainable industry and of £ish being
sold in the fish and chip shop or the fish market at
prices we can afford. We all have a vested interest in
keeping a balance. We commend the government on
that objective of the bill.

It has been asked who will measure the
sustainability of the industry. That is not easy. In
many ways that is the most expensive part of this
whole exercise. It is not cheap to do the sort of
research that must be done, the monitoring over the
lengthy period necessary to determine the
parameters that must be set.
Objective (d) is'to facilitate access to fisheries
resources for commercial, recreational, traditional
and non-consumptive uses'. No-one will argue with
that. It is no good having fisheries if we do not have
access to them. We must take account of commercial
fishing, an industry whose economic importance is
undervalued, but the recreational fishing industry
involves literally hundreds of millions of investment
dollars in the form of recreation time, gear,
education and the rest of the process associated with
recreational fishing.
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In the societa1 development context, recreational
fishing can be an important psychological relaxant
for many people. The minister might smile, but
many of us love to drop a line in the river or creek
and relax. It is a great form of relaxation. If, like me,
he does not catch any fish, it is even better because
he will not be interrupted. Every fishing person will
say that it is a great form of relaxation as well as a
way of exercising the mind.

opposition if you do not oppose something. TIlat
defeats the purpose of what we should be on about.
Let us talk about the bits that are missing. The
government, in its rush to cut government
spending, has left out what I believe to be critical to
the legislation. That makes me wonder where it will
find the money to implement the changes the bill is
supposed to bring about. Perhaps it has left this out
because it has not worked out how to fund it.

The Gippsland branch of the Latrobe Valley
Fly-fishing Oub writes to me constantly. The
minister knows I convey its concerns to him and, to
the minister's credit, he answers letters in a
reasonable time, which is not true of every minister
in this government Trout fishing people are
concerned that as trout is a non-indigenous,
introduced species, there has been an attempt to
wipe it out Trout fishing is an important
recreational activity. One could argue that trout
were introduced with European settlement - more
correctly, invasion - of this country and trout are a
highly nutritious fish, and trout fishing being a jolly
good sport.

As mentioned in debate of the Coastal Management
Bill, which was before the house a few weeks ago,
everyone knows that the health of our streams,
rivers, estuaries and coastline depends so much on
what happens on the land. We have all seen the
television advertisements that point out that if a
plastic bag is dropped out the window of a car it will
end up in the creek, in the river, in the bay and
eventually on the coastline somewhere. The rubbish
flows on. I am pleased the government has
continued to promote those advertisements. The
critical part of the Fisheries Bill is educating people
to ensure that they stop polluting the environment
so that we have a sustainable resource and a
sustainable fishing industry.

Objective (e), 'to facilitate the rationalisation and
restructuring of the commercial fishing industry',
gives some trouble. The government rationalised the
electricity industry, and what do we have left? Not
much. It is a wonder the government is not
privatising the fishing industry. Is that the next step?
We will see whether the government next privatises
the fisheries. It will privatise the fish! That would be
right. That objective is an indication that the
government has understood what is understood
throughout the industry: there has to be some
rationalisation. There are too many players and the
industry is not organised. We do not have a problem
with that. We will support that.
The final objective of the bill is 'to encourage the
participation of resource users in fisheries
management'. We commend that. It is most unusual.
The way this bill is written, it is a wonder the
minister has not been kicked out of cabinet. He
wants to involve some of those affected in the
management of this resource. We support that, will
encourage that and will monitor the m.inister's
implementation of that objective, ensuring that
recreational and commercial users are involved in
the implementation of the bill. That is a good thing.
We will not tell the Premier that the minister wants
to involve the people in the decision making.
That is the good news. I want to get on to some of
the bad news. There is no point in being in

Last Sunday night I watched a television program
on the Exxon Valdez disaster in Alaska. That oil
supertanker ran aground spewing out thick oil over
hundreds of square kilometres. It was a worldwide
environmental disaster because it had an impact on
the fishing industry, fishing villages and people who
rely on fishing for their livelihoods. They will never
recover from that disaster, yet the governments in
that region believed self-regulation would sort out
the problems in the industry. It illustrates that we
must be ever watchful in protecting our waterways.
TIlls government is cutting back on the resources
available to the Environment Protection
Authority - a third of its staff are going. Despite
statements from the Chairman of the EPA to the
effect that the authority is not losing staff but
redeploying them, most of them are being redirected
to the front door! We are losing valuable, highly
skilled staff who understand the environment.
Self-regulation is a disaster for the environment
because it does not work. That is why the bill
contains penalty clauses. It appoints licensing
inspectors who will maintain the regulations, but I
am concerned that there will not be sufficient
officers in the authority to ensure that our waters are
not polluted. We must make sure that we do not
have another Nufarm - a western suburbs chemical
company with questionable practices - polluting
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our waters or other companies creating
environmental disasters such as oil spills.
The government is privatising the port of Geelong,
which has the only oil mop in Australia. Who will
mind that? These are important questions that the
government should address as part of the bill. You
cannot have a healthy fishing industry if you have
polluted water. We must discuss these issues as part
of the broader debate on the bill Indeed, even
though it is a fisheries bill, we should get out of the
water and onto the land and make sure that our
rivers and streams are healthy.
The honourable member for Swan Hill responded to
some of the comments made by the opposition's
lead speaker about the non-involvement of the
Aboriginal people of Victoria in discussions on the
bill and the fact that they have not been given any
mention in the bill The letter written by Geoff Oark
from the Maar Land Council makes some important
points. I hope the Minister for Natural Resources
takes on board the remarks made in the letter
because they raise several serious concerns.
Mr Oark states in the final paragraph:
TIle new Fisheries Bill makes no mention of, and pays
no attention to, the well documented interests and
needs of Victoria's Aboriginal population. Supporters
of the new FISheries Bill, including current fishery

interests, rely on the statutes of the Native Title Act to
provide Aboriginal people with a role in fishery
development and management This is likely a road to
ruin for both Aboriginal people and Victorian fishery
interests. I urge you to take a close look into this matter
and use whatever influence you can muster in order to
advise those responsible for the new FISheries Bill that
there is a more productive way to proceed than is
currently being offered.

Mr Oark is saying Aboriginal people have to be
involved when the best way to manage the fisheries
in Victoria - not just on the beautiful Gippsland
coast or the Latrobe River or the River Murray, but
anywhere - is being examined. Aboriginal people
have a great deal of knowledge and expertise and,
more importantly, a Wlique environmental
Wlderstanding of how the rivers work that has been
built up over 40 000 or 50 000 years, not a short
200 years.

The Aboriginal people manage fishery resources.
The fish traps in Framlingham are a wonderful
example of how the indigenous people developed
their skills to a fine art. It is sad that these comments
have to be made. Indeed, it stands in sharp contrast
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to the statements made on page 45 of the Land
Conservation Council's Marine and CoasfQI Special
InlJeStigation Proposed R.eccmmendations released in
the past few days. TIle council states:
As part of its consultative process for this investiga~
council members and staff met with representatives of
Aboriginal coastal communities to explain the council's
process and how Aboriginal communities could
contribute to the investigation.

The Land Conservation Council is not a left-wing
organisati~ although some of my constituents may
argue with me about that statement Like
everything, it is not all bad. TIle statement in the
report is typical of what occurs with its
investigations. On the same page the report states:
A major outcome from early meetings was a request
from Aboriginal community representatives to appoint
a liaison officer to consult with the various
communities regarding their interest in the marine and
coastal special investigation.

A liaison officer would have one heck of a job
looking at all the inland and coastal waters in
Victoria. Perhaps two or three officers could be
appointed. I hope the government takes that on
board. The Aboriginal inhabitants ought to be
involved in any examination of the waters and
fisheries, not in the sense of a native title claim or as
an obverse act of racism but because they have been
involved in the fishing industry for thousands of
years and they can contribute something. Some of
their concerns should be taken on board, because we
can learn from them. Only a fool thinks he knows
everything. As a former scientist, I can relate to that
I have seen many people who have put themselves
up as experts and who have made out they know
everything, but out of the mouths of babes come
some gems of wisdom, to paraphrase a proverb.
A couple of important pieces of legislation that were
referred to in the Land Conservation Council report
need to be taken into account when considering this
bill TIle report referred to the Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander Heritage Protection Act 1984 and
indicated how that commonwealth act was
developed with the specific purpose of increasing
the decision-making role of Aboriginal commWlities
in the protection and management of their cultural
heritage.

So much of Aboriginal culture and heritage is
inextricably tied up with fishing and the fishing
industry. It was very much a part of the lifestyle of
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indigenous people; it was part of their culture and
heritage. Even under that act there is a requirement
for this government to include the concerns of
indigenous peoples in the development of this very
important piece of legislation.
The second act is the Archaeological and Aboriginal
Relics Act 1972. Under that state legislation
important sites can be declared permanent or
temporary archaeological areas restricting access
and providing suitable management arrangements.
There are probably tens of thousands of sites that are
important to Aboriginal people and they should all
be protected under that act. In fact, under law they
have to be protected. How can the ignorant white
fellas that write up this sort of legislation and do this
sort of investigation ever hope to understand where
these archaeological sites may or may not be? The
honourable member for Swan Hill will understand
that such has been the history of desecration that
many Aboriginal sacred. sites have never been
revealed because we have been through a period in
this country where they have been destroyed once
they have been revealed. It is important for the
government to take the legislative requirement
under those two commonwealth and state acts on
board and involve Aboriginal people so that when
we - and that is all of us - are looking at the
management and ecological sustainability objectives
of this bill we do not forget the very important
people who have played a part in this.

Mr Oark's letter has raised the point that native title
has been used to fob people off as to why there
should not be any involvement The argument the
opposition puts forward is why should there not be
claims. As every honourable member knows, until
the claim is made, debated and decided Il(H)IlE! will
ever know the outcome. The best example of that is
Mabo itself. I do not think the Aboriginal people of
Victoria want to lay a native title claim over the
whole of Victoria.
Mr Sleggall - What would you put in the bill?
Mr HAMILTON - It would be reasonable to
include a specific clause recognising the
government's requirement under legislation to
involve Aboriginal people in discussions about the
management and protection of archaeologically
Significant sites.
Mr Stegga11 - A management plan?
Mr HAMILTON - Yes, and I think that needs to
be included. That would be a great act of
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reconciliation. There will be no skin off your nose
and no-one will criticise you for doing it
Mr Steggall- And if the government did it
without bringing in legislation? In other words
included--

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Cunningham) Order! The honourable member for Morwell,
without assistance.
Mr HAMILTON - I understand the point the
honourable member for Swan Hill is making, but I
also understand the frustration because of the
promises that have been made by governments in
this country for 208 years, or however long it has
been, that have let down the Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander people -promises such as, 'Trust us.
We'll come and talk to you and we'll do something
about it'. This is an opportunity to include in the
legislation as a mark of respect something that will
include Aboriginal people in the plans. There is a
requirement that they have to be included, but I
understand what the honourable member for Swan
Hill is saying. I take that remark on board and I
appreciate it

I know the honourable member is sincere because I
understand his commitment to the Aboriginal
people in this state, which is probably equal to that
of many on this side of the house. I still think it is
important that a management plan be taken on
board and that the government make a commitment
to include in the legislation or management plan a
requirement that there be consultation with
Aborigines. That would be a wonderful Sign, and I
trust the government will take it on board in further
discussions because by and large this is not a bad
bill.
The opposition is interested in and committed to
making sure that it is a good bill and that the
government performs the balancing act, trips along
the balancing wire and comes up with a measure
which satisfies all the objectives and deals with some
of the concerns I have raised in my comments
tonight Only in that way will we end up with
something of which we can all be proud.
Mr McARTIIUR (Monbulk) - It is a pleasure to
take part in the debate on this bill, particularly when
I am following my esteemed colleague from the
other side of the house, the honourable member for
Morwell. I sometimes wonder whether he should sit
on this side because he seems to have such
sympathy with the government's programs and
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many of its objectives. In addition, unlike many of
his colleagues, he has a sense of humour.
The objectives of the bill were referred to by the
honourable member for MOlwell, and I will do a
brief precis of them:
(a) to promote the management, development and use
of Victoria's fisheries _.
(b) to protect and conserve fisheries resources, habitats

and ecosystems .•.
(c) to promote sustainable commercial fishing and
aquaculture industries _.
(d) to facilitate access to fisheries resources for
commercial, recreational, traditional and
non-consumptive uses;
(e) to facilitate the rationalisation and restructuring of
the commercial fishing industry;
(f)

to encourage the participation of resource users in
fisheries management

~ ~ ~onourable member for Morwell has already
sald, It IS very hard to object to those objectives.

Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr McARTHUR. -Have a close look at the
wording; I do not think it is tautology. I repeat for
your information: it is hard to object to those
objectives. I am glad to see that the opposition has
finally decided not to oppose for the sake of
opposing and will support good legislation when it
sees it Honourable members on both sides of the
house have come to recognise that this is a good bill.
It sets out a blueprint for the management of
fisheries and fisheries resources in Victoria for many
years to come.
It may surprise the house to know that I have been
involved in the development of the bill It has taken
a fair while, but the legislation sets out to provide a
proper blueprint for the effective management of
fisheries resources in the state. It establishes a
framework to operate in two main streams: firstly, it
~ out to manage and regulate the fisheries, which
15 largely covered in part 4, and, secondly, it sets out
to conserve and protect fish stocks and fish habitats
which is dealt with mainly in parts 3 and 5.
'

The management and regulation of fisheries is
~gelr achieved through the restructuring of the
liCensIng system. Dual licences are to operate in
c.ommercial fisheries - the commercial fishing
licence and the fisheries access licence.
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Part 4, clause 36, requires a person to have a licence
to engage in any controlled activity. It then defines
21 different types of 'controlled activity'. The clause
covers almost any activity one can imagine that has
anything to do with fish or fisheries.

Oause ~ of the bill further provides for exemptions
to those provisions to be made by the Governor in
COlmci1. One exemption specified is that children
under the age of 16 years will not need to hold an
angling licence to fish in inland waters. There is also
a general provision for an exemption by the
Governor in Council, but that will be exercised only
after careful consideration.
Clause 38 regulates fishing licences and prescribes
the types or classes of fishing licences that can be
issued, the duration of those licences, the eligibility
of people applying, the issue of new licences the
maximum number of licences that can be iss~ in
any fishery and the specific type of licence for that
fishery. It presaibes which classes of licences are
transferable and provides for conditions to be set for
the transfer of those classes of licences. There are a
number of other provisions regulating licences but,
by and large, they are there to provide the
department and the secretary with the means of
properly managing fisheries and £ish resources in
the future.
I shall later discuss why the bill is an enabling
measure rather than prescriptive regulation as was
the pattern in the past The bill will conserve and
protect fish stocks and fisheries habitat by giving the
secretary power to declare protected aquatic biota
and particular fisheries. It sets out provisions for the
development of fishery management plans and sets
up a system of ro-management that provides for
statutory recognition of peak bodies. On the
commercial side that body is the Victorian Fishing
Industry Federation and on the recreational side the
new peak body is the Victorian Recreational Fishing
Peak Body, which I understand is a council made up
of some 45 members for which an elected committee
manages affairs on a day-to-day basis.
The provision for co-management is important It
allows for the development of a cooperative
arrangement between the regulatory and
management operations of the department and the
commercial or recreational activities of people
involved in fishing. It seeks to move away from the
old system where the department was seen in the
light of an enforcer or regulator and the fisheries and
wildlife inspectors were seen only as people to fear if
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they wanted to look in the boot of one's car or check
whether one had a licence.

This co-management program aims at developing a
program of cooperation and of better practice in
fisheries in Victoria. That can only be to the benefit
of the general community as well as to the benefit of
the fisheries and the fish resources. The program
provides for management advisory committees to be
set up under clause 86 and for codes of practice to be
developed - they will be drafted under the
provisions of clause 87. Draft codes of practice may
be prepared and recommended to the minister by
one of the recognised peak bodies, by an approved
fishery body corporate or fishery association or by a
fishery management advisory committee or any
other advisory committee established under the
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987. The
minister will consider those draft codes of practice.
There is a specified process for the approval of those
codes.
lbat picks up one of the points made by the
honourable member for Morwell, who spoke about
the need to recognise and involve Koorie
communities in the operations of the bill. That is
fairly well provided for. Through the development
of management plans and through the advisory
committees there is ample opportunity for Koorie
communities to be involved in the management and
preservation of the fisheries and there is ample
opportunity for them to be involved in advising the
department on areas they consider sacred or special
or on issues they consider important to their culture
and lifestyle. Although there is no specific provision
in the bill relating to Koorie activities, there is
certainly ample opportunity for them to be involved;
and I invite them to take part in the fisheries
management and. to make use of the conditions
included in the bill.
I also point out to the honourable member for
Morwell that the department arranged a meeting
with Mr Geoff Oark, who was referred to by the
honourable member, to discuss the bill but Mr Oark
did not show up at that meeting. So an attempt was
made by the department to consult with
representatives of the Koorie community.
It is clear from the discussions that have been held
so far that there will be substantial benefits to
Victorian commercial fishing operations, to
recreational fishing groups and to individuals
involved in recreational fishing if our fisheries and
fish resources are better managed. I am sure
honourable members on both sides of the house
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would agree that we do not want our fisheries to
decline in the way some Canadian and other
Northern Hemisphere fisheries have declined. The
last thing we want is argument and divisiveness
over access to an increasingly diminishing resource.
It is in the interests of the government, the
community and the industry to ensure that our
fisheries are managed and protected in a way that
will ensure that the stock will continue to be
available and will be increasingly plentiful in the
years to come. I do not think there is much argument
about the need to do that.
There was and will always be discussion about the
best means of achieving that aim, and one of the
major benefits of the bill is that it provides a series of
forums for discussion of those issues through the
committees of management, the development of
management plans. The community, the industry
and all individuals interested in fishing and fisheries
will have the opportunity to have their voices heard
and through these processes they will be able to
present for consideration any information or
expertise they may have.
The bill lays down strict requirements for the

secretary to consider all the views presented in the
development of management plans and it gives
equal weight to the views presented on behalf of
individuals or organisations, so there is substantial
scope for members of the community, community
groups and the industry to be involved in the
operations of the fisheries.
There has been a good deal of discussion about the
consultative process that led to the drafting of the
bill. I will go back to the start of my involvement in
this as a member of the party's natural resources
committee, which has been working on this bill for
well over a year now.
A discussion paper was released by the department
in August 1994. In spite of the comments that there
has been little consultation. that discussion paper
was mailed to 1600 interested individuals and
groups, including every licensed commercial
operator and every known recreational fishing club.
They were invited to study the discussion paper and
to provide a response to the department The result
was some 182 registrations of interest in the issue
and 34 submissions on the discussion paper, from
both recreational and commercial fishing interests.
There was fairly strong general support for the
directions that were proposed in the discussion
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paper. From that process the government and the
department proceeded, through a series of drafting
exercises, to draft, redraft and redraft until the bill
was finally introduced. It was initially intended to
introduce the bill in the spring of 1994 and to have it
lay over until this autumn session for further
consideration by the community.
Nevertheless, what happened was that the drafting
was so extensive and so involved that the bill was
not ready for introduction into Parliament until this
session. Following its introduction there has been a
fair bit of community concern that there should be
further consultation. I understand that the
department has had some seven meetings with the
Victorian Fishing Industry Federation - three prior
to the introduction of the bill and four subsequent to
that. Although those discussions are continuing and
some issues still need to be resolved, the federation
should be fairly pleased with the amount of
consultation that it has had in the development of
this bill and its further refinement.
The minister has made it very clear in a press release
that he issued only a few days ago that extra time
will be made available to people who are interested
in discussing refinements of the bill. It will proceed
to a second reading this week, and it will then be
held over until the spring session. That will allow
plenty of opportunity for any details that need to be
sorted out to be rectified in that time.

I shall turn to some of the issues that have come up
in the public consultation program since the bill was
introduced into Parliament. Questions have been
raised by the VFIF on the security of licences,
particularly on the value of licences. On the one
hand some people have been arguing that
commercial licences will be devalued by the
introduction of this bill, while on the other hand
there has been a concern that the introduction of this
bill and the introduction of the new licence system
will expose commercial fishermen to capital gains
tax penalties.
The department contacted the Australian Tax Office
concerning potential capital gains tax implications of
the provisions relating to transfers of existing
licences to the new licence system. The response
from Mr T. M. Hughes, the Deputy Commissioner of
Taxation, says:
As you know, under paragraph 160ZZPE(4)-

of the taxation act -
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the term 'statutory licence' is defined to mean, inter
alia, an authority, licence or permit granted by or on
behalf of a government, or a government authority,
under a statutory law of the Commonwealth, of a State,
or of a Territory.
We advise that the licences are considered to be
statutory licences within the meaning of section
160ZZPE of the ITAA (Income Tax Assessment Act). As
such, the issue of replacement licences under the new
act - whether those replacement licences are issued
immediately or at some time after the repeal of the
Fisheries Act 1968, pwsuant to clause 140 - will come
within the ambit of the rollover provisions of the
capital gains tax legislation. and section 160ZZPE in
particular.

If the original licence was acquired before 20 September
1985, the replacement licence(s) will also be taken to be
acquired before that date and on the subsequent
disposal of the replacement licence(s) there will be no
capital gains tax liability.

If a commercial fishing operator held a licence prior
to 20 September 1985 the replacement of that licence
with the new licence will not make him liable to a
capital gains tax, nor will it lose him his capital gains
tax exemption. I return to the letter, which says:
Where the original licence was acquired on or after 20
September 1985, the replacement of that licence with a
'new' licence or licences has no capital gains tax
consequences. The 'new' licence, which is acquired. at
the time it is granted to the licensee, has a cost base for
capital gains purposes equal to the cost base (indexed
for inflation) of the original licence at the time it expires
plus any amount paid to acquire the new licence. On
the subsequent disposal of the 'new' licence a capital
gain or loss may result Where there are two licences
issued in place of the original licence, the cost base
would be apportioned if one of those licences were
subsequently sold, in order to detennine whether there
was a capital gain or loss arising from that sale.

It is clear from that letter from the Deputy
Commissioner of Taxation that there are no capital
gains tax implications arising out of the issue of
replacement licences under the bill. Commercial
fishing operators can rest assured that they will
suffer no capital gains tax penalty from the
application of the new act.

Many of the other concerns that have been raised by
the VFIF relate to something the honourable
member for Swan Hill was talking about, namely,
the unfamiliarity that some people have with
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enabling legislation. For a number of years we have
heard complaints about the inappropriateness of the
old act and how some of the regulations and some of
the requirements were out of date, did not fit in with
modern fishing practices and did not apply to
modern technology and machinery.
That is the problem with the old-style legislation; it
was largely prescriptive and very detailed in its
operation. One of the benefits of moving to enabling
legislation is that it is somewhat open~ded. It sets
a framework within which the act will operate. It
enables the department and the minister to provide
for effective, flexible management; it is not
hidebound by regulation and by prescription. It will
allow the industry, the minister and the department
to develop management and regulatory practices
and procedures as they are required for the proper
operation and management of the fishing industry.
That is something that so far some people have not
properly understood.
The bill provides for that flexibility. It also provides
safeguards by providing avenues of appeal, both
internally and to the AAT, from decisions made by
the secretary. The provisions for internal review are
in clause 121 and clause 122 provides for review by
the Administrative Appeals Tribunal of decisions
made in relation to the issue, transfer or refusal of
transfer of licences, or where licences are cancelled
or suspended. Any person aggrieved by a decision
may apply to the AAT for a review within 28 days of
the decision.
The bill provides for a new management structure. It
further provides for increased penalties in a number
of areas. That is to be welcomed because we do not
want to see people who can illegally exploit a fishery
make enormous commercial gains at no real
financial risk to themselves if caughL I refer in
particular to the abalone fishery. I point out that
Wlless there are very strong financial penalties for
breaches of regulations, abalone poaching will
continue to be a risk.
The potential gains from poaching are so great that
tmless the fines are very large there is a big incentive
to have a go. If the poacher gets caught he can say,
'Well, the money I made will certainly cover the
penalty'. The bill provides much stronger penalties
to deal with that problem. We do not want any
fisheries to be threatened. by the sort of behaviour
that has occurred in other countries in the pasL
During her contribution the honourable member for
Altona proposed a reasoned amendment which in
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effect requires the bill to be withdrawn until there is
further consultation. I have already referred to the
consultation that has taken place during the
development of the bill There has been extensive
and inclusive consultation. All bodies known to be
connected in any way with the fishing industry,
whether recreational or commercial, were invited to
comment on the discussion paper. A large number
took that opportunity, and most people supported
the direction proposed in the discussion paper. The
bill accords with those directions. Although some
people associated with the fishing industry
expressed concern about particular provisions of the
bill, there is general and broad support for its
direction.
The minister has already said that further time will
be allowed for consultation on specific issues. There
will be ample time during the winter recess for
debate on how those particular matters will apply
and whether an amendment or amendments are
required. When the bill is debated during the
committee stage next session there will be an
opportunity for amendments to be proposed, if
necessary, and they can be debated then. There is no
need for the honourable member to move an
amendment seeking to have the bill withdrawn. The
minister has already given an assurance that the bill
will not proceed past the second-reading stage
during this session. We will be able to further debate
the bill and propose amendments during the spring
session.
The honourable member for Altona argued that the
government had reduced funding and resourcing to
the department, particularly in the area of regulation
and the control of illegal activities. That is
completely wrong. The minister has allocated an
additional $1 million a year to the department,
which the honourable member would have known if
she had bothered to read the minister's
second-reading speech. That $1 million has allowed
for the employment of an additiona113 field officers,
2 special investigators and 2 extra departmental
support staff to assist those operations.

In recent months there has been significant media
coverage of the successes the department has had in
catching people involved in illegal activities in the
fishing industry. There has been a lot of coverage in
the metropolitan press, particularly with regard to
abalone. I am surprised the honourable member for
Altona was not aware of thaL It is clear from her
speech that she was not familiar with a large
number of the provisions of the bill. Perhaps she has
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not bothered to read the newspapers as well as not
bothering to read the bill.
This is a good piece of legislation, and the minister
should be congratulated for the work he has done
and the consultation processes involved in the
development of the bill The preparation of the bill
has taken considerable time. It has involved all the
groups that have an interest in fishing, whether
recreational or commercial It has also involved the
environment groups; all the key environment
groups have been consulted and they all support the
bill's direction.

Some would argue there should be compulsory
management plans for all the fisheries, but that is
inappropriate at this time because a large number of
management plans cannot be developed oVernight
The development of a management plan is an
extensive process. It is an inclusive process in that it
involves all people who have an interest in the issue,
whether they are local people or are from outside
the community. You cannot snap your fingers and
procure dozens of management plans simply
because somebody thinks it is a great idea.
The bill is enabling legislation. The government will
continue to consult on its provisions and, no doubt,
the measure will be further refined in the future. The
bill provides a very good framework and blueprint
for the proper management of the fishing industry
for many decades to come. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I support the
comments of the shadow minister for agriculture
and rural affairs on the bill, and I shall also put on
record some of the concerns the fisheries industry
has raised about the bill. The minister has quite
rightly taken some of those concerns into account by
delaying the passage of the bill until the spring
session of Parliament. I congratulate him for that.
However, it is still important and worthwhile that
the shadow minister has not only requested that the
bill be withdrawn but also that its reintroduction be
conditional on further consultation.
I do not discount that this is a very sensitive issue on
which there can probably never be enough
consultation. Even after you feel you have made
some progress there is always more to do; there are
always more groups to talk to. The minister's
announcement of an umbrella group of people
involved in both commercial and recreational
fishing is a welcome initiative and one which will
assist in the consultation process required for the bill.
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The objectives of the bill are not challenged by the

industry or by opposition members. They are
certainly objectives we support It is not the
objectives of the bill that are in question but whether
they will be realised by the passage of the bill and
whether further work should be undertaken so that
the objectives are translated into action when the
legislation is passed.
The first objective of the bill is:
(a) to promote the management, development and use
of Vldoria's fisheries and associated aquatic
biological resources in an efficien~ effective and
ecologically sustainable manner.

Clearly that has bipartisan support as well as
support from those groups who have some interest
in the bill. The second objective is:
(b) to protect and conserve fisheries resources, habitats
and ecosystems to ensure the viability and
sustainability of fisheries and aquaculture
industries.

Ensuring long life for the fishing industry in Victoria
is certainly one of the key issues which must be a
part of this bill, and any change to the act after
25 years that can advance that should be supported
by both sides of the house. The objectives continue:
(c)

to promote sustainable commercia16shing and
aquaculture industries and quality recreational
fishing opportunities for the benefit of present and
future generations;

(d) to facilitate access to fisheries resources for
commercial, recreational, traditional and
non-amsumptive uses;
(e) to facilitate the rationalisation and restructuring of
the commercial fishing industry;
(t)

to encourage the participation of resource users in
fisheries management

All those objectives are hard to oppose, and they are
supported by this side of the house and by the
fishing industry and other interest groups. However,
questions arise about whether those objectives will
be realised.

I will refer to matters raised by the Victorian Fishing
Industry Federation (VF1F) about which the minister
will be aware. No doubt those matters will be the
subject of consultation between now and the spring
sessional period when the bill will again be before
the house.
In its submission of 28 March 1995 to the natural
resources committee the VFIF states:
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We support those objectives in clause 3. However, what
we do say is those objectives are not met.

It is not surprising that the minister has decided not
to have the bill pass in this sessional period but to
hold it over for further discussion because the points
raised by the VFIF are valid; they require careful
negotiation and discussion to improve further the
reforms recommended after 25 years of industry
operations.
Some of the substantive matters raised by the
federation are worth recording. I refer to parts of the
federation's submission:
The bill leaves more questions unanswered than it
answers.
The bill allows for a legislative framework. whereby
many of the aitic:al decisions will be by
regulation-making power, orders in council,
declarations by the minister and considerable
discretionary power being vested in the secretary of the
department

The industry says the notion of ministerial
responSIbility and accountability to Parliament for
the industry will be diminished by the bill. That may
or may not be desirable, but the industry as the key
beneficiary of the bill should be convinced that
ministerial discretion is not as good a system as one
governed by the secretary of the department or by
regulations. 1bat matter must be discussed. The
federation further states:
Responsibility for management of the resource must
rest with Parliament through the responsible minister.

The current bill allows almost everything to be done by
regulation and other delegated powers which dilutes
the power of Parliament
The bill concentrates absolute power of management in
the hands of others but without safety mechanisms.
The bill ignores involvement by direct stakeholders,
commercial and recreational
The bill weakens the co-management principle.
The bill creates a lack of economic certainty.

Those substantive matters must be resolved before
the bill is debated again. The honourable member
for Altona is quite right to say in her reasoned
amendment that the bill should not only lie over but
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that there should be a mandatory requirement that
consultation occur and that some satisfaction should
be achieved.
The federation continues:
So much of the structure to meet those objectives is not
set out in the bill but will be left to be determined at a
later stage. For reasons already outlined, we are aitical
of that
The promotion of sustainable commercial fishing will
not be achieved unless there is some security given in
terms of access to resource.

That is a complex issue and goes to the
rationalisation of the industry and the balancing of
environmental and sustainable development issues
with that of the industry's desire to have access to
the resource. Those complex issues must be further
examined. The federation then states:
The bill tallcs about the objective of facilitating access

for reaeational and traditional users. The bill does not
provide adequate protection for that

That matter should be addressed. Access by
recreational users, by fishermen and fisherwomen I think the correct title is fishers -who wish to
occasionally fish at facilities which have traditionally
been available, such as jetties and piers, has been
significantly diminished because of the intrusion
onto those jetties by private interests and, in the case
of Williamstown, Significant commercial interests.
Transfield Construction (Victoria) Pty Ltd and
Amecon have taken over a number of piers at
Williamstown restricting access to those facilities.
One incident concerning Breakwater Pier and two
others in the Transfield precinct became the subject
of significant debate in Williamstown. These are
emotive issues. There must be a recognition that
industry needs to redevelop; the redevelopment of
the Transfield and Amecon shipyards is a great
example of how industries can be regenerated with
an enterprise culture and with a sustainable future,
but there is always a cost In this case, some of the
facilities are locked up and piers to which families
have traditionally had access are no longer
accessible except by agreement - in this case, with
the shipping company. I do not say we should
necessarily leave things as they are forever, but the
provision of alternatives, including proper access for
and understanding of how recreational fishers will
fit into this new arrangement, is important
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Another area of which the minister may be aware in
Williamstown is the water around Newport power
station - the Warmies as it is known - where some
of the hot water effluent from the power station is
discharged into the bay, thereby attracting fish. It is
a very popular spot but it is underdeveloped. At the
weekend and even during the week a significant
number of fishers use that facility, but there is no
real recognition of that in the development of
resources.
Honourable members could refer to many examples
in their electorates of how the objectives of the bill
will affect access for traditional users. It is an
important consideration which requires further
consultation.
The VFIF further states:
We believe that the objectives are also deficient in that
there is no mention of the importance of research;
nor of enforcement, nor of the mechanisms for
financial support for peak bodies whether they be
commercial or recreational.

Those important matters should be on the record
and should form the agenda for discussion with the
industry if it is to support the new arrangements.
The need for economic certainty has been given
prominence in the federation's submission. It clearly
is important for an industry which contributes
enormously to the Victorian economy. The
importance of the industry to the Victorian economy
is Significant The industry is growing and has the
potential to provide significant value adding to the
primary industry sector.
It should be noted that the commercial catch is
worth about $120 million a year. That significant
addition to the Victorian economy should be
protected and enhanced. The bill should provide
economic certainty for the industry while balancing
other considerations of sustainable resources and
environmental considerations. That issue has not
been sufficiently addressed, according to the
industry representatives.
The catching sector of the industry employs nearly
2500 fishers and crew on a fleet of about 1000
registered fishing vehicles. It is a significant industry
in Williamstown and across Port Phillip Bay. It is a
large employer and should be protected. The
economic security arrangements for the fishing
industry should be enhanced by the bill, but the
VFIF says the bill unfortunately does not cover those
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matters in sufficient detail. The related expenditure
from recreational fishing is estimated to be worth
$500 million a year. The federation further states:
The importance of fishing to the economy of Victoria is

substantial. The facts stated above ignore the
considerable export income and value-added processes.
It ignores employment in the secondary sectors of
processing and marketing. It ignores the number of
people employed in the supply fields of fishing gear
and equipment and also ignores the various service
and supply industries providing support to
recreational and commercial fisheries.

This important matter should be dealt with to the
satisfaction of the industry while balancing the other
community interests Parliament needs to protect.
The industry says it will have less protection if the
Parliament and the minister do not adhere to
ministerial responsibility requirements but largely
delegate that power by regulation or Governor in
Council arrangements to the secretary to the
department or by other administrative arrangements.

The importance to the industry of economic
certainty cannot be understated. Why is this so
important? We need to consider some of the matters
raised by the federation. It has been said to the
minister that there is not enough time for the bill to
be considered properly by the federation and for
economic certainty to be ensured. The federation is
saying that for several reasons.
The industry requires security to encourage business
planning and good fishing practices. It needs to give
long-term access rights that encourage fishers to
look after the resource. Oearly, some of the
management proposals in the bill will go some way
towards that, but there needs to be some assurance
that the industry will be the key party to the
acceptance of proposals in the bill. There needs to be
some certainty to ensure that proper planning is
engaged, that changes in technology are embraced
and that investments are planned accordingly.
As I have mentioned, we are talking about an
industry with a turnover of around $120 million,
ignoring the export potential of the industry. The
investment decisions made now, based on this
soon-to-be-enacted bill, are important. If those
decisions are not able to be made because of some
uncertainty, the bill has not served the purpose
intended.

There is a need to create real and sustainable jobs in
the industry, not just jobs in the existing sector but
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also in value-adding sectors. We must look at how
value-adding industries can feed off the resource.
There is a need to encourage innovation in
technology to promote economic efficiency. That
will not be enhanced by the failure to mention in the
bill the importance of research. Research is
important and it should be dealt with by the bill.
The bill does nothing to give security of access in
meeting those needs.
In summary, the federation says the bill produces
uncertainty and an economic climate in which
long-term investment decisions cannot be made and
financing cannot be assessed. Financial
arrangements with banks are also affected. The
industry has some associated risks. The bill must
take into account, between now and the spring
session of Parliament, economic certainty and
security and those long-term investment decisions
the industry is required to make. It must provide
some comfort to the federation as the key
overarching group for the industry.

Understandably, the bill deals with a range of
complex matters, matters that sensibly cannot be
dealt with in this session of Parliament, matters that
should be held over. In the words of the honowable
member for Altona, they should be held over in a
mandatory way, requiring consultation and not just
that the bill lie on the table in the hope that
consultation will occur.
The motion of the honourable member for Altona is
clear. It states:
_. this house refuses to read this bill a second time until
there has been adequate consultation with the various
interest groups involved with the fishing industry.

That is an important requirement, given the matters
I have raised and the matters of economic certainty
and future investment the federation has raised. It is
a $120 million industry that contributes significantly
to the Victorian economy. The federation claims that
future investment decisions are being held up by the
uncertainty of the bill. The opposition urges the
minister to settle some of those matters between
now and the spring session of Parliament, ensuring
the federation is a party to the bill and is satisfied
that this refol1ll, after 25 years, will be an advance
and not a lost opportunity to bring about significant
reform.
Mr TREASURE (Gippsland East) - I rise in
support of the Fisheries Bill, a singly important piece
of legislation affecting a large area of my electorate
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and a large amount of the industry therein. It is also
extremely important to the state of Victoria and the
nation.

I congratulate the Minister for Natural Resources on
his approach to the bill. The department has had to
please a large number of people, which is not always
an easy process to partake in. Since the first
discussion paper came out, several months have
elapsed. Instead of ramming the bill through - the
opposition often uses that term -the minister and
the committee have been tolerant in the extra time
that has been given in letting the bill lie over until
the spring session. This is to give the various
bodies -namely, recreational peak bodies and
commercial fishermen - adequate time to study the
bill and put forward a case on what is important to
them in the new fisheries management legislation.

In the world today a great decline in fish stock
resources and fish products has been seen. It is of
great concern to the government that we protect the
valuable resources of the Victorian coast. We are
setting about the process of bringing forward a bill
that gives a modern framework of legislation that is
workable, compabble with the times, modern and.
adaptable.
Some concern has been expressed by commercial
fishermen in my electorate about the risk of enabling
legislation, as it is known, but I have assured them
that this is the modem way of legislating. We need
to be able to respond quickly and easily to change in
the industry. The old legislation is very much bound
up by prescriptive terminology, whereby it takes an
act of Parliament, which very often will take months
if not up to a year to get through, just to malce
simple adjustments to the management of a fishery.
With the passing of that time, while we are setting
about doing something about a problem,
considerable damage might be done.
For instance, at the moment lobster is worth in
high-market periods, some $55 a kilogram and
abalone is reaching $45 a kilogram in the shell This
creates an enormous temptation for the
mistreatment, poaching and illegal taking of this
resource by amateur or other fishers whom I might
call illegal fishers. Such prices have come about
because of increasing demand for fisheries products.
A legislative framework that will set about
controlling the illegal flow of fish product is
necessary. If we look to the northern hemisphere the Americas, Asia and many other areas - we will
see in a great many places depleted stocks of fish
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and fisheries that will take many years to recover
and return to their original state, if ever that is the
case. In some cases, with continual fishing of already
depleted resources, fisheries may never return to
their original state because of lack of control and
lack of a modem. approach to their management
The bill will lie over until the spring sessional
period, which is important because some 12 months
will have elapsed since the first discussion paper
was issued. It is rare for a government to lay a bill on
the table for such a long time to ensure that it gets it
right The Minister for Natural Resources has given
a commitment that he will get it right I commend
him for it He has shown tolerance, understanding
and patience in undertaking this process. Proper
planning must occur to guarantee investment in the
commercial fishing industry and the long-tenn
future and sustainable use of resources. If we are to
have sufficient employment into the next century for
those who gain their livelihood from the industry,
the resource must be guaranteed. As part of the
resource management we must concentrate not just
on the £ish but on the fisheries; by doing that we will
guarantee the long-term future of the Victorian and
Australian industry.
Lakes Entrance is the home of about seven different
types of fisheries. Approximately 37 commercial
fishermen fish in the estuarine waters of the lake
system and there are many different types of boats,
ranging from the shark fleet, a Danish seine fleet, a
deep-water trawling fleet and a rock lobster fleet to
various vessels that catch all sorts of creatures from
bugs and crabs to prawns and eels. Lakes Entrance
has a wide variety of vessels and types of craft. It is
strategically placed for the fishery resource, which is
the major reason why so many boats congregate
there. On average about 70 vessels are permanently
stationed at Lakes Entrance, but when the prawns
and scallops are in season up to 100 boats can
operate from that busy port.

The operation of the dredge and the maintaining of
the bar are essential, and the government has
recognised. and continues to recognise that they are
an important part of the infrastructure of an
industry that provides so much income and
employment in my electorate. The fishing industry
in Lakes Entrance adds about $100 million annually
to the Victorian economy. 1bat amount is not so
much the shore value or the value of the fish
product ex boat, but the value of the product when it
leaves Lakes Entrance and is handled many times by
people who earn a living from it It eventually ends
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up on a plate in a home or a restaurant, and its
value to the Victorian economy as it is taken through
the various stages is considerable.
Lakes Entrance produces some 10 000 tonnes of fish

per annum, and much of that is sold at the
Melbourne Wholesale Fish Market at Footsaay. The
market handles between 14 000 to 16 000 tonnes of
fish per annum. Fish is also sold interstate and
overseas. Gippsland fish have been exported to
various countries for the past 28 years and the
export industry is an important segment of the
market. We need to be aware of the importance of
the industry and make sure that we establish a
system that ensures its future.

Mallacoota has a viable abalone industry that is
worth approximately $20 million a year to the local
community. A number of divers operate along the
East Gippsland coast and the cooperative at
Mallacoota processes the abalone, the majority of
which is exported. The abalone industry is well run
and is known as being squeaky clean because of its
adherence to the regulations and proper practice.
Regulators throughout Australia and those who care
about the resource are concerned at the poaching of
abalone and are trying to prevent this illegal
industry. The government wants to protect the
resource to ensure that the industry continues to
exist in the long term.
By moving the reasoned amendment the opposition
is demonstrating that is a mile behind the pace. 'The
government announced some days ago that the bill
will lie over, which is what the opposition is asking
for, so I do not understand why it has moved the
reasoned amendment Plenty of time will be given
for consultation. It is a pity the opposition is not up
with the pace and is not more original when moving
reasoned amendments.
The recreational fishing industry is very important
Most households have a fishing rod in a cupboard or
behind a door and many people participate in
recreational fishing. My electorate covers many
rivers and lakes and is a popular destination for
recreational anglers, no matter whether they are surf
fishermen, trout fishermen or lake fishermen. It is
important that these people are recognised and that
their resource is protected. Amateur fishing licences
cover inland waters and raise approximately
$1.9 million in revenue per annum, which goes back
to the management of the fresh water recreational
fisheries. I am pleased at the restodcing of our
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mountain streams with trout over the past few
years, which has proved very popular.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.
Mr TREASURE - Prior to the suspension of the
sitting I was speaking about recreational fishing and
the formation of a Victorian recreational fishing
body as a representative organisation of all those
many people and groups that participate in
recreational angling. I say for the information of the
house that there are more than 300 organisations in
Victoria that represent amateur and recreational
anglers. Without even attempting to identify the
number of individuals that they might represent it is
certainly of significance that so many people see fit
to participate in this industry.
As a consequence of that, this bill allows for the
Victorian Recreational Fishing Peak Body to be
represented on the FISheries Management
Committee. That committee, along with
representatives of commercial fishing groups,
presents the advice that comes through to the
government through the department and influences
the legislation that will be presented in the future.

I will mention a few other issues relating to
recreational fishing because it has very important
economic ramifications. Many recreational anglers
visit my electorate and the industry is worth many
tourism dollars to East Gippsland and Victoria. It is
controversial in as much as there has been a lot of
discussion about whether there should be a general
angling licence to cover freshwater fishing or
whether it should cover a wider range of amateur
and recreational anglers regardless of whether they
fish along the coast, in the lakes or wherever.
It has been my opinion for some time that we should
advocate the broader licence because I believe that
creates an opportunity and an income to do much
more in terms of servicing that industry. Without
some form of generated incomeit is very difficult to
improve the services and facilities available to
amateur fishermen in Victoria. I talk about such
things as jetties, boat launching ramps, fish-scaling
facilities, rubbish disposal services and all of the
many other services that are of use to the amateur
angler.
I do not believe amateur anglers would be
concerned about paying a small fee if they could see
some direct benefit from it The problem occurs with
people who are suspicious of 'another charge'
because they see it as another government tax and
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revenue raiser that will disappear into the black hole
of general revenue and not be returned to the
industry for which it is intended. That is the basic
problem. Over the next few months we have to
identify clearly the uses that such a licence fee could
be put to and work out a way in which those funds
can be dedicated to a specific use rather than run the
risk of them being lost in the general revenue pot
Great potential exists along those lines, and there are
probably commercial fishermen who, if offered a
financial incentive, would like to retire from the
industry with compensation from public funding.
On the other hand, there are many recreational
anglers who believe there would be no better way to
improve the lot of the amateur angler than to
prohibit at least some of the commercial fishing that
occurs in certain areas. They are some of the matters
to be considered over the next few months.
Angling clubs in my electorate are great advocates
of buyouts. Nobody is saying that commercial
fishermen should be deprived of their livelihoods
and that they should simply be put out of their
areas. Rather they are saying that money should be
raised through the licence system so those people
can seek compensation and leave the industry. As a
consequence one would hope we would see an
improvement in the general lot of the amateur
angler.
It is probably not factual, but it is certainly perceived
by the average angler who cannot catch a fish and
who sees a professional fishing boat somewhere
near pulling fish from the water without any trouble
that the problem lies with professional fishermen.
That is not always the case. It is well established that
90 per cent of the fish taken by amateur anglers are
taken by 10 per cent of those anglers.

As a competent amateur fisherman, Mr Speaker, you
would know that it takes some degree of skill and
knowledge to achieve a catch; it is not simply a
matter of throwing a line in. Inevitably there will be
many fishermen who are first timers. I put myself in
that category when it comes to salt water and coastal
areas but not so much when it comes to mountain
streams and trout - we all tmderstand our own
backyards. It is important to remember that point,
because certain anglers regard commercial
fisherman as a problem.
I have mentioned the benefits that can be derived
from the revenue raised by a general angling licence,
and they extend to many areas of service and even
to a better on-groWld presence of fishery inspectors,
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be they rangers or officers in some other category.
Research is also an important area; we need to know
more about our fisheries and the breeding habits of
species that are of commercial interest. The ability to
attract anglers to an area is certainly of commercial
value, and advocates from many of the rivers in East
Gippsland would say at present that it is necessary
to put back bag limits on bream fisheries and to
reintroduce a season so that those fisheries can be
better managed.
There are times when the bream congregate up in
the river systems and at those times it is relatively
easy for even an inexperienced angler to take more
than could be considered a fair catch. The
Mitchell, Tambo, Nicholson, Snowy and Bemm
rivers come to mind in this regard; they are all
popular angling areas. We should keep that in mind.
To get back to the enabling legislation, an important
area of the bill is the prOvision that allows for
adaptability of regulations.
Although commercial fishermen in my area have no
problem with the regulation provisions of the bill,
they have expressed concern that somewhere in the
future another government might not be as lcind to
the industry as this government and might not be as
democratic in the process of setting up legislation of
this type, so therefore this type of bill may not be
good in the long term. My answer to that would be
that we cannot legislate into the future forever, but
we have to look at the medium term and we must
have adaptability, which this bill allows.
1bat point is worthy of further comment because a
problem with the old type of legislation is that it is
not adaptable. Much of it is restrictive and to make
any alteration to it requires an act of Parliament. It is
the intention of the new legislation to set up a
modem framework that will allow regulations to be
altered. They will be adaptable and will allow the
government to meet needs quickly as conditions
change.
From time to time we hear stories about
international fishing boats coming into or near
Australian waters. We hear about the Japanese, the
Russians or others coming in with big factory ships.
As a nation we need to watch that situation, but I do
not believe it is an area the state government can
handle. The bill provides for cooperation between
the states and between the Victorian and federal
governments for fisheries management. 1hat is
important, because as time goes by it will be more
and more necessary for the states to cooperate so
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that fisheries can be managed in a coordinated
manner and so that the regulations, rules and laws

that apply across the nation will become more
uniform. The bill is a stepping stone in that process,
and somewhere down the track we will see more
uniformity as time goes by.
That concludes what I wish to say about the bill. I
look forward to the bill being proclaimed. It is an
enormous step forward in the management of our
fisheries. In the next few months we will probably
see some adaptation and alteration to the bill's
provisions as consultation goes on. This is a
praiseworthy process; it is necessary that the peak
recreational fishing and the peak commercial fishery
bodies have their say and make their input into the
bill, which I commend to the house.
Or COGIULL (Werribee) - I support the
reasoned amendment moved by my colleague the
honourable member for Altona, and I do not oppose
the bill. It has been a fairly steep learning curve for
me because my family has had no involvement with
the sea since my great-grandfather arrived by sea in
1840. My knowledge of the bill has been developed
during its consideration by the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, of which I am a member,
and I commend Alert Digest No. 3 of 1995, which
was tabled in the house today and which includes
an extensive report on the bill.

In directing attention to that report I commend
officers of the department, TlDl. Harding, Peter
Sheehan and Or Geraldine Gentle, who came to a
meeting with the committee at 9.30 a.m. yesterday.
The information they were able to provide and the
discussions we were able to have with them were of
enormous assistance to the committee and to me in
developing our views and our response to the bill. I
shall touch on specific aspects of that as I speak.
Generally the bill must be seen in the context of the
need to manage the depleted resources of the sea.
Depletion is occurring throughout the world
because of the increasing competition for scarce
living and food resources between nations and
peoples around the world. Everyone would be
aware from news reports of the conflicts that have
occurred between the European Community and
Canada over fishing in the Grand Banks area of the
North Atlantic. There have been concerns about
compliance with the international regime that is
attempting to regulate fishing in the Grand Banks
area.
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1bat in itself is one stark example of the world-wide
situation concerning the depletion of fish resources,
which is leading to severe competition between the
peoples of the world as attempts are made to feed a
population already too large for the world to
provide for properly.
It seems to be suggested in many of the early
comments that the world-wide situation is a bit
remote to Australia. However, I put it to the house
that is not the case, although the problems are more
relevant to the commonwealth jurisdiction than they
are to the Victorian government or other state
jurisdictions. The fact is that fisheries around the
Australian coast have been devastated as a result of
over fishing. I understand that the gem fishing
industry off the east coast of Australia is one such
fishery that has been devastated in recent years as a
consequence of over fishing.
1bat in itself confirms the importance of managing
and regulating the development and exploitation of
fishery resources not only both within Victorian
waters and nationally but also in international
waters. This has been evident only a few years ago
with the advent of drift net fishing in the Pacific.
The other thing that has to be taken into account
with fishery resources is the yet tmknown impact of
climatic changes that are occurring around the
world, generally known in shorthand as the
greenhouse effect. There are many projections about
what its implications might be for agriculture, but to
date I have seen very little speculation or projections
as to what the implication of climatic change might
be for fishery resources. One would have to expect
that there would be some impact on sea
temperatures and consequently on the distribution
of fishery resources in both coastal and international
waters.
It is interesting to note that this legislation is an
implicit rejection of reliance on market forces
because the very concept of the introduction of
management plans is a rejection of the abstract
theory we hear from time to time trumpeted that
market forces can solve all and that market forces
are all that are needed to ensure efficient
management of our resources. However, the
legislation recognises absolutely that market forces
do not work when it comes to severe competition for
limited resources such as fishery resources.
There are plenty of examples around the world,
going back to the Grand Banks of the North Atlantic
Ocean.. to illustrate that market forces, if left
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unrestrained, are very likely to lead to the
devastation, if not the complete extinction, of certain
aquatic resources.
The reasons for that are fairly self~dent. Market
forces operate to a relatively short-time scale,
particularly in societies like ours and the United
States. In this case we are talking about the
management of a resource which has a longer life
cycle than business tends to operate on - certainly
than fishing fleets tend to operate on.
Apart from other considerations it is important to
preserve our food resource, not just to maintain
certain species and to prevent their extinction. It is
important that there be management plans that
extend over a much longer cycle rather than the
normal sort of business cycle or fishing industry
cycle that relies solely on market forces.
The other interesting implication of the debate on
the legislation has been the acknowledgment that it
is important to consult with the industry and the
people affected by this legislation. That came
through particularly in the remarks by the
honourable member for Swan Hill. Mr Speaker, you
will recall that early in the life of this government it
was put that it was inappropriate and wrong in
principle to negotiate with particular interest groups
because they had a vested interest. All they would
be doing would be putting their vested interest and
if the government were to respond to that it would
be simply succumbing to vested interest.
I am delighted to see that the government at least in
this instance has rejected that view. It has recognised
that it is important to consult and work with people
in the industry, the recreational fisherman and the
others who have a legitimate concern in the future of
the fisheries in which Victoria has constitutional
responsibility. I am delighted to see that the Minister
for Natural Resources has accepted the wisdom of
that consultation and has played an important role
in it.

The other curious term which the honourable
member for Swan Hill used was 'enabling
legislation'. It is important to distinguish the way he
used enabling legislation from the way it was used
in Germany in the 19305 because what he had in
mind was a completely different type of enabling to
that which was used to describe the German
legislation of 1934. That legislation enabled the
German government to do virtually anything it
wanted by proclamation, whereas this legislation
allows certain decisions to be made under specific
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powers authorised by the act, and furthermore goes
on to allow - Mr Coleman interjected.

Dr COGHILL - It allows the scrutiny of a
number of these matters by the Parliament and by
other bodies. !he minister says "There are
precedents for it'. I freely acknowledge that I am not
in any sense - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Cooper - Try the Cain government's Local
Government Act!

Dr COGHILL - Honourable members opposite
seem to have some difficulty with a constructive
debate on this matter. They seem to think that the
only form of debate that is worth having in here is
some sort of fierce antagonistic contest across the
chamber.
What I am suggesting is that this type of legislation
has its place, particularly with the sorts of
safeguards that are being built into this legislation.
The honourable member for Swan Hill went on to
refer to opportunities for scrutiny and the
importance of the Parliament in particular, but also
other bodies, in having the opportunity to scrutinise
actions taken as a consequence of this legislation. As
a member of the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee and through my own interests, I endorse
that
It is pleasing to see that there are opportunities for
some scrutiny in the legislation. The bill allows the
provision for some matters to be defined quite
explicitly, subject to scrutiny in accordance with the
provisions of the Subordinate Legislation Act 1994.

I hope that Parliament finds a mechanism for
scrutinising the domestic management plans. It is all
very well for it to be said that here are documents
and plans that are available to the Parliament to
scrutinise. The difficulty is that we do not have
much by way of a mechanism for carrying out that
scrutiny. Sure, the opportunity is there for an
individual member of Parliament to get hold of one
these plans, have a look and make some comment
on it
What we ought to be looking at in this Parliament,
as in other Australian parliaments, is the sort of
process which we now see in other parliaments
around the world Oosest to home is the New
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Zealand Parliament where there are portfolio or
departmental committees of the Parliament, which
have a statutory responsibility or a formal
responsibility to monitor and review actions taken
within that portfolio or group of departments.
It could well be that if the Victorian Parliament had
a committee dealing with conservation and natural
resources, from time to time it would have a look at
these domestic management plans. If it had concerns
about them or it had aspects that it believed should
be clarified, it would discuss that with the minister.
It would seek advice from the relevant department
or the relevant industry body and if it thought it
appropriate and necessary, it would make reports to
the Parliament drawing the concerns or points to the
attention of the public.
That is the sort of mechanism that should be
developed in the Victorian Parliament, as it has been
developed and is now available in many other
Parliaments around the world.
The second issue concerning scrutiny is one which I
do not believe has been adequately addressed in
Victoria, although it has been addressed more
seriously in Western Australia. It concerns the
scrutiny of intergovernmental agreements between
the commonwealth and the states or between the
commonwealth and an individual state. In Western
Australia these matters are now required to be
brought to the attention of a specific parliamentary
committee. Victoria does not have any such
provision nor, to the best of my knowledge, do any
of the other Australian jurisdictions, including the
commonwealth. We have executive governments
going off and negotiating agreements with other
states and with the commonwealth, which in some
cases do not ever come before the Parliament; in
other cases they come before the Parliament only if
they require some sort of legislative action.
I refer the house to page 10 of Alert Digest No. 3 of
1995, which refers to clause 16 of the Fisheries Bill
and to comments from the minister in a letter to the
committee which offers to bear in mind the
committee's comments during the next round of
commonwealth-state negotiations on the agreement,
which is the Commonwealth-State Offshore
Constitutional Settlement Agreement To the best of
my knowledge, that agreement has never been
discussed in this Parliament, certainly not in recent
times. This Significant constitutional question, which
affects the rights of Victoria, should at the very least
be drawn to the attention of the Victorian Parliament
rather than simply being held close to the chest of
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the minister or the government. Parliament could
then at the very least be informed and, if it wishes,
debate or pass comment on it.
All of this relates to the concern by this government
and state governments about treaties made by the
commonwealth government. We have an exactly
analogous situation here. Treaties which are in effect
being made by Victoria. with the commonwealth are
not being reported to or considered by this
Parliament. Yet the Victorian government and other
state governments are asserting that the
commonwealth should raise with the states its
proposals for entering into international treaties
with other governments. It seems to me as a matter
of logic, commonsense and good government these
matters should be reported to the Victorian
Parliament and an opportunity should be made for
them to be debated in this Parliament.

The legislation is interesting in a. number of aspects.
Although the legislation has been portrayed as if it is
entirely new, according to the minister's advice
sections of it are re-enactments of the old legislation.
In itseH that is not necessarily a bad thing. I am sure
that there are appropriate sections of the old
legislation that work well and are appropriate to
incorporate in the new measure. One welcome
initiative is the provision for legislative subordinate
instruments to be considered by the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee of this Parliament as
subordinate legislation, whereas in the past that was
not always the case. Clause 137 relates to fisheries
notices and subsection (6) explicitly states that
A fisheries notice is a subordinate instrument for the
purposes of the Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984.

Mr Steggall- Scrutiny!
Or COGIDLL - It enables scrutiny as an
automatic flow-on from that provision. It is
important that that be so when one considers clause
137(7)(e), which is a matter raised by the committee
with the minister. Clause 137(7) states:
A fisheries notice (e)

may confer powers or impose duties in connection
with the notice on any person or body .•.

At first glance that struck the committee as an
extraordinarily wide discretionary provision, and it
still remains so after the minister's advice that this is
simply a carryover from the old legislation. The
protection or safeguard is that it will now come
before the committee so that it can be examined. If
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the committee is of the view that these powers are
being used unreasonably or in some other way that
offends the criteria set down in the committee's act,
the committee can report to the Parliament or do
what is much more frequent in the current
operations of the committee - that is, raise its
concerns with the minister or with the minister's
department and see whether the minister can either
explain the provisions to the satisfaction of the
committee or, alternatively, as has been the case in
many other instances, reach agreement with the
minister for some remaking of the regulation - in
this case, the fisheries notice - which would meet
the concerns of the committee in accordance with its
terms of reference.
I now comment on particular provisions of the bill
which the committee raised with the minister.
Clause 121 refers to the internal review of decisions
made by the secretary of the department. It relates to
a wide range of discretions available to the secretary
which could have enormous commercial
ramifications for individual fishermen or fishing
boat operators. Clause 121 states:
(1) In this section "reviewable decision" means a
decision by a delegate of the Secretary (a) to refuse to issue or renew a Ucencei
(b) to refuse to approve the transfer of a licence;

(c) to allocate individual transferable quota;
(d) to refuse to approve the transfer, acquisition or
taking of additional individual translerable

quota;
(e) to suspend or cancel a fishery licence under
section 44.

It is readily apparent that the secretary has
enormous powers. If they were not open to public
review there is the potential for enormous damage
to be done to an individual if a mistake is made by a
secretary or if, in some circumstances, a secretary
took a decision which was indefensible for whatever
reason. I am pleased to note that in his reply to the
committee on this concern the minister indicated
that he is prepared to allow amendments to the bill
to allow a right of appeal to the Administrative
Appeals Tnbunal if there has been a refusal to issue
or renew a licence or to transfer a quota, as the
committee has suggested.

Cause 138(2)(c) provides that regulations may be
made with respect to regulating fishing
competitions. Section 138 is headed 'Regulations'
and clause 138(2) states:
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Without limiting or derogating from sub-section (1) or
any other provision of this Act, regulations made under
this Act may include regulations for or with respect

to(c) regulating fishing competitions and the
charging of fees by owners or occupiers of
privately-owned land to persons to angle or

fish on that land.

In discussions with the officers it transpired that the
provision was not intended to have the effect we
read into it and which many reasonable people
would read into it. The purpose was not to regulate
fees but to regulate the conduct of fish keeping and
fish sales on private land. The fees did not appear to
be related except that they were seen as some
mechanism for achieving that regulation.
As a consequence of discussions between the
committee and officers of the department I hope the
minister will agree to amend that clause so it is
directly targeted to its original objective and does
not have an tmintended consequence.

Mr Coleman - It is about selling fish.

Dr COGIULL - The minister says it is about
selling fish. We came to understand that point in
discussion with the officers. I thank him for the
assistance of his officers. However, selling the fish is
a matter separate from regulating fees. It seems the
provision could be worded so it more directly and
explicitly targets the selling of fish and the conduct
of fisheries business on private lands.
After a period of consultation, the introduction by
the minister of an amendment to clarify that part of
clause 138 will be a good outcome and will prove
the value of the work of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee and of consultation between
the committee and the minister's staff.
I support the bill and the reasoned amendment
which seeks an adjournment to allow further
consideration of the bill so there can be adequate
consultation with various interest groups involved
with the fishing industry. It is obvious from earlier
comments today that that will occur, although
whether that is to be the government agreeing to the
reasoned amendment remains to be seen.

Mr SteggaU - Probably nol We will give it
consideration on the way through.
Or COG HILL - I commend the practice of
allowing significant legislation such as this to lie

Tuesday, 11 April 1995

over between sessional periods; that gives
everybody a decent chance to examine legislation, to
Wlderstand the intended effect and to make
suggestions for improvement. One hopes this will
become an increasing practice of this government
because, unfortunately for the making of good laws,
allowing legislation to lie over for significant periods
was not the practice of this government during its
early period in office.
I have no doubt that as a consequence of this bill
lying over until the spring sessional period we will
end up with a better piece of legislation which will
serve well Victoria and its fisheries in the foreseeable
future.
Mr COOPER (Momington) - This bill deserves
to be supported. It seeks to replace an act which has
had no major revision during its 25-year life,
although about 18 amendments have been made to
it and a plethora of amendments to other acts have
been passed which have had an impact on fisheries
and the fishing industry. Despite that, the Fisheries
Act is outdated and ambiguous; it is inconsistent,
hard to interpret and fails to properly address the
problems currently concerning the government and
the community, particularly those dealing with
environmental issues. I shall address that subject
later.

I was particularly interested when the honowable
member for Werribee said in his opening words that
he did not oppose the bill but supported the
reasoned amendment. I thought that was something
of a dichotomy. It is slightly ironic that a reasoned
amendment moved by the honourable member for
Altona and supported so wonderfully by the
honourable member for Werribee should receive
that kind of support from two members who have
been dumped by their party and who will not be
here after the next election. The performances of the
honourable members for Altona and Werribee are as
outdated as their stance on this bill and as outdated
as their reasoned amendment.
The other disappointment about the contribution of
the honourable member for Werribee was that he
could not help himself. He had to slip in a nasty
innuendo, for which he is so well-known, to try to
connect the contribution by the honourable member
for Swan Hill to Nazi Germany. As we have
observed over the past 10 years or so in this place,
only the honourable member for Werribee could
make such a connection; only he could find a
connection between the Fisheries Bill and Nazi
Germany. It is a long stretch of the imagination, but
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the honourable member for Wembee is well known
for trying to connect things that really do not have
any kind of natural connection.
I have a particular interest in this bill because my
electorate spans two major areas of water within
Victoria -namely, Westemport Bay and Port
Phillip Bay.

Mr Steggall- And French Island.
Mr COOPER - Of course, French Island is a
major place within Westemport Bay. As I have told
the house before, I am the only member of this
Parliament who has to travel overseas to an
inhabited part of his electorate - that is, French
Island. I have a particular place in my heart for
French Island, not only because 97 per cent of the
people who live there vote for me but because it is a
unique part of Victoria.
Mr Spry interjected.
Mr COOPER - I know who the other 3 per cent
are and I am are working on them!

The bill involves a number of important issues. One
of the issues discarded after considerable
consideration by the government was the decision
not to impose a licence fee on recreational anglers
using marine waters. I know the honourable
member for Bellarine will probably want to mention
this issue because he has a particular iIlterest in it. I
wish to address that matter because it was
specifically mentioned in the minister's
second-reading speech and is of much concern and
interest to me.
It is worthwhile canvassing this issue for a short
time, particularly with respect to how worthwhile it
would be to impose a licence upori recreational
anglers who use marine waters. There is no doubt
that more money must be raised so that the resource
and conservation issues relevant to the most fished
marine water areas in our state may be addressed.
Those two areas are Westernport Bay and Port
Phillip Bay. That is why this issue came to a head,
why recreational fishing bodies told the government
that serious consideration should be given to
licensing recreational anglers and why the
government in turn gave the matter the serious
consideration it was asked to give it. The reality is
that at present there is no way the government could
say to those recreational fishing organisations, 'This
is how we could spend a given sum of money,'
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when 18 months or 2 years down the track the
situation may well be different.
The Victorian community may well have in front of
it management plans that show not only the need for
additional funds to be raised to protect scarce
resources from being heavily fished in both Port
Phillip Bay and Westemport Bay, but the people also
know that the government must look at the way that
money is to be raised. There are two ways the
money can be raised. The simplest way would be to
put a tax, a licence fee, on those who will fish marine
waters. Regardless of whether it is $10 or $20 a year,
or a fee paid weekly, monthly, half yearly or yearly,
it would be a matter for consideration at some time
in the future.

I believe there may be a better way to do it. I want to
put my view on record because these matters will be
considered in years to come. Parliament will be
revisiting them, and I want my views to be on the
record. I hope I will be a member of Parliament
when the matter is revisited and will be able to take
part in the debate. It is my view that most of the
recreational fishermen who go fishing on our marine
.waters are boat owners. We should be looking at not
only the imposition of a fee that can be put towards
the work that is needed in the management of our
fisheries resources in both our major bays,
Westernport Bay and Port Phillip Bay, but also
safety issues relating to the people who drive those
craft. This is certainly not directly connected to the
bill, but if I address the issue briefly I think
honourable members will see the connection.
There has been debate in the media and in the
community for some years on the question of the
safety of our waters and how that is affected by
people who drive craft on those waters, particularly
speed boats and power skis. As I understand it,
Victoria is the only state in Australia that does not
licence people to drive craft on the water. We licence
the boats but not the drivers of the aaft. We should
be considering the hypothecation of a licence fee
imposed upon boat owners. That hypothecation of
all or part of that fee should be directed towards
fisheries resource development and conservation of
our major fishing areas, in particular Westemport
Bay and Port Phillip Bay.
I put that on record but do not want to enter into a
detailed debate on that at this time. I know that as
soon as the word 'hypothecation' is mentioned in
r~rdtotheimpositionofaboatdrivers'fee,all

kinds of questions and debate will result involving
members of this house, members of the other place
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and undoubtedly the boating community around
the state, but the subject is worthwhile developing. I
would very much like to see an in-depth discussion
paper developed by the government that could be
put out to the community over the next year or so
for consideration and response.

In the interests of fishing - recreational fishermen
and the fisheries generally - it is a worthwhile
subject that needs to be explored much further. This
is not the proper time to do that, but it is the time to
put that on record. It is therefore a moment I
welcome. As I have said, I hope the matter will be
explored further by the government in future
months and in the next two or three years.

The bill directly applies itself to many other matters,
which I welcome with enthusiasm. The problem of
fisheries resources that I have identified in my
electorate concerns the diminution of fish available
to reaeationalfishermen caused by the destruction
of the food chain.
During the past 10 years I have paid particular
attention to this matter and have observed
considerable numbers of people who spend their
spare time - weekends, nights and days - walking
along the shoreline, particularly of Port Phillip Bay,
with buckets Wlder their arms. Often families can be
seen stripping everything, shellfish or whatever else
is there, that happens to grow on the rocks along the
shoreline. There have been irmumerable reports of
this activity in the local press and metropolitan
media. Some areas of shoreline look like they would
be better situated in war-tom Beirut than Port
Phillip Bay after those people have gone through.
Over the years these activities have contributed
considerably to the concerns and complaints of
reaeational fishermen, particularly about the
diminishing resource, as they see it, available to
them for their sport and recreation. This is the case
in both bays but particularly in Port Phillip Bay.
The sad thing is that in many cases these are really
commercial enterprises - cottage industries, if I can
put it that way. Most of the material they have
stripped from the rocks along the shorelines of Port
Phillip and Westemport bays has ended up in
Melbourne seafood restaurants. The material has
been sold, and in many cases people have been
financed by restaurateurs and restaurant chains.

In my part of the world there have been threats
against fisheries and wildlife officers who have
attempted to interview or apprehend such people. In
some cases, not recently but in years gone by - I am
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talking of the past decade, recent history - guns
have been drawn by people who have been
approached by fisheries and wildlife officers. It is
charming when people are prepared to destroy not
only the environment but also apparently those
people charged with the responsibility of protecting
the environment around Port Phillip Bay when they
seek to apprehend them! This is not some occasional
sin committed against the environment but an
organised cottage industry, and a dangerous one
indeed!
Bearing that in mind, not only the bill but also the
initiatives of the Minister for Natural Resources and
the government have started to address this serious
issue. People abuse the resources of not only the
shorelines of our two major bays but also their
waters. There are those who illegally use nets and
long-lines, who have committed the most disgusting
sins against the resource in past years. This minister
has dealt with that issue. He has appointed 17 new
enforcement staff, and that is already starting to
have an effect on those people acting illegally in
both bays.
The people who lay the long nets, particularly when
the snapper are running, often leave them for three
or four days, catching everything in the water,
which drowns and eventually rots. Most of the
catch, if you can call it that - it is really murder of
the resource - by the time it is hauled to the surface
is too rotten to be sold in even the worst £ish shops.
Tremendous damage is done by these people, and
the government's actions are now starting to haul
them into line.

Two weeks ago a local paper referred to a number of
illegal abalone fishermen apprehended by fisheries
and wildlife officers.

Mr Coleman - There were 38.
Mr COOPER - Yes, 38. The industry estimates
that the amount of abalone taken from the water
legally is matched by that taken illegally.
Mr Ryan - Appalling.
Mr COOPER - Yes, it is appalling. These people
have no morals or scruples. They are prepared not
only to do in the eye the people who are acting
legally and paying their licence fees and other
expenses, but to destroy the resource for some
short-term gain. It is an attractive theft, but so is
robbing banks. Stealing abalone is just as bad as
robbing banks.
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I am delighted by the action being taken by the
minister. We have a long way to go, but the
government is taking action that previous
governments did not take. When in opposition I
made a number of complaints in this house and in
writing about the illegal activities occurring in both
bays in my electorate, and in every instance they
were ignored. I was never able to get any action or
obtain a reasonable response. I am pleased that this
minister is prepared to act on this issue, a major
issue for the industry and the fisheries of Victoria.
Considerable unrest occurred in the industry when
the bill was first circulated, despite the fact that a
discussion paper was issued a.1d individuals and
peak organisations had input. I understand the
concerns expressed by those involved. Like other
members of the government whose electorates
border the shoreline, such as the honourable
members for Gippsland South and Be11arine, I have
been approached by fishermen who live in my
electorate or nearby. I have had many approaches
about the legislation. Last week I told three
fishermen who came to see me at my electorate
office that I understood their concerns but the
minister was not attempting to ram through
legislation without first consulting widely with the
industry.
The minister confirmed that process only last week.
That is what makes it so surprising that the
opposition has moved a reasoned amendment
calling for the house not to read the bill a second
time until there has been adequate consultation with
various industry groups. The opposition is
demonstrating that it has had no contact with the
fishing industry, otherwise it would understand that
not only has considerable consultation taken place
during the past seven months but assurances have
been given by the minister and the government's
natural resources bills committee that the
consultation will continue. This is only the
commencement of the second-reading debate. The
bill will lie over until the spring sessional period,
when the debate will continue. The reasoned
amendment is meaningless and should be laughed
out of the house.
I conclude by referring to the abalone industry, a
Significant industry in Victoria. It is concerned about
the possible imposition of capital gains tax if new
licences replace old. I can understand the concern
because abalone fishermen acquired their licences at
enormous cost, for considerable gain. They are now
confronted with the possibility that their licences
will be replaced by new licences and thus could
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attract capital gains tax. The three fishermen who
spoke to me had received legal advice suggesting
that they should address their minds to this issue and they were addressing their minds to it with a lot
of dedication!
I am delighted to advise the house that Mr T. M.
Hughes, the Deputy Commissioner of Taxation, in a
letter dated 11 April 1995, states in part
If the original licence was acquired before 20 September
1985, the replacement licence(s) will also be taken to be
acquired before that date and on the subsequent
disposal of the replacement licence(s) there will be no
capital gains tax liability.

I make the point that 20 September 1985 is a key
date because any licences acquired after that date
will attract capital gains tax, as was always the case.
The written advice from the Deputy Commissioner
of Taxation of the Australian Taxation Office is that
licences acquired or issued before 20 September 1985
will not attract capital gains tax liability. There will
be a lot of very relieved abalone fishermen out there
when they hear that news. I will certainly be
conveying it to the abalone divers associati~ which
has its headquarters on the border of my electorate. I
can tell you that it will be hearing that news
tomorrow.
Mr Coleman interjected.
Mr COOPER. - The minister says that I am
sensitive, and he would be too if he had the
headquarters of the abalone divers association on
the border of his electorate. I do not want to occupy
any more time other than to say that this is a good
bill. It is a good piece of enabling legislation which
has no hidden vices. It is set up to take our fishing
industry and our fisheries into the next century in a
proper and decent way. It will protect those fisheries
and the people who legally fish in them. The bill
deserves the complete, unequivocal and tmqualified
support of the house.
Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) - It is my pleasure
to join the debate. I will start by addressing some of
the comments made by the honourable member for
Altona when she criticised the minister and his
position on this legislation. That is unfortunate
because earlier this afternoon we heard protracted
comments from members of the opposition
regarding the order of business in the house. Those
comments were all directed towards the fact that
Parliament exists for the purpose of commentary
upon legislation. Here we have a classic example of
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precisely what the opposition says it ideally wants.
The intention of the government is that everyone
involved should have the opportunity to make
constructive comment, criticism where appropriate,
additions where necessary, and suggestions to make
this legislation better. It is to be hoped that that will
achieve an outcome for the benefit of the industry
and those involved in it.
In those circumstances it is tmfortunate that the
honourable member for Altona should choose to
criticise the minister for the initiative he has taken by
bringing this debate forward today. It is also
unfortunate when one considers the extent to which
the minister has gone to ensure consultation with
members of the industry and the recreational
interests involved in fishing.
Last week, as one of a series of meetings
departmental personnel have been undertaking
around the state, a meeting was held in Yarram,
which is in my electorate, where people involved in
all aspects of the industry, be it commercial or
recreational fishing, had the opportunity to put their
points of view to ministerial personnel and to those
within the bureaucracy associated with the
preparation of this legislation. Rather than
castigating the minister for bringing this legislation
before the house, the honourable member for Altona
should be applauding the minister for having
afforded the opportunity to all to comment on the
legislation and its intended objectives.
The commercial aspects of the fishing industry are of
enormous significance to Victoria. The discussion
document issued late last year referred to a landed
catch with a value of $120 million. The document
also referred to flow-on benefits of $500 million to
the state, and so on and so on. I will not reiterate
those at length because other speakers have dealt
with those issues.
As I said, this is an industry of enormous

significance to Victoria at large, and that position is
reflected within my own electorate where there is an
extensive interest in both recreational and
commercial fishing. That is not surprising because I
proudly represent one of the great areas of Victoria
and among its attributes is its commercial and
recreational fishing resource.
Everyone agrees that the 1968 act needs revisiting;
there is no disagreement about that There is broad
agreement about the thrust of the legislation now
before the house. There are aspects of it that
parliamentarians on both sides of the house wish to
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comment on, so it is terrific to have the legislation
here so that that opportunity is afforded to us.
I wish to confine my comments to two particular
issues: firstly, licensing and its significance with
regard to the commercial aspects of the industry;
and, secondly, the implications of capital gains tax
and the initiatives being explored with a view to
resolving any perceived concerns relevant to that
area.
The licensing provisions are important from a
couple of points of view, but in the end it is a
question of trying to marry two aspects of the
industry. The commercial fishermen need certainty
because that is crucial to what they are involved in.
The very mechanics by which they maintain a living
requires certainty in licensing. A corollary to that is
the fact that the minister has the responsibility of
ultimately ensuring that there is certainty in the
provision of resources. The second-reading speech
says that management flexibility is necessary for the
purpose of altering strategies in line with the latest
tedmologica1 advances, including the
encouragement of innovation and new technology.

In terms of licensing this legislation is drawn up on
the basis of trying to marry the two concepts and
getting the best outcome for all concerned. As I said,
the licensing issue is of crucial significance to
commercial fishermen. That was recently brought
home to me by a constituent within my electorate.
Roger Stephens is a fishermen who has been
worlcing out of Port Welshpool for many years. I
make it clear that that work is hard yakka by
anybody's standards. Those fishermen are out on the
seas working assiduously for extended periods,
maybe weeks at a time if it is appropriate to the
catch. Roger Stephens is a classic example of these
fishermen and their concerns.
Mr Stephens recently undertook a contract for the
purchase of another vessel to be used in the
operation of his business. He outlaid a substantial
amount of money for that purchase and borrowed
from a financial institution in order to do so. He was
told by that financial institution that the provisions
of this bill have created a degree of uncertainty in
the minds of those who would otherwise finance the
purchase. That uncertainty is demonstrated by the
fact that some conditions of the loan reflect the
change to the licensing provisions in the 1968 act. It
may well be that the attitude adopted by the
financiers with whom Mr Stephens is dealing is
completely fictitious. It may well be that that
attitude amounts to absolutely nought in practice.
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This gentleman, like so many others in the industry,
is faced with the fact that that is the attitude being
adopted by the financial industry. Like it or not, that
is the way of the world. It is all the more imperative
that we have provisions in the bill that do not place
at risk those licensing provisions, and the minister

has agreed to undertake further consultations to
ensure that that does not happen.
Clause 40 deals with fishery licence conditions,
limitations, restrictions and endorsements; clause 41
with variation of fishing licences; clause 42 with
fishery licence transfers; clause 43 with fishery
licence renewals; and clause 44 with the power of
the secretary in respect of fishery licences. It is said
that the combination of those provisiOns introduces
into the financial industry a degree of uncertainty
about the licensing provisions which. otherwise
prevailed. It is laudable that the minister has dealt
with those issues during the consultative process.
Paragraph 50 of the submission put to the minister
by Wisewoulds on behalf of the Victorian Fishing
Industry Federation states:
Again enormous discretion is conferred on the
secretary to impose conditions, limitations, restrictions
or endorsements on a licence, and this largely
unfettered discretion on the secretary is also embodied
in clauses 41-43 dealing with variations, transfers and
renewals. Absolute discretion is given subject to some
provisos only. There is a lack of certainty and security.

!bat is reflected in the concerns of the fishermen,
and in paragraph 16 of another submission prepared
by Wisewoulds, this time for the all-powerful
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee, under
the heading 'Need for Certainty' the paragraph
states:
The licensing of participants in fishing is the
cornerstone of management infrastructure. We submit
that licensing rights and entitlements need to be
enshrined in the legislation. It is licensing that gives the
right of access and on which investment and planning
decisions are made. Management of the resource must
be done on a long-term basis which requires some
certainty. This bill adversely impacts on existing
inadequate property rights in licences and creates
uncertainty.

The bills committee that has dealt with this issue on
behalf of the minister has a contrary view. It does
not see these things as being at risk. Nevertheless,
between now and the next sessional period there
will be the opportunity to explore this matter by
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way of further consultation and to come upon a
resolution that is satisfactory to all parties.

The second issue I wish to discuss is the question of
capital gains tax. I am indebted to my former
partner, Mr Damien Clarke, who is a partner in the
firm of Wisewoulds and who provided some advice
to the Victorian Fishing Industry Federation on this
issue. He outlined the concerns of the industry about
capital gains tax implications:
Section 160ZZPE of the Income Tax Assessment Act
provides rollover relief for renewal or extension of
statutory licences.

The fundamental issue is whether the course of
conduct proposed to be adopted to attract those
rollover provisions will exempt the licence holders
from capital gains tax. In the course of his
submission Mr Clarke recites the position as being:
Where a person obtained the original licence before
20 September 1985, then the annual rollover of licence
did not amount to a disposition of the licence for the
purposes of capital gains tax and the fresh licence
retained the capital gains tax exemption which the
original licence had.

Where a licence was first obtained post-20 September
1985, the subsequent renewal or extension of that
licence each year did not amount to a disposition of the
licence but certainly when the licence holder sells the
licence, capital gains tax would be payable.

He goes on to say that the major fear of the industry
was that a person who previously enjoyed
ownership of a licence that was exempt hom capital
gains tax could end up with a licence which, when
eventually sold, could attract capital gains tax. That
is the concern. His view is that it is strongly arguable
that, prOviding the licence holder retains the two
licences that are contemplated in the case of abalone
fishers under clause 140, basically those two licences
amount to no more than a renewal or extension of
the licence holder's previous right

The fundamental question of whether the rollover
provisions in section 160ZZPE apply remains. The
industry is concerned that there are very strong
grounds for argument on the part of the taxation
commissioner concerning this issue, which is
important for the reasons indicated by the
honourable member for Mornington. Without going
into the mathematics of it, these licences are worth
several hundreds of thousands of dollars. They are,
in short, extremely valuable. The capital gains tax
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implications are absolutely vital for persons
involved in the industry, so it is fair and right
Mr Oarke's submission on behalf of the industry
should reflect those matters.
By a letter bearing today's date the Australian
Taxation Office has responded to those concerns and
I seek leave to incorporate that correspondence in

Hansard.
Leave granted; letter as follows:
Australian Taxation Office
Advisings Interpretation Section
2 Lonsdale Street Melbourne

GPO Box 4S9688
Melbourne 3001
11 April 1995

Deparbnent of Conservation and Natural ResoW'CeS
Fisheries Branch
6/25(J Victoria Parade
East Melbourne Vie 3002
Attention: Ms Geraldine Gentle
Dear Ms Gentle,
FISHERIES BILL 1995 - CGT IMPUCAnONS OF
TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS RELATING TO
EXISTING UCENCES AND PERMITS

We refer to your facsimile message dated 4 April 1995
and to telephone discussions between yourself and
Mr Tony Long of this office concerning the potential
capital gains tax implications arising from the
introduction of the Victorian Fisheries Bill 1995 (the
bill). You have sought information, in particular, about
the effect of the change in licences which is proposed
under the bill.
It is our understanding that under the proposed
legislation the current licences and permits issued
under the existing Fisheries Act 1968 are to be replaced
by licences issued under the bill. Clause 140 of the bill
is the transitional provision for existing licences and
permits. Under that clause any licence or permit in
force prior to the repeal of the F1Sheries Act 1968 will
continue to be in force W\til that licence or permit
~~MisreplaadbyalianreMpermitissued

under the new act, whichever event occurs first.
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On a day appointed by the Governor in Council,
holders of existing licences will be entitled to be issued
licences under the new legislation. Clause 140(4) of the
bill makes it quite clear that for each type of existing
licence there will be a specific 'replacement' licence. For
the master fisherman's lianre there will be a
commercial fishing licence and an access licence for
certain fisheries; for the boat licence, an access licence
for certain fisheries; for the abalone licence there will be
a commercial fishing licence endorsed to take abalone
and an access licence to take abalone; for the bait
licence an access licence for fishing bait; and for other
prescribed categories of licence or permit there will be a
correspo.ndmg licence or permit.
You have asked us to comment on two aspects of this
arrangement
Firstly, that the licences are statutory licences
within the meaning of section 160ZZPE of the
Income Tax Assessment Act (ITAA), and that the
proposed licence replacement scheme under the
FISheries Bill is such that section 160ZZPE would
apply.
Secondly, that under clause 140(4) of the bill, the
licences that are continued in force after the repeal
of the Fisheries Act 1968, and prior to their
replacement under clause 140(4) are also subject to
the rollover relief provisions for capital gains tax
purpose.
We have examined the information you have provided,
including the copy of the draft bill and ~lanatory
memorandum. On the basis of that information, the
following comments ~ offered.
As you know, under paragraph 160ZZPE(4) the term
'statutory licence' is defined to mean, inter alia, an
authority, licence or permit granted by or on behalf of a

government or a government authority, under a
statutory law of the commonwealth, of a state, or of a
territory.
We advise that the licenas ~ considered to be
statutory licences within the meaning of section
160ZZPE of the ITAA. As such. the issue of
replacement licences Wlder the new act -whether
those replacement licences &rr issued immediately or at
some time after the ~ of the Fisheries Act 1968,
pursuant to clause 140 - will come within the ambit of
the rollover provisions at the capital gains tax
legislation, and section 160ZZPE in particular.
If the original licence was acquired before
20 September 1985, the replacement licence(s) will also
be taken to be acquired before that date and on the
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subsequent disposal of the replacement licence(s) there
will be no capital gains tax liability.

they take a rest from earning a living. I commend
the bill to the house.

Where the original licence was acquired on or after
20 September 1985, the replacement of that licence with
a 'new' licence or licences has no capital gains
consequences. The 'new' licence, which is acquired at
the time it is granted to the licensee, has a cost base for
capital gains purposes equal to the cost base (indexed
for inflation) of the original licence at the time it expires
plus any amount paid to acquire the new licence. On
the subsequent disposal of the 'new' licence a capital
gain or loss may result. Where there are two licences
issued in place of the original licence, the cost base
would be apportioned if one of those licences was
subsequently sold, in order to determine whether there
was a capital gain or loss arising from that sale.

Mr SPRY (Be1larine) - One of the disadvantages
of speaking as speaker no. 10 or beyond is that most
of what is worth saying in a debate of this nature has
already been said. I pay a compliment to the
honourable member for Gippsland South for
detailing those two issues and examining them so
comprehensively, namely, the licensing issue and
the capital gains tax issue.

We trust that this information is of assistance to you.
Yours faithfully

(Sgd) T M Hughes
Deputy Commissioner of Taxation

Mr RYAN - The net input of that
correspondence is that, on the face of it, there is
nothing to worty about with the capital gains tax
provisions. After this date, if any court were to
examine the legislation it would have the benefit of
being able to take judicial notice of that piece of
correspondence. The intention behind the legislation
is evident by the course of this debate and the fact of
my having read the contents of the correspondence
into Hansard.

As I said, I join the debate for the purposes of
dealing with two issues: namely, the licensing issue
and the capital gains tax implications issue. The
licensing issue will be the subject of ongoing
discussion and consultation through the minister,
his staff and those within his department. Already
those people have made themselves readily
available to those who have an interest in this issue,
and I am sure they will continue to do so and that
there will be a resolution of any concerns that
currently exist. So far as the second issue of capital
gains tax implication is concerned, on the basis of
the correspondence just read into Hansard, I believe
there would be no worries at all
I conclude by saying that I again applaud the
minister for allowing these on-going consultations
and discussions with those associated with this
important activity, be it commercial or recreational.
Fishing is one of those basic activities for many
Victorians - whether they earn a living or whether

In the light of what I just said, I intend to broaden
the context of this debate both historically and
statistically. So far in this debate honourable
members on both sides have agreed that after more
than a quarter of a century Victorians need a new
fishery act. The old 1968 act, as has already been
mentioned, had some 19 amending pieces of
legislation and had become largely unworkable and
uncertain.

There is no doubt that in some areas this caused
frustration and disharmony to stakeholders in the
fishing industry. The reasoned amendment that is
being moved by the honourable member for Altona,
as has already eloquently been explained by the
honourable member for Momington, is quite
redundant in view of the fact that the minister has
already indicated that he intends to let this bill lie
over until the spring session.
Certainly those of us who have been interested in it
have constituents involved in the fishing industry,
both commercially and recreationally. They have
made dispositions to their members, and they will
be satisfied by the fact that they will have the
opportunity of further input. I further point out that
they will certainly be allowed to resolve some of the
issues that they see as significant to the way they
conduct their business or recreation.
As we have seen recently, access to natural resources
such as the timber industry can be not only
controversial but also highly emotive. Concerns
about degradation of the environment and the
demise of unique species of both flora and fauna
need to be balanced against a legitimate desire to use
the resources that we have available to us in a
sustainable fashion, at least with living resources
such as timber, and animal species both from the
aquatic environment and land environment. There is
also a need to recognise that the habitats from which
these resources are found contain many species
other than the targeted species, and it is necessary to
protect those species as well.
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The honourable member for Swan Hill in his
contribution compared this legislation with land
management legislation. He mentioned in particular
something that impressed me, and that was the need
for an education program. It is quite evident that the
marine environment differs substantially from the
land environment because what is under the surface
of the sea quite obviously cannot be seen. Who
knows what degradation could be taking place, not
only to the habitat but also to the flora and fauna
under the surface of the sea.
There is a facility in my electorate that is part of the
Victorian Institute of Marine Sciences called the
Marine Discovery Centre. Yesterday I was there
when a new education facility was opened, which
consists of a completely new building. It was
interesting to see about 120 people there from all
ages dedicated to the one pursuit, that is educating
both adults, students and children alike on the
necessity of protecting the very fragile ecology
which this bill involves.

1his new bill addresses all of these conflicting issues.
The objectives of the bill are laudable, and clause 3
goes into this in some detail and covers the entire
ambit of the things that I have just mentioned. I shall
paraphrase the objectives of the bill which are: to
promote the management. development and use of
Victoria's fisheries in an effident and ecologically
stable manner; to protect and conserve fisheries
resources, habitats and ecosystems to ensure the
viability of the industry; to promote sustainable
commercial fishing, which includes aquaculture; to
facilitate access to fisheries resources; to facilitate the
rationalisation and restructuring of the commercial
fishing industry, and that has already been gone into
in detail; and to encourage the partidpation of
resource users in fishery management
I mentioned a moment ago that I shall go into the
history of this bill to put it into some context I will
labour the point here a little because it brings into
context what has been going on in fisheries in
Victoria over the last century.

In terms of state legislati~ during the 19th century,
Victoria's fishing industry played an important role
in the development of coastal towns and
decentralised industries. It was one of the first
industries to be commercially viable in Victoria.
Many of the little coastal towns that have sprung up
around Victoria relied on fishing as their chief
source of income.

Tu~y.ll~1995

Early government involvement in fisheries
management was primarily directed towards
encouraging the acclimatisation of introduced
species such as salmon and trout and the
development of oyster dredging and later sea
trawling. Victoria's fisheries legislation was passed
in 1859, protecting introduced fish and marking the
commencement of fisheries management by
government In 1873 further legislation provided for
closed seasons and minimum weights for several
species that were being taken. In 1915 we saw the
first introduction of size limits.
The 1873 Fisheries Act exempted from the

requirements of the act 'any aboriginal native taking
fish for his own use'. Those provisions lasted almost
100 years but were not included in the 1968 Fisheries
Act
Specific mention is made of traditional fishing rights
in this bill. In 1889 netting restrictions were imposed
in Victorian bays and inlets. There was also the issue
of the first commercial fishing licence as distinct
from an amateur fishing licence. In 1913 commercial
licences were introduced on a universal basis and
were required by any person who used a net and
who took fish for sale from any waters. In 1919 a
royal commission found a need to increase
knowledge of fisheries resources, which included an
increase in the quality of fish available and
improvements to fish marketing arrangements.

In the 19205 there was an increasing demand for
fresh fillets through the introduction of the Friday
night fish-and-dtips tradition, which the honourable
member for Altona. mentioned in her contribution.
That led to the development of the shark fishery in
Victoria. The 19305 saw an increased demand for
shark liver oil, which was a major source of
vitamin A That market collapsed in 1949.
In 1933 legislation provided for the introduction of a
trout fishing licence in Victoria. That licence was
replaced in 1951 by an inland angling licence which
covered all anglers and all species of fish in inland
waters. It was replaced again in 1975 by the current
amateur fishing licence, which also applies to a very
limited selection of marine fishing activities.
I turn now to commonwealth legislation. In 1947 a
commonwealth-state agreement was executed
which allowed the states to manage fisheries to 3
nautical miles offshore under state legislation and
beyond 3 miles on behalf of the commonwealth
under the offshore constitutional settlement (OCS)
agreement In 1952 the first commonwealth Fisheries
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Act was passed, which provided for the licensing of
fishing vessels and fishers in commonwealth waters.
'That was replaced by the Fisheries Management Act
1991 and the Fisheries Administration Act 1991,
which established the Australian Fisheries
Management Authority.
I return to the post-war period where, due to
migration and increased population, demands on
fisheries resources, particularly scallops, rock lobster
and abalone, increased. In 1947 the Danish seine
trawl fishery began with a mass movement of
trawlers from New South Wales ports to Lakes
Entrance. The targets were school whiting for the
Japanese market and flathead, morwong, dory and
gemfish for local fresh fish markets.
In 1949 the first entry restrictions for commercial
fishing were introduced. Applicants had to derive a
substantial proportion of their income from the
capture and sale of fish. In 1960 another inquiry was
held into the Victorian commercial fishing industry.
In 1963 the scallop fishery began in earnest in Port
Phillip Bay and expanded rapidly. Over the past
couple of decades we have seen fluctuations in the
fortunes of that fishery. It declined severely in the
late 19605 and again in the mid-1980s.
In the 1960s one of the most successful inroads into
any fishery in Australia began - that is, the abalone
dive fishery. Although I cannot vouch for it, I
understand that for the privilege of the first right to
take abalone in Victorian waters the fishers or divers
paid $2 for an amateur abalone licence. The price of
that licence, which is now a commercial licence, has
escalated to around the 52 million mark, which is an
extraordinary story on its own. That Significant
increase took place over only some 30 years.
In the 1980s legislation attempted to halt the
declining abalone resource by licence consolidation
and the introduction of catch quotas. Significant
enforcement problems remain in this fishery, as was
mentioned by the honourable member for
Momington. New provisions, which are contained
in this bill and in the amendment of a few months
ago, are required to tackle these problems effectively.

In 1967, due to pressures on fish stocks and
restrictions on the number of licences granted,
character tests were introduced in the amending act.
That was in line with theoretical trends in Canada
and the United States of America. Victoria was one
of the first jurisdictions in the world to put the
limited entry concepts into practice. The concept has
since been extended to all bay and inlet fisheries and
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to the eel, bait and trawl fisheries. Umited entry is
now the single most important fisheries
management tool for Victorian commercial fisheries.

In 1968 the Victorian Fisheries Act essentially
consolidated and re-enacted much of the existing
fisheries legislation. The act introduced fish culture
or aquiculture permits and established a fisheries
research and education extension and development
fund to finance fisheries research and development
from commercial fishing licence fees.
In the 19705 a major trawl fishery developed in the
deep waters of the continental slope off Portland
and there was increased demand for gemfish,
orange roughy, blue grenadier and dory species.
Recently there has been considerable interest and
inroads into the deepwater crab fishery.
In the 19705 as a result of limited entry the value of
commercial licences steadily increased and a
Significant trade in boat licences developed. In 1984
personal licences became transferable starting with
2-for-l abalone licences, and in 1987 there was the
transfer of certain bay and inlet master fisherman's
licences.

In 1986 Victoria was given extended jurisdiction
over the Bass Strait scallop fishery under the OCS
arrangement and the commonwealth was given
control of the Bass Strait tuna fishery. Since then
other OCS arrangements have been made for Bass
Strait rock lobster, abalone and other species.
Since then discussion papers have been presented
and consultation has continued to take place in
anticipation of the presentation of an
all-encompassing bill. The initiative the minister has
taken in this area is evidence of the culmination of
that process. It is fair to say that all other states in
Australia have faced similar problems.

In May 1994 similar legislation to address this
problem was introduced in New South Wales. An
article in the Business Council Bulletin of March 1995
headed, 'A micro-«onomic solution to New South
Wales fisheries management' contained a couple of
interesting comments. It described the scheme,
which is basically mirrored in the legislation being
debated now, as:
... one of the most innovative in the world at coming to

grips with micro-economic reform and conservation of
the fishing resource.
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I refer to one particular paragraph in the article, the
author of which was Mr Roger Willcins,
director-general of the New South Wales cabinet
office. It encapsulates what has been the problem of
Victorian fisheries and gives the rationale for the
resource ownership developed in New South Wales
and which is being developed here. It states:
The objective of traditional prescriptive regulation is to
ensure the collective long-term viability of fishing

stocks by restricting numbers of fishers, numbers of
boats, methods of capture and types of gear.

That is what has been happening in Victorian
waters. It continues:
However, this style of regulatory system does not
counter the strong incentives to overfish. The only
reason for fishers to limit the fish they take is the
chance of being caught breaking the rules, which is
slight due to the high costs and difficulties of
enforcemenL The weakness of this disincentive is
shown by the widely acknowledged and significant
black market in fish.

That encapsulates the problem faced in Victoria,
from which the state is now trying to recover.
Where do the commercial and recreational fishing
industries stand today? In the broadest sense, as has
already been mentioned, the landed value of fish a wide definition which includes scale fish and
molluscs - in Victoria is about $120 million a year
on today's prices. Some value adding takes place in
this industry, but it is not nearly to the same extent
as in other industries. The commercial fishing
industry employs about 2.500 licensed fishers and
crew on about 1000 registered fishing boats.
The other main effort in Victoria revolves around the
recreational fishing industry where it is estimated
that up to 1.5 million Victorians dangle their lines at
least once a year with either great or little success.
No doubt, an enormous amount of time and effort is
expended by those recreational fishers - more often
than not, with little result The related expenditure
for recreational fishing has been estimated at about
$500 million. Among those expenditure items are
boats of all descriptions, rods, tackle, bait, apparel
and associated expenses such as accommodation
and food.
Victorians are lucky. We have about 2000 kilometres
of coastline with a wide variety of fish habitats. That
coastline is home to an even wider variety of marine
species. The habitats include sandy beaches,
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seagrass meadows, reef and rock, and countless
bays, inlets and estuaries with hugely diverse
vegetation and foreshore characteristics.
Some evidence of overfishing is a legacy of earlier,
uncontrolled exploitation which I mentioned earlier,
particularly when referring to the New South Wales
experience. In Queenscliff, for example - I can
rarely enter a debate in this place without
mentioning that town - many of the sporting clubs,
including the football and cricket clubs, are known
as the Mighty Coutas. I had a wonderful night at the
cricket club's presentation evening last Saturday.
The voracious game fish after which the clubs are
known, the barracouta, is now almost a memory.
Gone are the huge schools of couta that regularly
provided a hard-working fleet of fishermen and
their families with a reliable livelihood. Gone, too,
are the romantic couta boats. All that is left are some
sepia photographs on the walls of buildings and
some wilikely tales told by some of the old salts who
took appalling risks in those early days to bring in
their catches.
Their skill and courage, their knowledge of the sea
and its vagaries in an environment so wild in the
shadow of the infamous Rip where scores of ships
now lie rotting beneath the waves is testament not
only to the Wlholy might of nature - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the two
members now sitting on the front bench of the
opposition that they are both grossly out of order.
They are interrupting while out of their places, and I
ask them to remain silent.

Mr SPRY - Those exploits are the stuff of
legends, at least in my part of the world, and I pay
tribute to those fishermen and their families.
Nevertheless, the objects of their labours, the schools
of mighty barracouta, have gone from that area presumably forever.
About 10 000 miles away on the other side of the
world the beds of abalone off the southern coast of
California seem to have met a similar fate. I was
there in June last year. On the walls of a small cafe is
an old sepia photograph of rack upon rack of drying
abalone. They were being harvested for a voracious
market in Japan and South-East Asia, but they were
harvested in such an uncompromising manner that
after several decades that resource has disappeared
forever. The resource diminished to the extent that
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when a disease attacked the few remaining abalone
the biomass was insufficient to resist the attack and,
for all intents and purposes, the wild abalone on the
south coast of California are extinct.
This bill seeks to avoid the consequences of human
explOitation accompanied by a total lack of
management practices. I could go on for another
hour, but my time is nearly spent. The logic of the
document produced is unarguable, so far as it goes.
There is a chance that it falls short in one area - that
is, general angling licences. As we are all well aware,
the recreational fishing lobby expects an enormous
amount of work to be done to ensure that a
sustainable natural resource continues to be
available so recreational anglers can have their share
of the cake.

Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The SPEAKER -Order! It being 10 o'clock,
under the sessional orders of the house I have to
give consideration to the adjournment of the house.

739

Oearly there has been a change. In the past, the
concession was half the bill; now there is a ceiling on
the concession. The form needs to be redesigned to
indicate what the concession is, so that there are not
two concessions - one on the front and one on the
back with different amounts indicated - and so that
the account design is not misleading. As we move
towards a user-pays system of increasing
complexity, it is important that consumers have
better informati~ that figures do not seem to be
plucked out of the air and that there is a good
explanation of what the concessions are. Information
on concessions should be readily available and
easily read.
Current Melbourne Water accounts have led to
confusion on concessions. Accounts are not clear
and are poorly designed. It would not take all that
much to redesign the form. That would be of great
benefit to pensioners. The other thing that confuses
people on concessions is the rather awkward
explanation concerning a full fringe benefit
pensioner and a full health card pensioner. It is an
unclear definition.

Melbourne Market Authority
Melbourne Water: accounts

The quarterly account bill that I have as an example
shows a concession price on the front page, the
concession for water usage, which in this case is
$16.58, while on the back of the page it is indicated
that the concession is $98.80. From looking at further
quarterly accounts it can be seen that as water usage
and cost increase, the concession decreases. There
has been general confusion among pensioners in my
electorate and other people who have approached
me about this.

Mr BILDSTIEN (Mildura) - I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Agriculture the
performance of the Melbourne Market Authority
and the question of whether that authority has been
able to turn around the slide that was occurring at
Footsaay Road. The minister will recall that the
1992 coalition agriculture policy gave a commitment
that the Uberal and National parties, on coming to
government, would review the operations of the
market and the Melbourne Wholesale Fruit and
Vegetable Market Trust. As a result, the minister
established a subcommittee of four members of
Parliament - the honourable members for
Gippsland South, Monbulk, Shepparton and me to conduct a review. That review required that we
take submissions from a range of interest groups
and look at the markets in both Queensland and
New South Wales.

The confusion has resulted because there is now a
maximum of $135 per annum for the pensioner
concession for Melbourne Water. Some of that
concession comes off the service charge and some of
it comes off the water bill. The problem is that there
is no indication on the form of a ceiling, how much
that may be or why in one quarterly bill the
concession is a certain proportion of the water usage
charge and in another bill it is a lesser proportion of
the water usage charge.

The importance of the Melbourne market in
Australia was reinforced to me just yesterday in
discussions with the chief executive officer of the
Queensland Fruit and Vegetable Growers
Association when he highlighted the expenditure
that association, as one grower body alone, pumped
into promotions in this state. To give an example,
the Queensland Fruit and Vegetable Growers
Association spends nearly $1 million a year on
promotions in Victoria. About $600 000 is spent on

Mr CARU (Coburg) - I raise with the Minister
for Natural Resources the poor design of and
confusion created by Melbourne Water quarterly
account bills. A number of pensioners have come to
my office raising the confusion the accounts have
created and the need for the redesign of the bill.
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promoting its bananas, $120 000 on promoting its

mangoes and $120 000 on promoting its mandarins.
To Queensland growers, it is the second most
important market behind Sydney.

The review made some 35 recommendations to the
minister, including the abolition of the old market
trust and the creation of a new authority. 11lat
authority was established in December 1993,
following amendments to the legislation the minister
brought before the Parliament.
I want to know what action the Melbourne Market
Authority has taken over the past 12 months or so in
response to those recommendations to turn around
what was clearly a deteriorating situation on
Footscray Road. The establishment of grower
advisory committees for market users, retailers,
growers and wholesalers was an important move. It
is important for the minister to advise the house
whether they are working satisfactorily and whether
those people are being adequately represented at the
board level.
This market is terribly important to the economy of
Victoria. If the slide has been arrested, it is important
for the minister to advise all users and particularly
growers.

Intellectual disability services
Ms GARBUIT (Bundoora) - I raise with the
Minister for Community Services a matter
concerning a mother named ROOyn Evans who has
an autistic son who is six years old. She tells me that
he is very strong and difficult. She is unable to cope
with him any longer, and she is seeking alternative
accommodation. She wishes to place him in care and
has been speaking with representatives of the
Department of Health and Comnumity Services
about this. However, she has been told there is no
accommodation available. The department will not
give her extra support through the Making a
Difference program because she is seeking care, and
now the worker she has been dealing with has
said - and she quoted this to me because it is stuck
in her mind - that 'the only way that you can go is
to get protective services in'. She has been told that
she must reject her child and then she will be taken
to court through protective services. He will be
made a ward of the state and then it will give him
the accommodation she seeks. However, she will not
have any access to him or very limited access. In
fact, the department is blaming the parent in this
case. She wants to care for him; she cannot. She has
reached the end of what she can cope with but she
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still says he is a member of her family; she wants
him home OCcasionally and wants to consider him as
part of her family. But she has been coerced by the
department. It has made an appointment for her
tomorrow to meet with the child protection service.
She is to claim that she has rejected him, and that
will put in mOtion this process through the court.
The case reflects concern about accommodation
services across the state, following the cut of
$30 million or thereabouts to intellectually disabled
services by the government this year. The situation
is at crisis point across the state. The government has
cut $30 million from those services - exactly the
sum the government is proposing to spend on
renovating the Premier's office.
The government has also promised - -

Mr Bildstien interjected.
Ms GARBUTI' - This is not a laughing matter.
The honourable member for Mildura is sitting there
laughing.
The SPEAKER -Order! The honourable
member for Mildura will remain silent.

Ms GARBUTI' - The government has promised
100 new accommodation places by the end of this
financial year. It will not go near that. It will not
deliver anything like 100 new places. It has hardly
started purchasing properties let alone completing
the sale and undertaking renovations. Meanwhile,
families such as this are paying the price for the
government's mismanagement of the program and
savage budget cuts. The government has taken
$30 million in services from people like this and
transferred it to a higher priority, namely, the
renovation of the Premier's office.

Legal profession: reform
Mr E. Ra SMITII (Glen Waverley) - I raise for
the attention of the Attorney-General the reforms to
the Law Institute of Victoria. Honourable members
would be aware that the law institute has a dual
capacity -it has a function similar to a trade union,
in that it looks after the interests of its members, and
a conflicting role in disciplining members of the
profession. The Attorney-General has been urged to
appoint a person similar to the Ombudsman to hear
complaints against lawyers.

In the past 10 years I have received scores of
complaints from people involved in actions against
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solicitors. These people have been the subject of
questionable actions and have been victims of
solicitors. The worst case is one that is no stranger to
honourable members, the case involving Ronald
Victor Legge against John McArdle, of the law firm
Williams, Winter and Higgs.
The law institute had the opportunity to put paid to
the allegations made by Mr Legge. The Legal
Profession Practice Act would have enabled the
institute to request auditors or inspectors to go to the
law firm to sort out the fraudulent
misrepresentations in the first instance. The matter
went to a grand jury and action was later taken by
me before the Administrative Appeals Tribunal and
later again at the Supreme Court, where the case
was won.

Mr Legge suHered years of heartache. He lost his
business and his wife, and he is now penniless. All
this could have been prevented had the law institute
done its job properly in the first instance. It could
have acted earlier, but it chose not to cooperate. As a
result it brought the opprobrium of the whole
commtmity on itself, and the Attorney-General has
no option other than to take firm action to reform
what is a joke so far as the commwlity is concerned.
Almost every week one reads newspaper stories
about further defalcations by solicitors. It is time the
profession was administered properly.

Hospitals: closures
Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Health concerns about
the inconsistent and discriminatory treatment of
hospitals subject to review by the Metropolitan
Hospitals Planning Board. It appears that the
minister is prepared to back the future viability of
some hospitals but not others.
I refer the house to an article in the Mornington
Peninsula Leader of 28 March, which states:
State health minister, Mane Tehan, says Rosebud
hospital is safe in a government review of health
services.

The article goes on to quote Mrs Tehan directly:
1 have no reason to believe that the service will not be
retained, but it will also be expanded and enhanced',
MI5 Tehan said.

Clearly the people of Rosebud will be pleased with
that assurance, and I welcome it. Unfortunately the
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Minister is not prepared to give the same assurances
to people in other regions of Melbourne. For
example, in December last year the honourable
member for Mordialloc assured the Mordialloc
Cheltenham Hospital that its future was safe. The
minister also addressed hospital staff and gave them
an assurance that the hospital would stay open. Yet,
when asked to guarantee the future of these
hospitals at a Public AccOWlts and Estimates
Committee hearing some weeks ago, the minister
refused. Not only did she refuse, she said it would
be foolish for anybody to pre-anpt the outcome of
the board's review.
I am concerned that the minister was prepared to
pre-empt the outcome of the board regarding the
Mornington Peninsula Hospital Rosebud campus.
Indeed, she responded to an issue raised by the
honourable member for Dromana in this house
when he said that the Rosebud hospital does not
wish to become a poor relation of some far-off
hospital. She said she shared the concerns of the
honourable member for Dromana. She is more
assiduous in protecting that hospital for the
honourable member for Dromana than she is in
protecting the Mordialloc Cheltenham Hospital for
the honourable member for Mordialloc, who
appears to have dumped his local hospital and is
reported in the local paper as criticising the hospital
because it allegedly had a 52 per cent occupancy
rate. The honourable member for Mordialloc and the
minister have dumped the hospital.

Preschoo1s: special education funding
Mr WELLS (Wantima) - I direct to the attention
of the Minister for Community Services the needs of
children with disabilities attending preschools. Over
the past few years I have been a preschool father and
have assisted my child's preschool by attending to
duties once a term, much to the delight of my son.
As a consequence I have seen the need for
integration aides at preschools.
The Knoxfield Preschool Centre in my electorate has
a number of children with disabilities. Unfortunately
the program has funding difficulties. Parents of
children with disabilities in the I<noxfield area are
quite stressed about the commonwealth
government's lack of funding. The Knoxfield
preschool has 12 children with disabilities. The
parents of seven of those children have applied for
integration aides or part thereof; that assistance was
not sought for the other five. Unfortunately not one
of the seven received any funding, despite the fact
that some of them were assessed as being a danger
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to themselves or to others. Some of the children have
Down syndrome and are not receiving any
assistance; some are impulsive and hyperactive. On
appeal of the decision not to grant assistance, two of
the children received some funding, but only a small
amount.
The problem is that the Victorian-oonunonwealth
special education program received applications for
$15 million worth of aid, but the commonwealth
government, in its caring, sensitive way, funded
only half that amount. The program is $750 000 short
and many children will miss out on assistance. The
eastern region requested $529 000, but received only
$110 000. It had 129 applications but only 36
received funding.

I ask the minister to approach the federal
government again and on behalf of the parents to
plead the case with the minister responsible for this
funding. They want a fair go for their children, but
that is not happening, especially in the Knoxfield
area. The guidelines handed down by the
commonwealth have grey areas and inconsistencies,
and that also needs to be addressed.

Parliament of Victoria Committee
Dr COGIULL (Werribee) - I direct to the
attention of the Leader of the House the need to
re-establish a committee of the Parliament first
established four years ago this week when the
Honourable Mark Birrell and the Honourable Bill
Baxter in another place sponsored a motion to
establish a committee following the
recommendations of the Strategic Management Review
of the Parliament of VictoriJz, published in February
1991.

Mr Speaker, as a member of the committee
established as a result of that resolution passed
firstly in the other place and then in this house, you
would be aware that the committee was doing
extremely valuable work, had published an interim
report and was well on the way to completing a
substantial report at the time of the dissolution of
the 51st Parliament before the last general election.
The significance of raising it now is not just that the
committee was doing valuable work and was well
advanced in preparation of a major report but that
the initiative came from senior members of the
present government, particularly the Honourable
Mark Birrell, the Leader of the Government in the
other place. The motion was passed in the other
place with strong support from all sides and was
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subsequently passed in this chamber with strong
support from both sides of the house. I have no
doubt whatsoever that at that time and for good
reason the current Leader of the House was a
supporter of the motion.
Important and valuable work remains to be done to
reform and improve the way this Parliament
functions and the way its administration is
structured. I call on the Leader of the House to seek
the support of the government for the
re-establishment of the committee which was
initiated four years ago this week..

Old Castlemaine Gaol
Mr TURNER (Bendigo West) - I raise with the
Minister for Health a matter relating to the Old
Castlemaine Gaol project and Castlemaine itself.
Some months ago the Castlemaine City Council as it
was then known - it is now the Mount Alexandra
Shire Counci1- purchased the Old Castlemaine
Gaol from the state government. Subsequent to that
the gaol was leased to Andrew and !<aye Duncan as
developers.

To this date planning and building permits have
been issued and the project is nearing completion. A
restaurant, coffee lounge and shops are already open
and bookings are coming in. To date the Duncans

have expended $280 000 on the project, and it is
anticipated that overall cost of the development will
be in the vicinity of $1.2 million. I am sure the
minister has had a number of letters from people
including me about the problem that has now arisen
at Castlemaine.

All the permits to continue the process, part of
which includes accommodation in the old gaol cells,
have been obtained. However, it has come to the
attention of the Mount Alexandra Shire Council that
the size of the cells, which are predominantly
smaller than 7.5 square metres, preclude their use as
accommodation Wlder the Health (Prescribed.
Accommodation) Regulations 1990. The Duncans
and those involved with the project gained approval
under the Building Regulations 1994 for the cells to
be used. That entailed an appeal to the buildings
appeal board for an exemption from complying with
the regulation requiring 7.5 square metres of space.
Tied to this is Commonwealth Employment Service
funding totalling $457 500 to date. That has been a
real boost to Castlemaine in catering for young
unemployed people and others seeking employment
in the hospitality industry.
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I ask the minister how the council, the Duncans,
interested parties and the Castlemaine development
committee can get around what appears to be a
problem because of the anomalies in two acts and
the compliance with one but non-compliance with
the other. Can this problem be solved quickly so the
Duncans can get on with their lives and provide a
worth-while service to Castlemaine and those
people in the area who are unemployed?

number of things have been done in the past couple
of years partly as a result of additional money from
the federal government. It is important that we
consider the services offered to children and
adolescents. 1llings have not moved quite so quickly
in that particular area, and I ask the minister to
ensure that consideration is given in this year's
budget to providing money to the Dandenong
Hospital for child and adolescent psychiatric
services.

Mental health services
Workcover: student coverage
Mrs WILSON (Dandenong North) - I raise with
the Minister for Health the desperate need to
provide child and adolescent psychiatric services in
the Dandenong area. In recent weeks I have received
a couple of letters from health professionals in this
field. The first is from a group of paediatricians
working in the area and the second is from the
division of general practice at the Dandenong
Hospital Both groups have stressed to me the
urgency of these services being established.

The minister will recall that in 1993 she opened an
excellent new facility at Dandenong opposite the
adult psychiatric centre in Oee1and Street. Part of
that facility was specifically designed for children
and adolescents, but unfortunately to date no money
has been provided to operate the service and it
remains unused after almost two years. The current
situation with children and adolescents who require
psychiatric services in the area is that they are
referred to the Monash Medical Centre.
Given the fact that Dandenong Hospital services the
south-eastern growth area, we are talking about a
large number of people. Very often. they have to wait
for many months for an appointment at Monash
Medical Centre. Specialists report that these delays
are placing considerable stress on children, young
people and their families. The specialists also tell me
that delays are resulting in recurrent hospital
admissions.

Mr TRAYNOR (Ballarat East) - I ask the
Minister for Agriculture to raise with the Minister
responsible for Workcover in another place an issue
that has come to my attention relating to WorkCover
and practical placements in the TAPE system. I refer
to two people, Shayne Spiers and Rebecca Dobell,
both second-year child<are students at the Ballarat
School of Mines and Industries.

Difficulties have arisen with practical placements
with students being barred form Workcover
coverage while undertaking their practical
experience. Some students now working through
degree courses are not covered by Workcover
during the time of their practical experience.
It is a problem in Ballarat that some students are not
covered by Workcover regulations while
undertaking practical studies. I ask the minister to
consider the situation and the effect it is having on
the welfare of students participating in practical
placements. Under the previous legislation they
were covered by Workcover provisions in those
circumstances. Now that the departments are saying
they will not be covered by Workcover, it is an issue
we need to examine.

Responses

I am sure the minister is aware that hospitals such as
the one at Dandenong have a very busy in-patient
load with many children requiring urgent
psychiatric attention. Those cases include children
who are victims of abuse as well as children
suffering from diabetes where recurring
life-threatening episodes occur because of emotional
disorders.

Mr COLEMAN (Minister for Natural
Resources) - The honourable member for Coburg
referred to customer concessions made previously
by Melbourne Water. He referred especially to the
design of the account and the $135 state concession
that is applicable to the account. I shall get South
East Water to see whether the account can be
designed in a way that explains the issue raised by
the honourable member, and in due course I shall
get back to him with a response.

During question time today the minister said that
she was very proud of what had been achieved in
the field of psychiatric services. I agree that a

Mr JOHN (Minister for Community Services) The honourable member for Bundoora raised the
case of a constituent, Robyn Evans, who has a
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six-year~ld autistic son for whom the family is
seeking permanent care. I shall investigate the
matter with officers of my department to see how
we can assist this family in obtaining permanent
care. I was surprised when the honourable member
for Bundoora said the only way for the family to fix
the problem was to get protective services. It seemed
a rather absurd remedy and smelt of a bit of point
scoring at the expense of people with disabilities.

In the last budget the government allocated. an extra
$6 million a year to provide 100 extra places for
children with disabilities who previously had been
cared for within the family. The process of acquiring
accommodation is progressing and we will continue
to provide that additional support for families with
children with disabilities. It is interesting to note that
during the opposition's 10 years in office between
1982 and 1992 the budget for disability services
increased by 500 per cent, but at the end of that
decade no additional clients were receiving services.
The money went on bureaucracy, trade union mates
and a whole range of consultants; nothing went on
helping people with disabilities.
In two and a half years this government has proved
that it cares for people with disabilities. We are not
looking after mates in the bureaucracy, we are
ensuring that the resources reach the people who are
in genuine need. I shall take up the matter of Robyn
Evans and her child with my officers, and if the
honourable member for Bundoora has any
additional information that would help resolve the
matter more speedily I would be grateful to receive
it

The honourable member for Wantima raised the
question of the commonwealth special education
program, especially in the Knoxfield Preschool
Centre. The commonwealth provides $3.6 million
through the Department of Employment, Education
and Training for three program areas: early
intervention; preschools; and children in residential
care. Under this program funding is provided for
integration aide support to assist children with
severe disabilities to access a preschool education
program. Funds are not provided by the
commonwealth on a dollar-for-dollar basis as they
are with the supported accommodation assistance
program or with the child-<are agreement The
funds provided by the commonwealth are only
supplementary to what the state provides. In all, the
state government is providing about $12 million
towards these types of programs while the
commonwealth is providing $3.6 million.
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Guidelines are set by the commonwealth: to be
eligible it must be demonstrated that a child is at
risk of serious injury, is extremely restricted. in
capacity of movement or has exceptional support
needs. The program. in this state received
applications that equated to about $1.5 million, of
which the commonwealth was able to fund only
$750 000, so there was a big shortfall in
commonwealth funding. That was to the detriment
of programs at places such as the Knoxfield
preschool and other similar centres.
I acknowledge the excellent work being undertaken
by the honourable member for Wantima in assisting
families of children with disabilities. I shall continue
to support him in his efforts to obtain the additional
funding, and I am writing to the federal minister to
request additional funding in this area because I
believe the commonwealth must fulfil its share of
the responsibilities.
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Health) - The
honourable member for Albert Park raised with me
a matter concerning the Metropolitan Hospitals
Plarming Board and mentioned a number of
hospitals. Predictably, he was confused between
Momington and Mordialloc, which is something he
is wont to do. In the past he has been confused
between Ballarat and Bendigo. There is a significant
difference between Mordialloc and Momington.

One of the most important initiatives the
government has taken in the health area is the
setting up of the Metropolitan Hospitals Planning
Board. As health services and medical tedmology
become more sophisticated one of the key
requirements is the coordination and integration of
hospital services, general health services, primary
care services, secondary care services and tertiary
care services, and the curious thing is that over the
past 10 years or even longer in this state there has
been no mechanism for proper planning of those
services.
The Metropolitan Hospitals Planning Board, with its
two terms of reference - the first of which relates
predominantly to hospitals and the second of which
refers to the integration of all health services - is
giving consideration to some of the key matters that
need to be addressed for improved integration and
coordination of our health services. The Rosebud
hospital, to which the honourable member referred,
has in many instances led the way, along with the
Frankston hospital. Some time back they merged
and became the Mornington Peninsula Hospital.
That excellent hospital was previously under the
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leadership of Stan Capp and was served by an
extremely good board which saw the advantage of
this closer arrangement between the hospital at
Rosebud, a relatively small hospital, and the large
and growing teaching hospital at Frankston. It is an
example of a good amalgamation providing closer
working arrangements.
The government has seen the need for services in the
Rosebud area, especially with the growth in the
aged population - it is a popular retirement area and is in the process of funding substantial building
expansion at the Rosebud campus of the
Momington Peninsula Hospital.
The honourable member referred to comments made
about other hospitals arising in late December from
a leaked document that was run in the Age
newspaper. I said then, as I would now, that that
document has no standing in the government's
decision-making processes and the government has
no plans to close the Sandringham hospital, the
Mordialloc hospital, the Fairfield hospital or any
other hospital that is the subject of that leaked
document. The honourable members for
Sandringham and Mordialloc have certainly made
strong and pressing representations to me, and I was
invited to visit those hospitals. That leaked
document was incorrect and it was inappropriately
published. The government does not have the plans
suggested in that document.

As I told the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee some weeks ago, the government and
the department are not making submissions to the
Metropolitan Hospitals Planning Board. They are
simply asking that that representative and cohesive
board, which represents a number of sectors in the
health industry, use its discretion and rely on its
judgment in assessing the submissions put to it by
hospitals and organisations in the health area. I
understand the honourable member for AJbert Park
has also made a submission. All the submissions will
be taken into accoWlt. The department and the
people of Melbourne look forward to the
recommendations of the Metropolitan Hospitals
Planning Board and to their implementation by the
government. We are now focusing on moving our
health system forward in a coordinated and
integrated way with the aim of prOviding improved
services that meet the demands of the 21st century.
The honourable member for Bendigo West raised
the proposal to develop the old Castlemaine gaol as
a tourist facility. As the honourable member
explained it is an excellent opportunity, given the
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obvious historic significance of the gaol It offers a
chance to develop a facility that will benefit not only
the people of Castlemaine but the developers.
People will be able to stop at Castlemaine and look
over the old town.
The local member pointed out the discrepancies in

the requirements of the 1994 building regulations,
the 1958 Health Act and the Health (Prescribed
Accommodation) Regulations 1990. Under the
health regulations accommodation cannot be made
available if the minimum floor requirements are not
met. The building regulations and Building Code of
Australia requirements run contrary to the health
regulations. As the honourable member for Bendigo
West said, after they appealed to the Building
Appeals Board Andrew and Kaye Duncan, the
applicants who want to develop the gaol, were
advised that they would be able to get an exemption
despite the old gaol being an historic building under
the Historic Buildings Council regulations.
Nevertheless, they were faced with the difficulty of
not complying with the Health (Prescribed
Accommodation) Regulations 1990.
After considering the matter raised by the
honourable member for Bendigo West I indicate that
it is not helpful if developers have to comply with
sets of regulations that are contradictory. In the
event of the building regulations and the Building
Control Commission requirements being able to
accommodate the plans for the redevelopment of the
gaol, I will certainly set in train an investigative and
consultation process involving all the relevant
parties to seek a consensus on the need to remove
the conflicting provisions from the health
regulations so that the issue that has been brought to
my attention is covered by the building regulations
alone.
The honourable member has said the matter is
somewhat urgent because bookings for the
Castlemaine gaol have already been taken. I have
indicated that the process will take some little time. I
have written to the commissioners of the MOWlt
Alexander Shire COlDlcil, pointing out that we have
started the process and that consultations will
commence immediately. I am confident that a
legislative review will remove the conflicting
regulations. I believe the council should use its
powers under the building regulations, given that
the health regulations will be reviewed as quickly as
possible so that the development can proceed. That
is indicative of a commonsense approach and a good
outcome for the people of Castlemaine and the
developers as a result of the matter being brought to
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the attention of the department and the relevant
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Mr Micallef - Goodnight!

minister by a very good local member.

The honourable member for Dandenong North
raised the matter of child and adolescent psychiatry
services in Dandenong. I agree with the honourable
member about the real need for an expanded and
enhanced child and adolescent service in the
Dandenong area - and, I suggest, in many other
parts of Victoria, too. As I told the house earlier
today, it is 12 months since the government
introduced its framework for the delivery of
psychiatric services. Four key programs for
psychiatric services were set out - child and
adolescent, adult and aged service programs, as well
as the forensic requirements of people with mental
illness.

Mr GUDE -It was so nice of the honourable
gentleman to join us, albeit briefly.

Oearly, when the Parliament gave consideration to
matters that were raised by the honourable member,
it was as a consequence of the House Committee
and the Standing Orders Committee at that time
under a previous Labor government not delivering
the performance that it should have. There was no
doubt a need for an additional committee.

There is no doubt about the real need for child and
adolescent programs, areas in which there are
probably fewer services than in the adult and
geriatric areas. The announcement of the new
forensic institute means the needs of people who
have mental illnesses and who have been involved
in the legal system will be addressed.

Notwithstanding that, I hold the view that the
committees of Parliament, traditional though they
may be, should be capable of delivering the results
that the Parliament wants. In the event that those
committees are delivering, members of this place
should do what they can to service those committees
to come to a better conclusion. That is where I start
from on the matter. However, because the
honourable member raised his concern about the
strategic management of the Parliament in a serious
and responstble way, I will give it appropriate and
due consideration.

I am sure the honourable member for Dandenong
North shares my pride in the development of the
adult psychiatric services at Dandenong under John
Bayliss, who heads the unit Some excellent visiting
psychiatrists attend the unit, which also has some
very good nurses and new facilities. It is one of the
best adult psychiatric services in the state. As the
honourable member said, it has provision for a child
and adolescent unit, but the facility has not yet
reached full capacity. I will make some inquiries
about the situation in the area.

Mr W. D. McGRATII (Minister for
Agriculture) - The honourable member for Glen
Waverley raised two matters for the
Attomey-General's consideration: namely, the
potential for refOrming the Law Institute of Victoria,
and the need for a legal ombudsman. It is very much
up to the Attorney~ to develop policy within
her portfolio and to then bring those policy
developments forward for consideration by the
government Nevertheless, I shall refer the matter to
the Attorney-General for her consideration.

The honourable member will know that at the
moment we are seeking a venue for the building of a
community residential unit for older members of the
Dandenong community who suHer from psychiatric
illnesses. We are waiting on approval for a site.
Funding has been allocated for a 20-bed community
residential unit Most of the needs of the Dandenong
area are being met, but I certainly share the
member's concern about the need to look again at
the child and adolescent component I will do that
and I will get back to her.

The honourable member for Ballarat East raised a
matter concerning Workcover for TAPE students
undertaking child<are traming. Students need to
participate in practical work experience and he was
questioning the fact that there did not seem to be
Workcover in the worlcplace for those students. I
shall bring that matter to the attention of the
minister responsible for Work.cover in another place,
the honourable Roger H.a.lUm. I am sure that he will
address that matter on behali of the honourable
member for Bal1ara t East.

Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - The honourable member for
Werribee raised for my consideration the strategic
management review of Parliament committee that
was established in a previous Parliament Are you
going somewhere?

The honourable member for Mildura brought to my
attention matters rela nng to the Melbourne Market
Authority. He outlined }us uwolvement with an
agriculture committee that he chaired on my behalf,
which produced some 35 recommendations to bring
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about a better focus for the Melbourne Market
Authority.
I am pleased that the Melbourne Market Authority
has reported to me that most of those 35

recommendations have now been implemented.
Some of them are for improved information
facilities. For instance, a hotline has been established
to address problems and inquiries; special kits and
videos have been produced to show the benefits of
the market; and officers have been visiting various
parts of Victoria where horticultural products are
grown encouraging greater participation in and
understanding of the market's involvement
I point out that there have been many consignments
from Queensland. At the moment the amount of
produce coming &om Queensland is at its highest in
recent memory. Other aspects include trying to
facilitate access to cool storage for tenants. It is
important that additional space be provided for cool
storage to ensure that the life of horticultural
products is enhanced. I advise the honourable
member for Glen Waverley that the Melbourne
Market Authority is in very good shape financially
and it has the financial ability to meet this particular
need. I further point out that from this month, April
1995, for the first time we will have transferable
standing licences. That means growers will now be
able to sell from their stands without the authority
being involved, which will be of great benefit
It should be noted that the authority is now looking
at developing a flower market centre to complement
the flower industry of this state. It would provide a
new five-day flower market 1hat development is to
be undertaken and completed by spring 1995. The
proposal has my approval in principle. However, it
also needs the Treasurer's approval. I am sure the
Treasurer will approve it providing there is an
adequate return on the capital invested.

The flower market will cost about $3.5 million, so it
is a sizeable investment However, the market
authority has the finance available from its own
resources to carry out that particular program. There
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will be plenty of export opportunities for the flower
industry. The honourable member for Glen
Waverley would be well aware that a number of
flower producers from Victoria are in the export
arena producing fresh flowers for many countries,
particularly in the Asian region. Once again,
facilities relating to cool rooms will provide the
opportunity for flower wholesalers to have more
access to ready markets.
Other initiatives the market trust is looking at
include assisting small local retailers. I know that the
chairman of the market trust has had meetings with
the Minister for Small Business on developing this
policy and assisting those small retailers to develop
and undertake their business to a better and higher
degree of efficiency.
One of the outstanding achievements of the market
authority is that since 1994 it has embarked upon an
enterprise agreement, which has reduced the work
force from 50 back to 40 and brought about a net
savings of some $200 000. A code of ethics for
customer service has also been developed for all
participating staff. There is high morale among the
staff at the Melbourne market, which instils a sense
of confidence in all those who participate, for
instance, the growers and the wholesalers. Much of
this has been brought forward by recommendations
from the agriculture committee, which has proved
very positive in assisting, in particular, the
horticulture industry of this state.
The SPEAKER - Order! The house stands
adjourned until next day.

House adjourned 10.57 p.m.
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Capital works, q 1137
Funding, q 299, 818, 821
Industry links, 1934, 1939
Learning assessment project, q 1551, q 1553, 1610,
1615, 1632, q 1646
Publicity campaigns, 557, 570
Road safety in schools program, 159, 164
(See also Preschools, Schools and colleges,
Students, Teachers and Tertiary education and
training)

Exports
Computer components, q 2063
Fruit to Asia, 1525, 1530
Government assistance, 1345, 1349
Horticulture, q 861
Infrastructure to China, q 506
(See also Business and industry)

F
Fair trading
Jack the Ripper, 868, 873, 998, 1000

Electricity industry
Bushfire mitigation, 2196, 2200
Interstate trade, q 451
MCG super box, q 388
Meters, q 298, q 453
Prices, q 295, q 383, q 386, 1257, 1261, 1346, 1351
Salary packages, q 11
(See also Powercor Australia, Privatisation, Solaris
Power and United Energy)
Emergency services
Communications system, 567, q 586, q 661
Management plans, 1258, 1263
(See also Ambulance services)
Employee Relations Commission
President, 936, q 1066, q 1285, 1444, 1447
(See also Industrial relations)
Employment
Australian women in Japan, 1104, 1107
Labour force statistics, q 452
Ministerial staff contracts, q 1970, q 2062, q 2065,
2131,2132,2136,2139
Nursing graduates, 422, 424
Western region, q 1064
(See also

Industrial relations)

Emu farming, 620, 627
Enfield State Forest

Finance
Asset sales program, q 1738
Federal budget
airports, q 1379
company tax, q 502, q 1377
hospital waiting lists, q 1476
privatisation, q 1479
regional forest agreements, q 1380
Overseas financial mission, q 12, q 104
(See also Government)
Finance, Minister for (See Ministers)
Fire
Hydrant maintenance, 1443, 1447
Nursing homes and special accommodation, 924
(See also Bushfires)
Firearms
Amnesty, q 686
Uniform controls, q 2175
First Place
Small business initiative, q 1872

Fishing industry
European carp, 2134, 2142
Illegal, 995, 1000
Pilchard deaths, q 1285
Trout, 1851, 1853

Fire, 420, 423
Fitzroy Legal Service, 217, 221
Environment Protection (Scheduled Premises and
Exemptions) Regulations 1994, 1382
Ethnic affairs
Budget, 1705, 1708
Cretan Greek community statue, 2024, 2031

Floods
Mitigation schemes, 68, 72
Flora and fauna scientific advisory committee, 623,
628
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Flower industry (See Melbourne Market Authority)

Goulburn Valley
Sports facilities, 1442, 1446

Fluoridation
VVodonga,2026,2028

Government

Food processing
East Gippsland, q 1060
Investment, q 294, q 1873
Foodbank Victoria, q 1066
Football (See Australian Football League)
Forensic psychiatric institute, q 660

Advertising, 357
Asset sales program, q 1738
Business enterprises, 95
DDB r\eedham, q 197
Economic policy, q 12, q 104, q 1137
Export assistance, 1345, 1349
Industry policy, q 193
Multimedia task force, q 1281
(See also Finance and Liberal Party)

Forests
Barmah: sleeper cutters, 2198, 2202
Enfield: fire, 420, 423
National policy statement, q 1380
Regional agreements, q 1380

Government Employee Housing Authority, 214, 220
Grain Elevators Board
Sale, q 1280
Grand prix

Foxtel
Customer service centre, q 1826
Frankston, City of
Community Links, 1260, 1262
Police presence, 160, 164, 621, 628
Speed limits, 997, 1000
Freeway tolls (See City Link project and Roads)
Freeways (See City Link project and Roads)

Formula one
civil rights, q 1644, q 1733
police role, q 1646
track compaction, q 2061
Motorcycle
Phillip Island, q 1231
Grievances, 214, 553, 695, 922, 1617
Grimwade, Sir Andrew, q 1648, q 1734

H

Fresh Centre (See Melbourne Market Authority)
Fruit industry

Haemophilia: factor VIII, 2130, 2135

Exports to Asia, 1525, 1530

G

llansard,2060, 2128,2142, 2143, 2146, 2194
Harness Racing Board, 1346, 1349
Hazardous materials (See Dangerous goods)

Gang warfare, 547, 551, 579
(See also Violence)
Gas industry
Cylinder
hire, 1796, 1801
standards, 1703, 1707
Faulty appliance installation, 215, 220
Murray Valley pipeline, 1796, 1801
Tariff review, q 659
Geelong
Mall stabbing, 1640
(See also Port of Geelong)

Health
Bendigo amalgamated services, 1933, 1938
Immunisation programs, 1609, 1615, 1848, 1852
Medicare levy increase, q 1378
National care standards, q 1548
Obstetrics and gynaecology in rural areas, 157, 161
(See also Disability services and Psychiatric
services)
Health Services Commissioner
Report, 694
Highpoint Shopping Centre
Power failures, 547, 551

Geriatric services (See Aged care)

Holiday leave loading, 348, 355

Gladstone Park Young Citizens Group, 418, 422

Homosexuality, q 1825, q 1827
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Horatio Jones historic house, 1523, 1527
Horticulture industry
Exports, q 861
Hospital Remuneration Tribunal, 1109
Hospitals
Altona District, 2198, 2202
Birregurra and District Community Hospital, 165
Case-mix funding, 1003
Closures, 669,673,741,744
Emergency departments, q 1282
Federal budget, q 1476
Footscray psychiatric, 1525, 1529
Momington Peninsula, Rosebud campus, 158, 162
Premature discharges, 550, 552
Restructure, q 1059
Waiting lists, q 1476, q 1970
Williamstown, 819, 823
Housing
Ballarat and Bendigo sales, 1182, 1185
Community groups, 1261, 1263
~parlTnenuuinspecto~ 1795, 1800,2026,2028
Emergency application, 1103, 1105
Faulty gas installations, 215, 220
Morwell sale, 1104, 1105
Olympic village, 1849, 1852
Pascoe Vale development, 670, 673
Protected tenancies, 549, 552
Waiting lists, 946, 1347, 1351
(See also Planning)
Housing Guarantee Fund Ltd, 159, 164

Information technology
Computers
component exports, q 2063
sales tax, 2195, 2199
Multimedia task force, q 1281
Public sector, 1941
Vicnet, q 1547
Institute in Basic life Principles, 2195, 2199
Intergraph (See Ambulance services and Emergency
services)
International treaties, q 299, q 1229, 1259, 1263
International Women's Day, 418, 422
Interpreter card, q 8
Investment (See Business and industry)
In-vitro fertilisation, q 952
Irrigation (See Water)

J
Jack the Ripper, 868, 873,998, 1000
Japan
Employment of Australian women, 1104, 1107
Joint sittings of Parliament (See Parliament)
Judiciary
Independence, q 857
Justice, Department of
Unfair dismissal, 1635, 1637

K
Immigration (See Ethnic affairs and Multiculturalism)
Kangaroos
Immunisation (See Health)
Indonesia
Trade agreement, q 1733

Blindness epidemic, q 1971
Kew Cottages, 867, 872
Kindergartens (See Preschools)

Industrial relations
Board of Studies dispute, 1445, 1447
Federal awards, 1345, 1348
Holiday leave loading, 348, 355
Minimum wage, q 1479
State system, 936, 1622
Workplace disputes, q 1283
(See also Employee Relations Commission and
Employment)
Industry (See Business and industry)

King Street
Violence, q 300
(See also Police and Violence)
Knox, City of
Council elections, 1705, 1710

L
Land Conservation Council
Marine and coastal parks, 1703, 1710
(See also Parks)
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Mental health (See Disability services, Health and
Psychiatric services)

Law Reform Committee

Curbing the Phoenix Company, 1941
Learning assessment project (See Education)

Metropolitan Hospitals Planning Board, q 457
(See also Hospitals)
Mining

Legal profession

Australian standards, 1260, 1262
Qualifications, 2197, 2200

Reform, q 688, 740, 746
Level crossings (See Rail)

Ministerial staff

Liberal Party
Multiculturalism policy, 1608, 1613, 1706, 1708
Liquefied petroleum gas

Contracts, q 1970, q 2062, q 2065,2131,2132,2136,
2139,2147
Ministers

Prices, 65, 69
Little Bungalook Creek, 69, 72
Local government
Amalgamations, 1638
Baby capsules, 1047, 1055
Building site toilets, 1522, 1530
Senior appointments, 1050, 1055
(See also Planning and individual city and shire
council names)
Locomotive International Pty Ltd, 351, 355

M

Cabinet position, 2133,2140
Finance
chief of staff, q 1967, q 1968, q 1969, q 2061, q 2063,
2147, q 2171, q 2173
personal explanation, 2147
resignation, 1967
Natural Resources: personal explanations, 685, 866,
1508
Public Transport: alleged conduct, q 1871, q 1872,
1942, 1945
Treasurer: overseas financial mission, q 12, q 104
(See also Premier)
Mobil Altona refinery, q 1967
Moonee Ponds Creek, 622, 628

Magistrates Court
Report, 2151
Meat industry
Inspection standards, 218, 222
Processing industry, q 1735
Medical services (See Health and Hospitals)
Medicare
Levy increase, q 1378
(See also Health and Hospitals)
Melbourne Harbour Trust
Heritage furniture, 1797, 1800

Moonee Valley, City of
Elections, 997,999
Morwell National Park, 1642
Motorcycle grand prix (See Grand prix)
Multiculturalism
Liberal Party policy, 1608, 1613, 1706, 1708
(See also Ethnic affairs)
Multimedia task force, q 1281
Multiple Sclerosis Society of Victoria, 622, 628
Municipalities (See Local government and individual
city council and shire names)

Melbourne Market Authority, q 198,669,672,739,746

N

Melbourne Water
Accounts, 739, 743
(See also Water)
Melbourne Wholesale Fruit and Vegetable Market
(See Melbourne Market Authority)
Members
Keilor: SEC sell-off letter, 815, 821
Polwarth: resignation as Minister for Finance, 1967

National competition policy, q 658, q 950
(See also Government and Privatisation)

National parks (See Parks)
National Road Transport Commission
1993-94 report, 303
Natural Resources, Minister for (See Ministers)
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Neighbourhood houses, q 2062

Parliament of Victoria Committee, 742, 746

Nillumbik, City of

Pensioners (See Aged care)

Commissioners, 2197, 2202
Employment contracts, 2025, 2031
Fire hydrant maintenance, 1443, 1447
Pretty Hill, 1612, 1616
Watsons Creek land, 1100, 1104, 1522, 1526
Numura Jafco Investments, q 780

Personal explanations
Mr Coleman, 685, 866, 1508
MrI. W.Smith,2147
(See also Members and Ministers)
Pest control, 158, 162
(See also Dangerous goods)

Nursing homes (See Aged care)
Petitions

o
Obstetric and Paediatric Mortality and Morbidity,
Consultative Council on, 2151
Old Castlemaine Gaol, 742, 745
Olympic Games
Sydney, q 1477
Ombudsman and Deputy Ombudsman (Police
Complaints)
1993-94 report, 303
Onelink consortium (See Public transport)
Opposition, Leader of the
Adviser, 217, 220, 478, 485
Telephone tapping, q 1478
(See also Australian Labor Party)
Opposition, The (See Australian Labor Party)

p
Paramilitary groups, 1180, 1184
(See also Violence)
Parks
Marine and coastal, 1703, 1710
Morwell, 1642
National Parks Service, 1711
Parliament
Act, proclamation of, 1287
Bills, correction of, 20
Business program, 21, 205, 304, 512, 632, 697, 922,
1075, 1288, 1557, 1878
Distinguished visitors, 383, 1193, 1376
Filming and photographing of proceedings,S, 193,
293,501,685,749,948,1825,2060
liansard, 2060, 2128,2142, 2143,2146,2194
Joint sittings, 696, 750, 811, 825, 1075, 1099, 1177,
1191,1877,1932,2011,2033
Opposition business, manager of, 5
Speaker, censure of, 1878

Ambulance services: Essendon, 16
Apollo Bay waste water treatment plant, 1109
Birregurra and District Community Hospital, 165
Central Highlands Water Board, 1001
Community care unit, Doveton, 693
Craigiebum private prison, 828
Daylight savin& 1617
Health Services (Amendment) Bill, 15
Latrobe Valley: power industry, 693
Legal aid, 2149
Legal profession: accountability, 749
Melbourne: northern boundary, 1554
Moonee Valley City Council, 16
Obstetricians and gynaecologists for country areas,
1876
Petrol: country prices, 827
Port of Geelong, 749
Powercor,15
Privatisation, 827, 1617, 1941,2035,2150
Protection for homeowners or occupiers, 1876
Public liability: home occupier rights, 630
Rail: Pakenham line, 1002
SEC: supply charges, 1002
Sentencing: serious sexual offences, 1001
Sexual discrimination, 15,75,357.553,629,693, 749,
827,921,1001,1066,1109,1353,1554,1711
South Eastern Arterial: grade separation project, 75
Surfcoast Community Health Centre, Anglesea, 693
Tullamarine Freeway
extension, 629, 694
toll, 629, 2150
Westall Road: upgrading, 1803
Westmeadows Primary School, 1193
Workcover, 1001
Petrol
Country prices, 420, 423
Planning
Body corporate funds, 1798, 1800
Carlton Football Club, q 1873
Digital map base, q 1064
Forensic psychiatric institute, q 660
McDonalds permit, 1183, 1185
Mont Park precinct, 2023, 2031
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Pascoe Vale permit, 814, 820
Relocatable homes, 819,820
South Melbourne pennit, 1051, 1052
South Yarra permit, q 1829
Viccode 2 review, q 108
(See also Housing and Local government)
Point Lillias
Archaeological survey, 1630, q 1736, 1850, 1852
Chemical storage, q 1232
(See also Dangerous goods)
Police
Air wing, q 1549, 1935, 1940
Boronia station, 350, 354
Description of suspects, 348, 354
Eltham station, 817, 823
Frankstonpresence, 160, 164,621,628
Grand prix role, q 1646
Ombudsman and Deputy Ombudsman (Police
Complaints) report, 303
Portarlington residence, 870, 873, 1050, 1054
Project Beacon, q 383, 1353
Sexual assault code, 996,999
Tasty Club raid, 1848, 1852
Whittlesea security services, 349, 355
(See also Firearms and Violence)
Port of Geelong
Channel deepening, 1051, 1055
Portland
Cable car restoration, 548, 552
Power skis, 67,72,546,551

(17)

Asset sales program, q 1738
Federal budget, q 1479
Government business enterprises, 95
Professor Bob Officer, q 384
SEC, q 6, q 9, q 14, q 103, q 106, q 107, q 193, q 195,
q 293, q 455, q 508
UK electricity prices, q 453
(See also Electricity industry, Government and
National competition policy)
Psychiatric services
Bendigo, 1704, 1707
Eastern suburbs, q 1736
Echuca, 2023,2028
Westgate Support Group, 1181, 1188
(See also Disability services and Health)
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
1994 report, 1002

Financial audit of Audit Office, 750
Infonnation technology in public sector, 1941
Performance audit of Auditor-General, 750
Standing orders, 1067
Public Advocate, 666, 671
Public sector
CBD offices, q 1031
Infonnation technology, 1941
(See also Government)
Public Transport Corporation
Caroline Chisholm Society, 1796, 1799
Property maintenance, 1345, 1351
Second World War anniversary, q 1063
TPI concession card, 1794, 1798

Powercor Australia
Blackouts, 577
Service, 160, 164
Staffing levels, 68, 70
(See also Electricity industry and SEC)
Premier
Overseas financial mission, q 12, q 104
Premier's Award for medical research, q 21i2
(See also Ministerial staff and Ministers)

Public Transport, Minister for

(See

Public transport
Automatic ticketing machines, 216, 220, q SOl, q 503,
q 505,573, q 584, q 585, q 587, 621, 624, q 657,
q 659, 663, q 1377, q 1381, q 1736, 1937, 1940
Long service passes, 1102, 1107
Ticket inspection, 1524, 1527
(See also Buses, Rail and Trams)

Q
Preschools
~anagementconuTrittees,

1945

Special education funding, 741, 744
(See also Education)

Questions on notice
Answers, 218, 221

R
Prisons
Craigieburn private, 828
Sale, q 1968
Privatisation

Ministers)

Racing
Country courses, 347, 352
Harness Racing Board, 1346, 1349
(See also Sport)
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Rail
Brimbank land, 422, 424
Cranbourne: Met tickets, q 583
Glen Waverley station, 1099, 1106
Hughesdale incident, 619, 624
Merinda Park station toilets, 1847, 1852
Metzones,667,668,673
Narre Warren station, 666,673, 1101, 1107
National strategy, q 1035
Rosanna crossing, 1103, 1107
St Albans crossing, 1706, 1710
Spotswood residents, 1609, 1615
Upfield line, q 782, 1524, 1528
Westcoast Rail, 996, 1000
Wodonga passenger services, 1182, 1188
(See also Buses, Public transport and Trams)
Research and development
State comparisons, q 1648
(See also Business and industry)
Residential Tenancies Tribunal
Decision, 1612, 1616
(See also Housing)
Respite care (See Aged care)
Road Safety Committee
Draft Australian road rules, 2035
Effects of drugs (other than alcohol) on road safety,
1617
Revision of speed limits in Victoria, 694
Road safety
Schools program, 159, 164
Roads
Better Roads levy, 352, 355
Freeways
tolls and transponders, q 1867, q 1870, 2027, 2030,
2195,2201
Tullamarine lighting, 871,873
Homeowner compensation, 1048, 1055
Melton Highway, 2023, 2029
Paynesville-Raymond Island ferry, 621, 628
Princes Highway, 480, 485
Southern bypass, q 781
Sturt Highway, 1048, 1055
Sturt Street, Ballarat, 1937, 1940
Wattletree Road, Eltham, 870, 873
Westall Road, Springvale, 1611, 1615, 1803
Western bypass, q 781
(See also City Link project)

Rotary
Beaumaris dub raffle, 1101, 1107
Farm Aid project, q 1828
Royal Melbourne Institute of Technology
Coburg campus, 1794, 1801
Joint sitting of Parliament, 1877, 1932,2011, 2033
Rulings by the Chair
AddresSing Chair, 93, 167, 1125, 1622, 1735, 1867,
1951,1997,2000
Adjournment debate
admissibility of matter, 872, 1347, 1935,2025,2131,
2133
criticism of members, 871
Admissibility
adjournment matter, 872, 1347, 1935, 2025, 2131,
2133
adjournment motion, 1942, 1943, 1944
amendment, 634, 650,653
motions, 750, 752
questions without notice, 691, 857, 859, 953,1477,
1825, 1826, 1868, 1872, 1873
Amendments
admissibility, 634, 650,653
circulated, 324
debating, 640
guidelines, 635
seconding, 842
Business program, 205, 633
Closure of debate, 1893
Correct titles, 194,217,360
Former Premier's portrait, 418
Frivolous and vexatious points of order, 388, 510,
1052,1214,2026,2028
Grievance debate, 933, 934, 941, 1619, 1625

Iiansard,2060,2128,2143,2146,2194
Incorporation of documents, 1681
Members
conduct, 53, 196
criticism of, 871
reflections on, 1890, 2124, 2125, 2162
Motions
admiSSibility, 750, 752
lengthy, 428
moving of, 389
urgency, 78
Order of call, 1476, 1934
Personal explanations, 2147, 2178
Proclamation of act, 1348
Public gallery
disturbance, 790
visitors, 1875, 1876
Questions without notice
admissibility, 691, 857, 859, 953, 1477, 1825, 1826,
1868, 1872, 1873
debating, 194,457, 1065,2172,2174
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guidelines, 509
seeking opinion, 1554
Reading
docUInents, 624, 1168,1170,1193,1590
newspapers, 1478
notes and speeches, 933, 1429, 1636, 1649, 1650,
1713
Reflections
on Chair, 1401, 1888, 2125
on members, 1890,2124, 2125, 2162
Relevance, 12, 28, 56, 59, 61, 85, 114, lIS, 171, 195,
221,222,295,351,403,599,646,762, lOOS, 1291,
1315, 1344, 1359, 1360, 1362, 1363, 1365, 1366, 1375,
1401, 1454, 1511, 1551, 1552, 1806, 1828, 1870, 1880,
1882,1884,1885,1889,1890,1913,1996,1999,2053,
2055,2124,2170,2180
Rule of anticipation, 1610
Standing order no. 208,510,582,630,632
Sub judice rule, 554, 2131
Tabling of docUInents, 778, 1946
Tedious repetition, 1886, 2168
Unparliamentary and offensive remarks, 197, 390,
504,635,647,758,762,764,822,862,1167,1212,
1351,1380,1606,1614,1645,1709,1970,2126,2133
Urgency motion, 78
Rural poverty, 546, 551

Red Rock Outpost, 480,483
Templestowe College, 482, 483
Thomastown primary, 1704, 1710
Valkstone primary, 667, 672
Yarrambat primary, 1343, 1351
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee

Alert Digest, 303, 511, 694, 921, 1286, 1555, 1876, 2094
Constitution Act 1975, 1941
Second annual report, 511
Subordinate legislation, 511, 1382
SEC
Building lease, q 385
(See also Electricity industry and Privatisation)
Semitrailers
Regulations, 998, 1000
Senate
Vacancy, 1075, 1099, 1177, 1191
Sheriff's Office
Unlawful seizure of goods, 1259, 1263
Shimadzu Corporation, q 1139

Rushworth courthouse, 619, 628

s

Small business (See Business and industry)
Solaris Power
Highpoint Shopping Centre, 547, 551

Sale
Prison, q 1968
Show grounds, 550, 552
Sales tax
Student computer equipment, 2195, 2199

Speaker, The
Censure, 1878
Speed limits
Frankston,997,1000
Road Safety Committee report, 694

Saleyards
Bendigo,419,423
Sand own Park
Drag racing, 668, 673
Sandringham courthouse, 1612, 1616
School buses (See Buses)
Schools and colleges
Buxton primary, 2194, 2199
Capital works, q 1137
Funding, q 299, 818, 821
Hampton Park East primary, 1797,1802
James Harrison secondary, 1049, 1054
Lower Plenty primary, 1048, 1054
Munro primary, 421, 424
North Shore primary, 548,551, 1443, 1447
Northland secondary, 21, 75
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Spirit of Sport awards, q 2064
Sport
AFL: grand final tickets, 1702, 1706
Australian University Games, q 587
Football
player safety, 1934
under-age drinking, 66, 71
Goulburn Valley facilities, 1442, 1446
Heat exhaustion, 867, 873
Sandown Park drag racing, 668, 673
Spirit of Sport awards, q 2064
Sydney OlympicS, q 1477
Stamp duty
Share transfers, q 1869
Standing Orders Committee
Fees for private bills, 2035

INDEX
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State deficit levy (See State Deficit Levy (Repeal) Bill
in BILLS)
State Revenue Office, 479, 485

Timber industry
National policy, q 1380
Regional forest agreements, q 1380
(See also Forests)

Station Pier, q 1230
Stock (Hormonal Growth Promotants Status
Declarations) Regulations 1994, 511

TNTLtd
Shares, 1932, 1938

Strategic Research Foundation, q 1648

Tocumwal Bridge, 219, 221

Students

Tolls (See City Link project and Roads)

Computer equipment sales tax, 2195, 2199
Country driver licences, 1181, 1185
VVorkcovercoverage, 743,746
Sunbury
Arts and cultural facility, 1702, 1710

Tourism
Airline services, q 456
Domestic, q 1139
Major events, 562
Mount Bogong licences, 1444, 1447
Trade (See Business and industry)

Supreme Court
Judges report, 2151

Trams

Sydney Olympics, q 1477

T
Tabcorp
Share prices, q 296
T AFE (See Tertiary education and training)
Tambo cheese factory, 1442, 1446
Tasty Club
Police raid, 1848, 1852
Taxes
Company, q 502, q 1377
Computer sales, 2195, 2199
Federal wine, 565
Share transfers, q 1869

City Circle, q 1737
Fare collection, 869, 873
Route 21, 482, 485
Safety, 1617, 1619
Transport (See Buses, Public transport, Rail, Trams
and Vicroads)
Transport Accident Commission
Postage and courier services, 1611, 1615
Treasurer, The (See Ministers)
Treasury and Finance, Department of the
Alleged conduct of officer, 553, 555, q 1827
Tullamarine Freeway (See Roads)

u
Unemployment (See Employment)

Teachers
Professional recognition, q 692
Qualifications, q 301
Tenants (See Housing and Residential Tenancies
Tribunal)

United Energy
Blackouts, 2025,2030
Sale, q 1547
Universities (See Tertiary education and training)

v

Tertiary education and training
Deakin University, 1877, 1932, 2011, 2033
La Trobe University, 696, 750, 811, 825
Royal Melbourne Institute of Technology, 1794, 1801,
1877,1932,2011,2033
Swinbume University of Technology, 1877, 1932,
2011,2033
University of Ballarat, 696, 750, 811, 825
Victoria University of Technology, 696, 750,811, 825

Veterinary laboratories, regional, 1627, 1629
Viccode 2
Review, q 108
(See also Planning)
Vicnet, q 1547
(See also Information technology)
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Vicroads
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Workplace equality, 2035, 2130, 2139

Headquarters, 21
Registration notices, 1257, 1263
Semitrailer regulations, 998, 1000
Tender, 922
Victoria Police Force (See Police)

Workcover
Court delays, 1851, 1852
Student coverage, 743,746
World Trade Centre, 649, 1031

y

Victorian Agriculture Equipment Liaison Committee,
816,820

Victorian Community Council against Violence, 771

Yarra River
Kew pumping station, q 1829

Violence
Domestic, q 1062, q 2175
Gang warfare, 579
Geelong mall stabbing, 1640
King Street, q 300
Paramilitary groups, 1180, 1184
Victims of crime, 575
Victorian Community Council against Violence, 771

Youth
Homelessness, q 1553
Institute in Basic Life PrinCiples, 2195, 2199
Regional committees, q 1061
Training wage, 1445, 1447

z
Zakharov, the late Senator Alice Olive, 302

VlLine
Bus passengers, 1446, 1448
Taxi use, q 1476
(See also Buses, Public transport and Rail)

w
Waste Management Council
Report, 553
Water
Blue Rock Dam, 1183, 1187
Goulbum Valley, 934
Industry reforms, q 507
Irrigation sales, 868, 873
Waste disposal, 998, 1000
(See also Melbourne Water)
Westgate Support Group, 1181, 1188
Wine industry
Federal tax, 565
Wodonga
Fluoridation, 2026, 2028
Rail services, 1182, 1188
Women
Auditor-General's report, 2035
Changing room privacy, 1848, 1852
Employment
in Japan, 1104, 1107
opportunities, 419, 422
Equal opportunity complaints, q 2064, 2129, 2137
Health services, 65, 70, q 106
International Women's Day, 418, 422
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INDEX
MEMBERS

ANDRIANOPOULOS, Mr (Mill Park)
Adjournment
Ethnic grants program, 1100
Multiculturalism: Liberal Party policy, 1608, 1706

ASHLEY, Mr (Bayswater)
Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1995-96) Bill, 1309
Equal Opportunity Bill, 1753
Questions without notice
Emergency services: communications system, 586
Firearms: unifonn controls, 2175
Foodbank Victoria, 1066
Health: national care standards, 1548
Hospitals: restructure, 1059

Business Franchise (Tobacco) (Amendment) Bill, 2039
Equal Opportunity Bill, 1768
Financial Institutions (Victoria) (Amendment) Bill,
831
Food (Amendment) Bill, 1037
Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill, 473
Melbourne and Olympic Parks (Amendment) Bill,
1561
National Parks (Yarra Ranges and Other
Amendments) Bill, 1004
Public Transport Competition Bill, 1458
Road Safety (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1383
Royal Botanic Gardens and Victorian Conservation
Trust (Amendment) Bill, 1510
Business of the house
Prograxn,304,512,697, 1288, 1558, 1878
Censure of Speaker, 1878
Director of Public Prosecutions, 769
Grievances

BAKER, Mr (Sunshine)

Automatic ticketing machines, 573
Trams: safety, 1617

Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1995-96) Bill, 1843
Equal Opportunity Bill, 1760
Office of the Regulator-General (Amendment) Bill,
112
State Deficit Levy (Repeal) Bill, 1914
Points of order, 8, 114,940

BATCHELOR, Mr (Thomastown)
Adjournment
Automatic ticketing machines, 216, 1937
Buses
routes 547 and 548,1798
V /Line passengers, 1446
City Link project, 1258, 1347
Ministerial staff contracts, 2132
Public transport: ticket inspection, 1524

Rail
Glen Waverley station, 1099
Wodonga passenger service, 1182
Thomastown Primary School: integration support,
1704
Trams
fare collection, 869
route 21, 482,
Westcoast Rail, 996
Automatic ticketing machines, 663
Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1995-96) Bill, 1587
Australian Grand Prix (Amendment) Bill, 1803

Hansard,2142
Minister for Public Transport, 1942, 1945
Points of order, 6, 12, 194,217,221,350,351, 385, 389,
390,458,503,505,508,554,555,583,623,624,631,
634,691,761,778,1065,1066,1102,1344,1380,1550,
1590,1872,1874,1935,1942,1970,2128,2132,2142,
2147,2174,2178
Questions without notice
Automatic ticketing machines, 501, 503,505,584, 585,
587,657,659,1381,1736
Buses: V/Line taxi use, 1476
Minister for Public Transport, 1871, 1872

BILDSTIEN, Mr (Mildura)
Adjournment
Meat: inspection standards, 218
Melbourne Market Authority, 739
Bills
Grain Handling and Storage Bill, 2054
Grievances
Wine industry: federal tax, 565
Petitions
Sexual discrimination, 629
Points of order, 218, 222

LEGISLATNE ASSEMBLY
BRACKS, Mr (Williamstown)
Adjournment
Altona District Hospital, 2198
Employee Relations Commission, 1444
Industrial relations: federal awards, 1345
Ministerial staff contracts, 2131
Rail: Spotswood residents, 1609
State Revenue Office, 479
Williamstown Hospital, 819
Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1995-96) Bill, 1219
Associations Incorporation (Amendment) Bill, 812
Business Franchise (Tobacco) (Amendment) Bill, 2036
Equal Opportunity Bill, 1781
Financial Institutions Duty (Amendment) Bill, 1418
Fire Authorities (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill,
149
Fisheries Bill, 718
Judicial Remuneration Tribunal Bill, 338, 431
Local Government (Further Amendment) Bill, 1472,
1481
Office of the Regulator-General (Amendment) Bill, 55
Public Sector Management (Amendment) Bill, 178
Stamps (Amendment) Bill, 1297
Stamps (Further Amendment) Bill, 2044
State Deficit Levy (Repeal) Bill, 1911
Superannuation Acts (General Amendment) Bill, 2045
Treasury Corporation of Victoria (Amendment) Bill,
1080
Business of the house
Program, 1880
Grievances
Industrial relations: state system, 936, 1622
Tourism: major events, 562
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Caroline Chisholm Society, 1799
TPI concession card, 1798
Public transport: ticket inspection, 1527
Rail
Hughesdale incident, 624
Upfield line, 782, 1528
Bills
Public Transport Competition Bill, 1383, 1455, 1458,
1459
Road Safety (Amendment) Bill, 109, 323, 545
Road Safety (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1383
Road Transport Charges (Victoria) Bill, 1971,2073
Transport (Tow Truck Refonn) Bill, 109, 212,539,956,
957
Grievances
Buses: Craigieburn,944
Trams: safety, 1619
National Road Transport Commission
Report, 303
Points of order, 624, 1360
Questions without notice
Automatic ticketing machines, 501, 504, 506, 584, 585,
587,657,659,1381
Buses
Craigieburn, 195
V /Line taxi use, 1477
Nightrider bus and City Circle tram, 1737
PTC: Second World War anniversary, 1063
Rail: national strategy, 1035
BRUMBY, Mr (Broadmeadows) (Leader of the
Opposition)
Adjournment

Hospital Remuneration Tribunal, 1121
Points of order, 635, 822, 940, llB, 1168, 1713,2131
Questions without notice
Employee Relations Commission, 1066, 1285
Industrial relations: minimum wage, 1479
Vicroads headquarters, 21

BROWN, Mr (Gippsland West) (Minister for Public
Transport)
Adjournment
Automatic ticketing machines, 624
Buses: routes 547 and 548, 1799
Freeways: tolls, 2030
Melton Highway, 2029
PTC

North Shore Primary School, 1443
Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1995-96) Bill, 1193
Australian Grand Prix (Amendment) Bill, 1887
Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill, 1894
Financial Management and Audit Acts (Amendment)
Bill, 1484
Melbourne and Olympic Parks (Amendment) Bill,
1003
National Parks (Yarra Ranges and Other
Amendments) Bill, 1004
Office of the Regulator-General (Amendment) Bill, 21
Public Sector Management (Amendment) Bill, 165
Victorian Arts Centre (Amendment) Bill, 152
Business of the house
Manager of opposition business,S
Program, 513, 633,635, 1288, 1881
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INDEX

Deaths
Hayden Wilson Birrell, Esquire, 2
Senator Alice Olive Zakharov, 302

Director of Public Prosecutions, 750
Government advertising, 357
Grievances
Director of Public Prosecutions, 926

Joint sitting of Parliament, 825, 1191, 2033
List of journalists, 389
Minister for Public Transport, 1944

Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1995-96) Bill, 1337
Coastal Management Bill, 446
Equal Opportunity Bill, 1774
Financial Institutions (Victoria) (Amendment) Bill,
986
Judicial Remuneration Tribunal Bill, 332
Local Government (Further Amendment) Bill, 1465
l\;ational Parks (Yarra Ranges and Other
Amendments) Bill, 1987

Business of the house
Program, 517

Police: Project Beacon, 1373

Points of order, 108, 171, 195,298,386,388,389,452,
634,635,640,690,1287,2172
ClARK, Mr (Box Hill)

Questions without notice
Automatic ticketing machines, 1377
City Link project, 1135, 1137, 1228, 1229, 1231, 1279,
1868
Dangerous goods: Auditor-General's report, 1475
DDB Needham, 197
Director of Public Prosecutions, 685, 687, 689, 690,
777,779,781,858,859,861,949,950,952,953,1030,
1059,1060,1061,1063,1138
Electricity industry
interstate trade, 451
MCG super box, 388
meters, 298, 453
prices, 295, 383, 386
salary packages, 11
Former Minister for Finance, 1967, 1968, 1969,2061,
2063,2171,2173
Freeway tolls and transponders, 1867, 1870
Grand prix
civil rights, 1644, 1733
police role, 1646
Judicial independence, 857
Ministerial staff contracts, 1970,2062,2065
Privatisation
Professor Bob Officer, 384
SEC, 6,9, 14, 103, 106, 107, 193, 195,293,455,508
Sir Andrew Grimwade, 1734
United Energy: sale, 1547
Water industry: reforms, 507

CARU, Mr (Coburg)
Adjournment
Melbourne Water: accounts, 739
Police: Tasty Club raid, 1848
PTC

Caroline Chisholm Society, 1796
property maintenance, 1345
Public transport: long service passes, 1102
Youth: training wage, 1445

Bills
Equal Opportunity Bill, 1763
Infertility Treatment Bill, 2106
Office of the Regulator-General (Amendment) Bill, 30
Treasury Corporation of Victoria (Amendment) Bill,
1083
Treasury Corporation of Victoria (Housing Finance)
Bill, 2087

Points of order, 78
Privatisation: government business enterprises, 95
Questions without notice
Psychiatric services: eastern suburbs, 1736
COGIDll, Dr (Werribee)

Adjournment
Electricity industry: prices, 1346
Housing Guarantee Fund Ltd, 159
International treaties: Senate inquiry, 1259
Jack the Ripper, 868, 998
Parliament of Victoria Committee, 742

Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1995-96) Bill, 1835
Appropriation (Parliament) (Interim 1995-96) Bill,
1387
Australian Food Industry Science Centre Bill, 962,
975,976,977,1385
Business Franchise (Tobacco) (Amendment) Bill, 2037
Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill, 1905
Fire Authorities (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill,
143
Fisheries Bill, 724

Business of the house
Program, 638,640

LEGISLA TIVE ASSEMBLY
Hospital Remuneration Tribunal, 1128
Petition
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Conunittee, 921
Points of order, 390, 631, 1943,2178
Questions without notice
Learning assessment project, 1553
COLE, Mr (Melbourne)

Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1995-96) Bill, 2162
Courts (General Amendment) Bill, 314
Petitions
Melbourne: northern boundary, 1554
Sexual discrimination, 693
COLEMAN, Mr (Bennettswood) (Minister for Natural
Resources)
Adjournment
Aged care: dementia sufferers, 1188
ANZ Bank: closure of branches, 355
Better Roads levy, 355
Blue Rock Dam, 1187
Buses: Nightrider, 1852
Campaspe: rural feed lots, 1939
Children: ministerial inquiries into deaths, 355
Commonwealth Bank: wheelchair access, 999
Conservation and Natural Resources: departmental
reports, 483
Cretan Greek community statue, 2031
Drought: relief, 1188
Duck shooting licences, 219
Emu farming, 627
Fishing
illegal, 1000
trout, 1853
Floods: Cobram mitigation, 72
Flora and fauna: scientific advisory conunittee, 628
Holiday leave loading, 355
Horatio Jones historic house, 1527
Housing: Olympic village, 1852
Immunisation, 1852
Jack the Ripper, 1000
Little Bungalook Creek, 72
Locomotive International Pty Ltd, 355
Melbourne Water: accounts, 743
Moonee Ponds Creek, 628
Mount Bogong tourism licences, 1447
i'>:illumbik
employment contracts, 2031
fire hydrant maintenance, 1447
Watsons Creek land, 1104, 1526
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Planning: Mont Park precinct, 2031
Police
sexual assault code, 999
Tasty Club raid, 1852
Port Phillip Bay: Black Rock pumping station, 1853
Rail
Merinda Park station toilets, 1852
Wodonga passenger services, 1188
Semitrailer regulations, 1000
Speed limits: Frankston, 1000
Water: waste disposal, 1000
Westcoast Rail, 1000
Westgate Support Group, 1188
Women: changing room privacy, 1852
Workcover: court delays, 1852

Bills
Coastal Management Bill,458, 460, 461
Fisheries Bill, 390, 468
Land (Miscellaneous) BilL 1382, 1514, 2012
Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill, 391, 472, 473
National Environment Protection Council (Victoria)
Bill,463
National Parks (Yarra Ranges and Other
Amendments) Bill, 1004, 1076, 1988, 1989, 1990
Road Safety (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1512
Royal Botanic Gardens (Amendment) Bill, 391
Royal Botanic Gardens and Victorian Conservation
Trust (Amendment) Bill, 955, 1512
Water (Amendment) Bill, 1382, 1450, 1453,2019,2022
Water Industry (Amendment) Bill, 1143, 1383, 2019,
2021
Personal explanations, 685, 866, 1508
Points of order, 1511
Questions without notice
Federal budget: forest agreements, 1381
Fishing: pilchards, 1285
Kangaroo blindness epidemic, 1971
Yarra River: Kew pumping station, 1829
COOPER, Mr (Momington)
Adjournment
CFA: national medal, 1935

Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1995-96) Bill, 1333
Appropriation (Parliament) (Interim 1995-96) Bill,
1394
Fire Authorities <Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill,

130
Fisheries Bill, 728
National Parks (Yarra Ranges and Other
Amendments) Bill, 1975
Office of the Regulator-General (Amendment) Bill, 51

INDEX
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Ports Acts (Amendment) Bill, 614
Statute Law Revision Bill, 464
Points of order, 115,690,940, 1170, 1713,2131
Questions without notice
Emergency services: communications system, 661
Motorcycle grand prix, 1231

DELZOPPO, Mr (Narracan) (See Speaker, The
(Hon. J. E. Delzoppo»

DOLLIS, Mr (Richmond)
Adjournment
Government Employee Housing Authority, 214
Bills

CUNNING HAM, Mr (Melton)
Adjournment
Buses: Melton, 818
Melton Highway, 2023
Rail: Met zones, 667
Bills
Fire Authorities (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill,
133

Trade Measurement (Administration) Bill, 1792
Trade Measurement Bill, 1792

Appropriation (Interim 1995-96) Bill, 1313
Appropriation (Parliament) (Interim 1995-96) Bill,
1405
Australian Grand Prix (Amendment) Bill, 1884,2165
Coastal Management Bill, 391
Land (Miscellaneous) Bill, 2012
National Environment Protection Council (Victoria)
Bill,461
Planning and Environment (Amendment) Bill, 784
Planning and Environment (Development
Contributions) Bill, 1676
Planning and Environment (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill, 1676

Road Safety Committee
Revision of speed limits in Victoria, 694

Business of the house
Program,305,698,1879

DAVIS, Mr (Essendon)
Adjournment
Housing: emergency application, 1103
PTC: TPI concession card, 1794
Questions without notice
Foxtel, 1826
Indonesian trade agreement, 1733
King Street: violence, 300
Rail: Up field line, 782
Station Pier, 1230
DEAN, Or (Berwick)
Bills
Consumer Credit (Victoria) Bill, 1653
Courts (General Amendment) Bill, 310
Financial Institutions (Victoria) (Amendment) Bill,
983
Judicial Remuneration Tribunal Bill, 334
Planning and Environment (Amendment) Bill, 805
Public Sector Management (Amendment) Bill, 190
Questions without notice
Industry: policy, 193
Legal profession: reform, 688
Shimadzu Corporation, 1139
Spirit of Sport awards, 2064

Points of order, 105,296,388,401,403,510,582, 630,
758,1709,1825,1875,1885,1892,2168,2169
Questions without notice
City Link project, 1281
Forensic psychiatric institute, 660
Homosexuality, 1825, 1827
Planning: South Yarra permit, 1829
DOYLE, Mr (Malvern)
Adjournment
Planning
McDonalds permit, 1183
South Yarra permit, 1051
Police: descriptions of suspects, 348
Bills
Coroners (Amendment) Bill, 1174
Equal Opportunity Bill, 1738
Food (Amendment) Bill, 1028, 1036
Health Services (Metropolitan Hospitals) Bill, 2002
Infertility Treatment Bill, 2103, 2110
Mildura College Lands (Amendment) Bill, 1094
Office of the Regulator-General (Amendment) Bill, 58
Public Sector Management (Amendment) Bill, 173
Road Safety (Amendment) Bill, 542
Hospital Remuneration Tribunal, 1134

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
Petitions
Sexual discrimination, 629
Points of order, 1168
Questions without notice
Company tax, 502
Euthanasia, 1827
Government economic policy, 1137
\1edicare: levy increase, 1378
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Sunbury arts and cultural facility, 1702
Tullamarine Freeway: lighting, 871
Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1995-96) Bill, 1215
Australian Grand Prix (Amendment) Bill, 2189
Grievances
Gang warfare, 579
Petitions

ELDER, Mr (Ripon)
Bills
\1ildura College Lands (Amendment) Bill, 1097
Grievances
Education: publicity campaigns, 570
N orthland Secondary College, 80

Westmeadows Primary School, 1193
Points of order, 358, 1636, 1935, 2191
Questions without notice
Buses: Craigieburn, 195
City Link project, 1867
Mobil Altona refinery, 1967
Tourism: domestic, 1139
Youth: homelessness, 1553

Petitions
Public liability: home occupier rights, 630
ELLIOTI, Mrs (Mooroolbark)
Bills
Coroners (Amendment) Bill, 1170
Equal Opportunity Bill, 1719
Infertility Treatment Bill, 2113
Retail Tenancies (Amendment) Bill, 1436
Grievances
Learning assessment project, 1632
Northland Secondary College, 94
Questions without notice
Bionic ear, 858
Learning assessment project, 1646
Schools: capital works, 1137
Small business: performance, 507
Victorian Community Council against Violence, 771

GARBUIT, Ms (Bundoora)
Adjournment
Alphington Maternal and Child Health Centre, 1523
Children: ministerial inquiries into deaths, 351
Community Links: Frankston North, 1260
Community residential units, 549
Intellectual disability services, 740, 1936
International Women's Day, 418
Kew Cottages, 867
Local government baby capsules, 1047
Planning: Mont Park precinct, 2023
Police: sexual assault code, 996
Rail: Rosanna crossing, 1103
Women
equal opportunity complaints, 2129
health services, 65
Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1995-96) Bill, 1595
Equal Opportunity Bill, 1756
Food (Amendment) Bill, 1026
Infertility Treatment Bill, 1928

FINN, Mr (Tullamarine)
Business of the house
Adjournment
Electricity industry: prices, 1257
Football
player safety, 1934
under-age drinking, 66
Gang warfare, 547
Gladstone Park Young Citizens Group, 418
Moonee Ponds Creek, 622
Rail: Up field line, 1524
Red Rock Outpost, 480

Program,516,1289
Child protection, 427
Petitions
Privatisation, 1941
Points of order, 872
Preschool management committees, 1945
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Questions without notice
Domestic violence, 2175
Women: equal opportunity complaints, 2064

CUDE, Mr (Hawthorn) (Minister for Industry and
Employment)
Adjournment
Aged care: dementia sufferers, 163
ALP: Mordialloc function, 1107
Alphington Maternal and Child Health Centre, 1530
Altona District Hospital, 2202
Ambulance services: Helimed 1, 823
Barmah Forest: sleeper cutters, 2202
Beaumaris Rotary Club raffle, 1107
Better Care Pty Ltd, 163
Bicycle paths: Gardiners Creek, 72
Board of Studies: industrial dispute, 1447
Buses
City of Brimbank, 164,
Melton, 823
V /Line passengers, 1448
City Link project, 1263, 1351
Community residential units, 552
Crown burials, 2201
Electricity industry: prices, 1351
Employee Relations Commission, 1447
Exports: government assistance, 1349
Freeways: tolls, 2201
Fruit: exports to Asia, 1530
Gang warfare, 551
Hampton Park East Primary School, 1802
Hospitals: premature discharges, 552
Housing
community groups, 1263
waiting lists, 1351
Industrial relations: federal awards, 1348
International treaties: Senate inquiry, 1263
Japan: employment of Australian women, 1107
Knox: council elections, 1710
LCC: marine and coastal parks, 1710
Local government: building-site toilets, 1530
Ministerial staff contracts, 2136
Nillumbik: commissioners, 2202
North Shore Primary School, 551, 1447
Parliament of Victoria Committee, 746
Police
24-hour Eltham station, 823
presence in Frankston, 164
Portland: cable car restoration, 552
Power skis, 72
Powercor, 164
Protected tenancies, 552
PTC: property maintenance, 1351
Public transport: long service passes, 1107

Rail
Glen Waverley station, 1106
Narre Warren station, 1107
Rosanna crossing, 1107
St Albans crossing, 1710
RMIT: Coburg campus, 1801
Road safety in schools program, 164
Rural property, 551
Sale show grounds, 552
School buses: Craigieburn, 72
Sheriff's Office: unlawful seizure, 1263
Solaris: Highpoint shopping centre, 551
Sunbury arts and cultural facility, 1710
Thomastown Primary School: integration support,
1710
Vicroads: registration notices, 1263
Williamstown Hospital, 823
Yan Yean Primary School, 1351
Youth: training wage, 1447
Bills
Australian Grand Prix (Amendment) Bill, 1803, 1886
Financial Institutions (Victoria) (Amendment) Bill,
832
Judicial Remuneration Tribunal Bill, 1179
Planning and Environment (Development
Contributions) Bill, 1557
Planning and Environment (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Bill, 1557
Royal Botanic Gardens (Amendment) Bill, 553
Trade Measurement (Administration) Bill, 1143
Trade Measurement Bill, 1143
Water (Amendment) Bill, 1803
Water Industry (Amendment) Bill, 1803
Business of the house
Program,21,512,632,697,922, 1075, 1288, 1557, 1878
Correction of bills, 20
Grievance days, 214, 695
Joint sitting of Parliament, 696, 1076, 1878
Points of order, 105, 171,633,640, 1785, 1872
Questions without notice
Airshow Downunder, 505, 857
Cebit '95, 583
Employee Relations Commission, 1066, 1285
Employment: western region, 1064
Exports: computer components, 2064
Federal budget: airports, 1379
Food processing: investment, 1873
Indonesian trade agreement, 1733
Industrial relations
minimum wage, 1479
workplace disputes, 1284
Industry: policy, 193

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
Research and development, 1648
Sydney Olympics, 1477
Waste Management Council, 553

HAERMEYER, Mr (Yan Yean)
Adjournment
Local government: senior appointments, 1050
Nillumbik
commissioners, 2197
employment contracts, 2025
Pretty Hill, 1612
Watsons Creek land, 1522
Police
24-hour Eltham station, 817
air wing, 1935
Portarlington station, 870
Whittlesea security services, 349
School buses: Craigieburn, 66
Yarrambat Primary School, 1343
Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1995-96) Bill, 2157
Coroners (Amendment) Bill, 1165
Fire Authorities (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill,
118
Government Employee Housing Authority
(Amendment) Bill, 1822
Business of the house
Program, 645, 700
Craigieburn bus services, 427, 828
Grievances
Buses: Craigieburn, 942
Emergency services: communications systems, 567
Petitions
Craigiebum private prison, 828
Points of order, 586, lO52, 1351, 1363, 1367, 1526, 1549,
1934,2026,2125,2162
Police: Project Beacon, 1359
Questions without notice
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Paynesville-Raymond Island Ferry, 621
Petrol: country prices, 420
Princes Highway: signs, 480
Sturt Highway, 1048
Tambo cheese factory, 1442
Vicroads: registration notices, 1257
Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1995-96) Bill, 1329
Appropriation (Parliament) (Interim 1995-96) Bill,
1413
Children and Young Persons (Pre-hearing
Conferences) Bill, 1808
Coastal Management Bill, 438
Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill, 1899
Electricity Industry (Electricity Corporations) Bill,
1454, 1664
Equal Opportunity Bill, 1743
Financial Institutions (Victoria) (Amendment) Bill,
988
Fire Authorities (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill,
128
Fisheries Bill, 709
Gas and Fuel Corporation (Repeal) Bill, 1497
Grain Handling and Storage Bill, 2056
Judicial Remuneration Tribunal Bill, 342
Latrobe Regional Commission (Repeal) Bill, 841
Local Government (Further Amendment) Bill, 1467,
1481
Mildura College Lands (Amendment) Bill, 1092
National Parks (Yarra Ranges and Other
Amendments) Bill, 1984
Office of the Regulator-General (Amendment) Bill, 35
Ports Acts (Amendment) Bill, 592, 1295
Road Safety (Amendment) Bill, 541
Road Safety (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 2098
State Deficit Levy (Repeal) Bill, 1243
Transport (Tow Truck Reform) Bill,s17
Grievances
Morwell National Park, 1642
Vicroads: tender, 922
Northland Secondary College, 88
Points of order, 854
Preschool management committees, 1962

Police: air wing, 1549

HAYWARD, Mr (Prahran) (Minister for Education)
HAMILTON, Mr (Morwell)
Adjournment
Ambulance services: Helimed 1, 816
Bicycle paths: Gardiners Creek, 64
Blue Rock Dam, 1183
CF A: volunteers, 995
Children: mandatory reporting, 1521

Adjournment
Attorney-General: contempt powers, 1055
Buxton Primary School, 2199
Education: industry links, 1939
James Harrison Secondary College, 1054

