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Laid on table.

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

PETmONS
The Acting Oerle - I have received the
following petitions for presentation to Parliament

Geelong and District Hospital
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition as the residents of the
Portarlington District in the state of Victoria sheweth,
condemn the state government for its cuts in funding to
the Geelong and District Hospital for the year 1995 and
the proposed cuts for 1996.

Laid on table by Acting OerIe
Melbourne Water Corporation - Report for the year
1994-95
Murray-Darling Basin Commission - Report for the
year 1994-95
Victorian Institute of Marine Sciences - Report for the
year 1994.

AUDITOR-GENERAL

Special report no. 36
The SPEAKER presented special report no. 36, The
Changing Profile of State Education: School
Reorganisations.
Laid on table.

This process reduces the level and quality of care to the
Geelong district citizens, as is their right to expect.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the Parliament of
Victoria calls upon the Minister for Health,
Mrs M. Tehan, MLA, to restore funding and ensure no
further cuts be made which would reduce the level of
nursing and support staff at the Geelong and District
hospital.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Spry (456 signatures)

Rural obstetricians and gynaecologists

Ordered to be printed.

DEPUTY OMBUDSMAN (POLICE
COMPLAINTS)

Withdrawal of charges
The SPEAKER presented report on investigation of
police withdrawal on 2 May, 1994 of charges laid
against David Fox and Kenneth Richards,
September 1995.
Laid on table.
Order to be printed.

To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the
state of Victoria sheweth that there is a serious shortage
of specialist obstetricians and gynaecologists in country
Victoria.

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

Melbourne: air quality
Your petitioners therefore pray that the government
investigate what support can be given to country areas
to obtain the services of specialist obstetricians and
gynaecologists.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Kilgour (643 signatures)

Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - I wish to grieve
about the quality of Melbourne's air and the
potential for some serious problems if strategies are
not introduced by the government or if some policy
is not undertaken to overcome the problem. About
two weeks ago, exactly to the hour, I drove into
Melbourne along the Hume Highway and saw the
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brown haze. Having come from the Latrobe Valley,
which has a reputation of having air pollution, it is
absolutely amazing when you come into Melbourne,
especially on a still winter's day, to see a brown haze
over Melbourne.
A number of significant scientific studies have been
carried out, but I refer to one by
Or Jonathan Streeton, headed' Air pollution health
effects and air-quality objectives in Victoria'. The
study was produced in September 1990 and it
highlights some of the potential impending and
current problems with the quality of air in
Melbourne.
Or Streeton's document indicates that one of the
major problems for air quality in Melbourne is the
emissions from motor vehicles. It is rather
appropriate today, the day after we have been
informed that there are serious problems with the
government's proposal for Melbourne's City Link
project - a car-driven, vehicle-dependent project that we should be talking about the pollution in
Melbourne caused by emissions from motor vehicles.

Approximately 40 per cent of Melbourne's pollution
comes directly from motor car emissions. Dennis
Heam of the Environment Protection Authority in
an article in the Clean Air journal no. 2 of May this
year indicated there were serious concerns with
particulate emissions from both petrol and diesel
engine vehicles. Predictions were made that if
something was not done to control vehicle
emissions, especially of particulates, which are the
cause of the brown haze that lies over Melbourne,
which is a disgrace, there would be serious
consequences by the year 2000.
The article says that, given the current projections
and conditions, unless something is done to control
exhaust emissions, especially diesel engines,
Victoria, and Melbourne in particular, will have
emission levels that will be above World Health
Organisation recommendations for the inddence of
cancer in those particulates for 1995, and by the year
2005 the levels will be more than 100 times those
recommended by the WHO.

It was pleasing to see the head of the EPA,
Or Robinson, raise this as a public concern in an
article in the Age of 21 July. He indicated that unless
strategies are put in place to better control
emissions, especially from diesel engines, and to
control the deterioration of the catalytic converters
that have been introduced on most new cars, we will
have serious problems, such as up to 1000 new cases
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of cancer from particulates. One thousand may not
seem much in comparison with the total population
of Melbourne, but for anybody who contracts cancer
it is an important problem. We are talking about
something that is extremely serious and requires
strategies to be put in place.
The Minister for Roads and Ports recently released
an action plan paper that contained 35
recommendations. It examines the environmental
impact of vehicle and road problems in the City of
Melbourne. It is good to see that the government is
realising there is a problem, but the 35
recommendations did not address the fundamental
problem of too many cars in Melbourne. Already
there is gridlock in the City Unk program without
having the City Link program. That program will do
nothing to reduce the number of cars in Melbourne.
Vicroads has indicated that by the time construction
of the City Link project is completed it will already
be clogged with vehicles. In the longer term, or even
in the short term, the City Link project is doomed
because it will not get rid of the fundamental
problem that vehicles on our current freeway system
around Melbourne are not going around Melbourne;
they are going into the city.
The highest concentration of air toxins, those
cancer-causing particles, is in the central business
district of Melbourne. As one goes out of the city, the
other areas at risk are the eastern suburbs because of
Melbourne's air shed and the lack of dispersion of
pollutants that have extremely long-term resident
times of up to 70 hours for things like benzine,
which is a known carcinogen, and polynuclear
aromatic hydrocarbons, which attach themselves to
the particulates from diesel fumes in particular. The
strategies that have been introduced so far are the
wrong strategies and solutions. There is evidence
that the government has been prepared to spend a
great deal of time and effort building more roads for
more cars. It is Parkinson's law.
Mr Steggall interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - What the people want is
important. The other great concern in the
community has been the health problems caused by
smoking. A determined government effort in
Victoria, begun by the Hamer government and
continued by the Cain and lGmer governments and
to a lesser extent by the Kennett government,
introduced the Quit program and reduced the
incidence of smoking. Why? Not because it is
unsociable but because it is a health hazard.
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Vehicle emissions are becoming more and more a
health hazard because of the high concentration of
vehicles in the city. An education program must be
introduced to address the problem. It must be run
along the same lines as the antismoking program,
because it requires community education and the
provision of options so that people can recognise
and respond to a community concern.
Melbourne is regarded as the most livable city in the
world. I do not want it to end up like Mexico City,
Los Angeles, Athens or any number of polluted
cities around the world. We must introduce
strategies to prevent what is happening in
Melbourne. In Britain a royal commission said that
because of vehicle emissions there should be no
more freeways. Ben Elton, a noted author, wrote
Gridlock. Although it may have been a novel it is
based on the fact that cars are killing cities.
We would never think about building a new suburb
or development without roads, but we in this state
have not - and this applies to successive
governments - thought about a heavy or fixed rail
link of any sort. When planning a new suburb we
should be planning to remove the need for people to
travel in private vehicles by putting in fixed
electrified rail vehicles to reduce the pollution from
private vehicles and thereby maintain the quality of
air in Melbourne.
There is an imperative on the government and
successive governments to address this problem. We
do not want to have Melbourne so polluted that it
becomes a health hazard to every resident We have
an absolute laxity of environmental controls.
TIlroughout the country controls on vehicles driven
by diesel engines are absolutely abysmal.
International and world-recognised emission control
standards ought to be put on diesels as happens in
European cOWltrles.
We also have abysmal controls over noise pollution,
and I quote the old tongue twister, 'A noisy noise
annoys an oyster'. Noise from the freeway traffic is
literally driving some people insane, yet this
government has chosen an arbitrary figure of 63
decibels as the level for noise control on freeways. It
has elCeeded that level dozens of times and it
started off at the wrong point The government
needs to look at these environmental health hazards
whid. are aitica1 to the wellbeing and future of this
city.
It is no good saying this is what is needed in 1995;
we need to look forward, as Dennis Heam of the
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EPA is looking forward, and start producing some
policies and strategies which will result in fewer cars
in the city and less pollution and will encourage
people to adopt alternative lifestyles.
In terms of fixed rail for public transport, all the
government has done is to extend the Bundoora
tramline, and even then it was not extended as far as
was planned originally. Also, some of that money and it was all federal money, by the way - was put
into the City Circle project It is a pretty poor record.
Plans need to be put in place for other fixed rail, for
further electrification of our system as was done on
the Oandenong-Cranbourne line, again by the
federal government. The Victorian government
ought to be taking federal money to the Department
of Transport and using it for environmentally
friendly and long-term positive results.
We are developing a dangerous trend by looking to
subsidise road projects through tax exemptions by
the federal government That is not the way to go. At
least the federal government, in a letter from Neil
O'Keefe, the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
for Transport, to the RACV, said, in effect, 'We are
not going to subsidise City Unk because it is not in
our interests.'
Federal government tax subsidies to private
companies are simply a way of spreading the
payment and the pain over the rest of the
community because a tax subsidy has to come from
somewhere. If a private company gets a tax subsidy,
we all pay for it, and that is not on. As a community,
as a government and as an opposition we ought to
look at long-term strategies so that Melbourne will
remain the most livable city and will not be polluted
with deaths from cancer by the year 2005.

Shadow Minister for Police and
Emergency Services
Mr BILDSTIEN (Mildura) - I wish to grieve
most sincerely about the appalling and irresponsible
actions of the honourable member for Yan Yean in
his capacity as spokesperson on police matters.
The honourable member wants to be the next
Victorian minister responsible for police, yet the
very people he purports to represent he treats with
utter contempt Some recent examples of his
behaviour in my electorate are in using the police to
grab a cheap headline, which I find absolutely
reprehensible. There is no doubt that the honourable
member for Yan Yean is a media junkie. He is
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deliberately and disgracefully abusing the truth to
get his ugly mug in the paper to try to impress his
leader: never mind that he brings the loyal,
dedicated and professional police officers in this
state into disrepute along the way.
Mr Mildenhall - On a point of order, Mr
Speaker, previously when these sorts of matters
have been raised in this type of debate an instruction
has been given that they be raised more
appropriately in a substantive motion rather than
through general business. I ask you to consider the
subject matter of the speech by the honourable
member for Mildura and make an appropriate
ruling on it.
Mr Bildstien - On the point of order, Mr
Speaker, I am actually coming to some examples of
statements made by the honourable member for Yan
Yean which have been rebutted by the
superintendent of police and the district commander
in my electorate. I have been on my feet for less than
a minute, and if the honourable member gives me a
little more opportunity I will get to the matters with
which I wish to deal.
The SPEAKER - Order! The grievance debate is
a fairly wide debate, but reflections against a
member certainly are disorderly and are against the
standing orders. However, that being the case, it
does not mean that the Olair has to intervene when
a vigorous debate takes place. I am listening
carefully to what the honourable member is sayin~
and if he transgresses the standing orders of the
house I will pull him up immediately.
Mr BILDSTIEN - I was absolutely astounded to
pick up the local Mildura newspaper dated 7 July
and see a headline booming out at me, 'Crime officer
abandoned and forced to beg'. I will read the first
three or four paragraphs of that story:
A funding aisis had forced the Mallee district crime
prevention officer, and others throughout the state, to
work from home and beg private businesses for
support to carry out their duties.
This is according to shadow police minister,
Andre Haermeyer, who said the crime prevention
officers had been abandoned by the Kennett
government
'They have been left without cars, computers,
telephones and are paying their own costs, while some
still don't have uniforms', Mr Haermeyer said.
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'All police districts have similar problems' he said.
'And I would expect the funding crisis has also affected
the Mallee police district'.

I find that comment rather amusing. He has made
these allegations which have resulted in the
headline, 'Crime officer abandoned and forced to
beg' when he did not really know what he was
talking about. That was the bottom line.

I doubt whether the honourable member for Yan
Yean has ever even been into the Mallee or knows
where Mildura is.
On the same day, 7 July, a letter in response to that
allegation was written under the hand of the
superintendent of police in the Mallee district,
District Commander Vin Williams. He was just as
staggered by these grossly untrue allegations as I
was and prepared an immediate response for the
local newspaper. I quote from that letter of the
police superintendent in response to the honourable
member for Yan Yean:
I was somewhat amused and disappointed to read the
inaccurate article in the Sunraysill Daily Ouly 7) headed,
'Crime officer abandoned and forced to beg'.
The Mallee district crime prevention officer is under
my control and I can assure you the references to that
officer in the article are not true. He does not work
from home, he does have unlimited access to vehicles
and computers, he does have a telephone and a
uniform, he does not pay his own costs and he does not
beg (or approach) private businesses for support to
carry out his duties.
It is unfortunate that on this occasion you departed
from your usual practice of checlcing the veracity of
such claims. A fine example of sensationalism and
irresponsible reporting which only serves to mislead
the local communities.

My disappointment was further exacerbated by the
fact that this letter was not published in the local
newspaper until 12 July, and of course it was buried
on page 8 in the letters column where not everybody
who would have seen. the initial claims could have
followed up the response. It makes me very angry
that the honourable member for Yan Yean wilfully
misleads the media and local communities.
The SPEAKER -Order! Now the honourable
member for Mildura is transgressing the standing
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orders. Reflections of that nature against an
honourable member are disorderly.
Mr BILDSTIEN - There is no doubt that the
honourable member's thirst for publicity is
insatiable. He will do anything to boost his own ego.
We know that the honourable member for Albert
Park, as the Minister for Health reminds us, is loose
with the truth and flexible with the facts, but he
could be wearing L-plates if he were standing
alongside the honourable member for Yan Yean.
I was heartened to pick up the local newspaper on
7 October and see the headline booming out at me,
'Region crime lowest in Victoria'. On the one hand
the honourable member for Yan Yean has been
making outrageous and outlandish allegations about
police officers being underresourced and not being
able to do their jobs and yet this story tells us that
the Mildura region has the lowest crime rate in
Victoria at this stage of the financial year. The trend
for Mildura reveals that minor assaults, residential
burglaries, theft of motor cars and thefts from motor
cars have decreased compared with the same period
in 1994. Minor assaults were down by 37 per cent;
residential burglaries were down by 15 per cent;
theft from motor cars were down by 34 per cent; and
theft of motor cars was down by 52 per cent. The
level of crime in the region is still unacceptable and
we have to do what we can to combat that, but it
shows that the honourable member for Yan Yean is
well out of order.
One has only to look at the statistics prOVided by the
Victoria Police Force to find that under the I<ennett
government the crime rate in Victoria has dropped
11 per cent in the past three years, and the clear-up
rates are the highest for the past 18 years. When you
examine the national crime statistics prepared by the
Australian Bureau of Statistics you will see that in
the past couple of years, based on crime rates per
100 000, Victoria has been the safest state on the
mainland.
The government has a policy of boosting the
operational strength of police and improving the
level of public safety throughout the state. The
actions of the honourable member for Yan Yean are
a disgrace and he is a pitiful reflection on his party
and his leader. He is a sobering reminder for all
Victorians that the opposition benches are so bereft
of talent that that man has been given responsibility
for a shadow portfolio.
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Agriculture: opposition policies
The honourable member for Altona is another
opposition member who has been shooting her
mouth off with a never-mind-the-facts approach. In
my local newspaper on 15 September the
honourable member called for the Minister for
Agriculture to resign because she said he had lost
the plot and that he had done nothing for country
Victorians. What an absolute joke coming from a
member in a safe seat who did not even survive half
of her first term because she was dumped! The ALP
has not re-endorsed the woman! What a joke for her
to suggest that the minister has not delivered when
she was unceremoniously dumped before she had
reached the half-way mark of her first time in
Parliament. Moreover, the honourable member for
Altona was given the big flick at a time when the
ALP has been making a hullabaloo about getting
more women into Parliament. It has a woman on the
front bench in Parliament but it dumped her! It is
staggering!
I suppose the ALP frontbenchers are finding they
cannot get press coverage in the city and so they are
venturing out into country areas in search of those
elusive headlines. It does not matter how much
rhetoric the ALP shadow ministers go on with, they
will not persuade country people that a future Labor
government will not treat rural Victorians any
differently from the way they were treated by the
ALP in the past. The ALP treated them with absolute
contempt. They are not mug punters! They know
what the Labor government dished up in the past
and what they would get in the future. You only
have to look at what the former Labor government
did to recurrent funding for the agriculture
department. It cut it back 30 per cent in real terms
when every other department had received increases
of approximately 40 per cent.
In three years the Kennett government has injected
an extra $50 million of new money into the
agriculture department, most of it into capital works
and research and development programs. Contrast
that with what happened in New South Wales,
which has just had a Labor government installed. It
has cut $35 million from the agriculture budget. Is
that the sort of record you and your colleagues are
proud of? Are you happy to promote the federal
government?
The SPEAKER -Order! The honourable
member for Mildura will address the Chair.
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Mr BILDSTIEN - Is the honourable member for
Williamstown happy to promote the new
environmental policies which require farmers to
lodge $100 fees and apply to two government
departments to work their own land. He, like the
honourable members for Altona and Yan Yean, is
travelling around country Victoria trying to build up
his profile and the profiles of hack ALP candidates
who believe they have half a chance in certain
electorates. Country people have heard it all before!

Mr Bracks interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the honourable
member for Williamstown that he must come to
order.
Mr BILDSTIEN - The government's record on
support for rural Victoria will stand the test at the
next election. We have just begun a program called
Rural 2001. Each month up to five senior ministers
will take part in visits to rural Victoria -that is one
quarter of the cabinet - and members of local
communities can put submissions to ministers on
their individual portfolio issues and also discuss a
broad range of matters affecting them. I know this is
appreciated and I know the time, effort and support
of the Minister for Agriculture for country Victoria is
appreciated. So, too, is his indication that he will be
continuing after the next election to maintain his
position as the Minister for Agriculture for the next
four years.

Office of Building: subcontractors
Mr LEIGHTON (preston) - I grieve for
subcontractors their families and their employees in
the building and construction industry. When a
builder goes under financially, it is these small
businesses that suffer because much of the work is
tendered out hom the successful builder or the head
builder to a series of subcontractors. H the head
builder goes under the subcontractors do not get
paid despite already having performed the work,
providing much of the labour and materials. The
only legal claim subcontractors can make is back on
the head builder. However, if the head builder has
gone bankrupt, it is like getting blood out of a stone
for subcontractors to get their money!
Subcontractors have no claim on the client because
they do not have a contractual relationship with him
or her. Their only claim is on the head builder. This
is particularly a problem on public sector works. The
guaranteeing of these payments by the head builder
to the subcontractor is known as security of
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payments. It is a vexed and longstanding problem in
the building and construction industry.
My concern it that the Kennett government has
failed to take any action on the matter despite the
fact that there have been a number of financial
collapses on public sector projects such as schools,
leisure centres and hospitals.
One such financial collapse occurred late in 1992
when OS and C Developments Pty Ltd went Wlder
owing approximately $2 million to a number of
subcontractors on a range of state government
projects, particularly in public housing. As a result
of that company going under work stalled on a
number of important projects, including one in my
electorate where the project was nearly completed.
Unfortunately it sat at that stage for two years and
was vandalised. I thought the government would
have learnt hom the OS and C Developments
collapse that it could no longer say that security of
payments is not a problem and that no action is
required. The government refused to take any action
or intervene in the case.
More recently there has been the collapse of Reid
Wood Builders Pty Ltd on a whole range of jobs,
some of which are in the public sector. They include
the Freemasons Hospital in St Kilda Road; the T AFE
college construction in Horsham; Carlton
apartments at 199 Cardigan Street; 600 Geelong
Road, Brooklyn; a laboratory in Werribee; the South
Morang Primary School; Emmy Monash Homes,
corner of Dandenong and Hawthorn roads,
Caulfield; a factory in Shamrock Street, Abbotsford;
6,8 and 10 Weir Street, Tooronga; Maroondah
Hospital, Ringwood; 12 Holland Court, Flemington;
360 Uttle Collins Street, Melbourne; Arpad; and
Flete and Morehouse streets. Reid Wood has
defaulted on a wide range of projects and the
subcontractors have been caught.
There is one specific project that I shall refer to in my
contribution today - the collapse of Reid Wood
Builders on the Wimmera College of T AFE at
Horsham. The Kennett government sat and watched
while Reid Wood went under financially in July. The
government sat and watched while work has been
stalled on the Horsham TAPE project from July up
until today. The government sat and watched while
costs for the Horsham TAPE project have blown out
hom what should have been a $640 000 job to the
point that subcontractors are now owed
approximately $1.7 million
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In this case the government's culpability is much
more than simply sitting idly by and watching
beca\JSe in part, as I will demonstrate, the
govemment was actually responsible for Reid Wood
Build:?rs collapsing financially. It was also
respoosible for making payments to Reid Wood on
the basis of false statutory declarations that Reid
Wood submitted. Reid Wood Builders successfully
obtahed the tender for the Wimmera College of
TAPE, Horsham, in January of this year. It has been
alleged to me that only two selected tenderers were
invited to tender and that it was known the other
builder was incapable of doing the job. Not only was
it a waste of time and money for the other company
to tender and for the department to consider the
tender, but in fact there was no real tendering. Reid
Wood then awarded the contract to Frama
Construction Pty Ltd. Frama was to do the structural
wod on the Horsham TAFE college, including
excavation and concrete work.
Wod.: commenced on 23 January 1995. It has also
beenalleged to me that Reid Wood was allowed to
startthe work in January without the bank
guarantees being put in place until March. Work on
the ste was carried out between 23 January and
8 February. However, there were some major
disasters: in particular, the design technique failed
beca'.1Se it was based on a concrete slab being
powed on top of cardboard. Every time it rained the
carcboard got wet and expanded. The concrete that
had :,een poured, including steel reinforcing, had to
be p'illed out and done again. In some parts of the
site !he concrete had to be poured twice and on
othe- parts of the site three times.
The problem was that the government's Office of
Building provided a faulty design technique that
was never going to work. After three unsuccessful
attenpts work stopped between 8 February and
20 Narch while they went back to the drawing
boatd and came up with a new design. During that
timE the subcontractor, Frama, had men and
material on site and had additional expense because
of tt.e second and third concrete pours. Work then
recanmenced after 20 March.
It sl'ould be clearly understood that the government
instucted Reid Wood to do the variation work or
extra work as a result of the design technique. I have
cop~ of the government's site instructions nos 46
and55 to Reid Wood instructing the company to do
the work. I also have a copy of an instruction from
Reid Wood Builders to Frama instructing it as a
sub.."OIltractor to do the work.
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The problem began when Reid Wood Builders went
back to the government to ask for money for the
variations, which were the result of the
government's faulty design work. These variations
cost $374 000. When Reid Wood asked for the extra
money the government refused to pay Reid Wood
and said, 1t is your problem; you are on your own'.
That is when Reid Wood first got into trouble with
progress payments to subcontractors.
When a client - in this case, the government pays progress payments to the head builder, it
requires from the head builder statutory
declarations each month stating that the head
builder has been passing on the progress payments
to the subcontractors. This was very important in
this case because Reid Wood got into trouble. Reid
Wood failed to make the May progress payments to
its subcontractor, Frama Construction. Despite the
fact that it failed to do that Reid Wood still received
its June payment from the government. Reid Wood
put in a false statutory declaration to the
government saying that it had made the May
payment to Frama. In fact it had not made the May
payment, but the government still gave Reid Wood
its June payment. On 11 July Reid Wood paid one
$50 000 cheque to Frama, which was okay; but a
week later, on 18 and 19 July, it issued two cheques
to Frama for a total of $96 000. These cheques
bounced, but Reid Wood still got its June payment
from the government on 21 July.

It is important to note that Reid Wood, it is alleged
to me, received its payment for June on 21 July, but
it should have received it on 5 August, 35 days after
the end of the month. That delay of 35 days is
required to check that the work is satisfactory and
the subcontractors have been paid. In addition to
Reid Wood having submitted false statutory
declarations to the government, the government had
been alerted in writing by Frama on 13 July that it
was not getting paid. So there was a letter from a
subcontractor screaming that it was not getting paid.
The government received a false statutory
declaration but it kept issuing the cheques to
Reid Wood. Frama Construction on 13 July faxed a
letter to Mr Mike Milesi of the Office of Building
alerting the office to the fact that it was not getting
paid. Frama Construction then met with Mr Milesi
on 21 July and outlined how the cheques had
bounced and it was not getting paid. Mr Milesi
informed the company that he had issued the June
payment to Reid Wood on 20 July. Frama requested
that payment on that cheque be halted. Mr Milesi
refused. Work then collapsed on the site, and on
25 July Reid Wood went into liquidation. Frama is
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now owed $1 '2B7000 and other subcontractors are
owed up to $250 000.
In summary the government tendered to Reid Wood
Builders Pty Ltd to carry out a job on the Horsham
TAFE. The government botched the design it gave to
Reid Wood resulting in it costing an extra $374 000.
The government refused to pay Reid Wood the extra
amount, despite having instructed it to do the work.
Reid Wood issued a false statutory declaration to the
government saying it had paid Frama Construction
Pty Ltd. On the basis of that statutory declaration,
which the government did not check despite having
a letter from Frama Construction saying it was not
getting paid, the government went ahead on 20 July
and issued Reid Wood with the next monthly
payment.
It is no wonder that work on this important site in
Horsham has been stalled since mid-July. It is an
important project to the local community and one
that needs to be recommenced immediately. It is
also important that the Minister for Housing
intervene because his own department has botched
the project up until now and caused hardship to the
subcontractors - who are small business people their families and their employees.
It is ironic that October is small business month and
yet the government is interested only in the big end
of town. Through its Minister for Housing the
government must intervene immediately to get this
job going again. I understand tenders close today
but that will not solve the problem because there
still needs to be negotiation, especially with Frama
Construction, which has had men and materials on
site all this time. In fact if Frama Construction
withdrew its materials the site would literally
physically collapse.

The government needs to show some flexibility in
negotiating with Frama Construction and the other
subcontractors for the loss that has occurred as a
result of the government's botching the project. It is
also important that the government acts more
generally to provide for security of payments
between builders and subcontractors. If the
government will not take action on this matter the
next tabor government certainly will. We will
provide for security of payments to subcontractors
in the building industry. This government now has
had a number of tragic cases but it still insists that
security of payments in the building industry is not
a problem. Meanwhile its own projects collapse.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.

ALP: political advertising
Mr DAVIS (Essendon) - This morning I grieve
for the Jack of truth and accuracy in material
distributed by the ALP and its stooges in the
Essendon electorate. It is no wonder the Democrats
in the federal arena are calling for legislation to
enforce truth in political advertising. A rag
newsletter called 'Essendon News' circulated by
ALP branches in my area and paid for by the ALP is
full of distortions and half truths. Curiously enough
when the last edition was delivered during the
school holidays it was accompanied by a leaflet from
the Australian Education Union (AEU) and was
letterboxed by the same people who letterboxed the
ALP newsletter.

The Australian Education Union leaflet was
authorised by Karen Moran of the AEU. It was
written by Geoff Lazarus of the same organisation
and a Ms Libby O'Connor of the AEU. Ms O'Connor
has also been sending press releases to local
newspapers. It seems to me the reason this is coming
from Ms O'Connor is that the President of the ABU,
Peter Lord, has issued a unity ticket for the
forthcoming elections and he has given the old
guard of the Victorian Secondary Teachers
Association the flick, so Ms O'Connor has upped her
profile. The Age had an article to that effect on
3 October:
A factional fight and aies of betrayal have erupted in
the newly amalgamated Australian Education Union as
it prepares for its inaugural elections this month.
Three months after a merger of the former secondary

teachers' union, the vsrA, and the dominant primary
union, the FIUV, the vsrA's former president,
Ms Mary Bluett, says primary teachers are
orchestrating a takeover.
Ms Bluett, the AEU's state vice-president, said there
was an understanding that the secondary teachers
would get fair representation at the statewide level.
The former FIUV leaders' ticket is headed by the

AEU's state president (and former FIUV president),
Mr Peter Lord. Under the Lord ticket the former vsrA
members would get none of the four statewide
positions and one of two subordinate posts tor the

secondary sector, Ms Bluett said.
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Mr Lord rejected the takeover claims, saying no
understanding existed beyond the interim merger
period, which ended with the elections.

Ms Bluett has sent a letter to all secondary schools
saying the Lord ticlcet wanted to clean out' the vsr A.
I

The Lord ticlcet includes the FrUV's former deputy
president, Ms Jude Cazaly, to challenge Ms Bluett, and
one former VsrA member, Ms Libby O'Connor.
Ms Bluett will oppose Ms O'Connor for the post of
head of the secondary sector, and Ms Cazaly for the
vice-presidency .

That is one of the reasons why some of this
distortion and nonsense is coming from the AEU in
my electorate. The leaflet from the AEU, which sings
the praises of the ALP candidate for Essendon,
contains other lies and distortions such as:
The local liberal member of Parliament for Essendon,
Mr Davis, failed to provide any real assistance for our
children's schooling problems.

Mr Davis doesn't appear to care about or understand
our children's schooling problems.

I shall put the record straight I spent a little time on
Monday night going through the figures to see what
has happened in schools in Essendon and
surrounding areas where my constituents' children
attend. The amounts of money that have been put
into local schools by the Kennett government since
1993 are absolutely staggering.
Ascot Vale Primary School, a fine school which has
sent me many letters of commendation for my
efforts, received $6500 for implementation of Schools
of the Future; $30 000 for a staff and administration
upgrade; $199 000 for a multipurpose building and
library in December 1994; $318 000 for major
maintenance in January 1995; and $300 000, which is
an estimate of the cost of acquisition of land for site
extension, in July 1995. In fact a property next door
to the school was acquired at an estimated cost of
$300 000.
Ascot Vale Special School received $8448 for a staff
administration upgrade. Ascot Vale West Primary
School in December 1994 received staff
accommodation funding of $42 886. Buckley Park
Secondary College - which is not strictly in my
electorate but is right on the border and about haH of
the population of that school comes from
Essendon -received $61000 in January 1995 to
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convert its heating from oil to gas. It also received
$693000 in May 1995 for major maintenance.
The list goes on. Debney Park Secondary College,
which is strictly in the electorate of the honourable
member for Melbourne, but nonetheless attended by
children from the southern end of my electorate, had
its facilities upgraded by $100 000 in 1994 and in
April 1995 received $1.6 million for capital works
and maintenance. In December 1993 Essendon
Primary School received $160 000 for maintenance
and repairs and a library, and in December 1994,
staff and accommodation funding of $4800.
In May the Essendon North Primary School, which
is a fine school I had the privilege of attending a
couple of weeks ago for its 75th anniversary,
received $20 000 for a staff upgrade. On Monday I
had the pleasure of attending the launch of its
Classrooms of the Future program. Essendon North
Primary School is one of four primary schools in
Victoria that will be navigator schools for
Classrooms of the Future. It has three classrooms
full of computers, including notebook computers for
the children and notebook computers and lap-tops
for the staff. I had the honour of speaking with the
Premier at the Apollo Parkways Primary School
where he was launching the project with the
Minister for Education. We spoke on a video phone;
we sat there with the students and spoke with
people from the other schools. We managed to see
the member for Ballarat West, who was at
Buninyong Primary School, another of the navigator
schools.
Classrooms of the Future is a marvellous program
which will put all schools in touch with the world
via the Internet. They will be able to carry out joint
projects not only in Victoria but throughout the
world, and Essendon North Primary School has
been selected to be a showcase for the program,
together with the other three navigator schools. This
will be a trial program to enable other teachers and
students to learn how to use the new technology.
Essendon-Keilor College, an amalgamated college,
in 1993 received $270 000 for a library extension. In
1994 it received $670 000 for major maintenance at
the Niddrie campus, and in January 1995 it received
$112 000 to upgrade the existing fire service at the
Keilor East campus. In February 1995 the college
received $20 000 for upgrading of communications
facilities at all campuses, and in May 1995 it received
$8667 for a staff administration upgrade at the
Niddrie campus.
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The Kangan Institute of TAFE, which was
previously known as the Broadmeadows College of
TAFE, in Apri11995 received $500 000 to upgrade
the car park at the Essendon campus, and in 1995 it
received $150 000 for refurbishing of the Moreland
campus. Moonee Ponds Central School, another fine
school - one of the few remaining central schools in
Victoria -in August 1993 received $8600 to
implement the Schools of the Future program. In
May 1994 it received $420 000 for maintenance and
heating.
Moonee Ponds West Primary School in May 1995
received $488 000 for major maintenance.
Strathmore Primary School, which recently had its
60th anniversary, in October 1994 received $60 000
for urgent drainage repairs. The principal told me
that every time it rained water would course under
the buildings and flood the playground area. That
situation has been arrested at a cost of $60 000, and
in May 1995 $10 000 was provided for upgrading of
staff administration.
Strathmore Secondary College in August 1993
received $13 000 to implement the Schools of the
Future program. In December 1994 it received
$200 000 for upgrading and provision of new
portable classrooms, and in May 1995, $10 000 for
staff administration upgrade.
The Victoria University of Technology, of which I
am proud to be a council member representing the
Parliament, in January 1994, through the efforts of
the honourable member for Tullamarine, my friend
and colleague Bernie Finn, received $5 million to set
up a new campus at Sunbury. In May 1995 another
$5 million was provided for continuing
development at St Albans, and in June 1995 a further
$100 000 was provided to extend the campus area by
the purchase of land at Sunbury.
What do these amounts total? If you ignore the
funding for the Victoria University of Technology,
the amount is $6 663 901; if you include the VUT
funding it is $16763 901. That is the funding that the
government and I, as the member for the area, have
achieved for the schools of Essendon and
surrounding districts. The opposition has put about
scurrilous garbage saying that the honourable
member for Essendon does not care and does not
achieve outcomes for his schools. lbat is a complete
and utter lie.
I will continue to work in this area, and there is still
much work to be done. We will achieve it; it is
happening. As I said before, I have received many
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letters from people - principals, students and
parents - commending me on my work in the area.
On Monday at morning assembly the principal of
the Essendon North Primary School told the parents
what was going to take place at the school with the
implementation of the Classrooms of the Future
program, and there was unprecedented clapping
and cheering from the parents who were present.
One of the parents came to my office on Tuesday
morning to say how delighted she was about the
program and to thank me for my efforts. She said
her daughter had come home from school that night
over the moon about the improvements at the school.
The Oassrooms of the Future and Schools of the
Future projects were promised by the government at
the last election. It promised to drag education away
from unions and put it into the hands of principals
and parents, the local community, and to place the
emphasis of education on the students, not unions.
The sooner the unions stop screaming, kicking and
resisting, the better off the students will be.
From time to time I bring out the coalition's policies
from the last election campaign and look at them
and give them ticks. Most of the boxes in the
education policy sections have ticks so far, so that
means we have actually done what we said we
would do. I believe that education in Essendon is in
great shape, and I assure the house that I will keep
working extremely hard to continue on that track.

City Link: financing
Mr BATOIELOR (Thomastown) - I join the
grievance debate today to express concern about the
imminent collapse of the City Unk project, and in
doing so demand the full disclosure from the
government of all the relevant documents pertaining
to this sad and sorry exercise.
Mr Brades - Fiasco!

Mr BATCHELOR - That's right; as the member
for Williamstown just said, it is an absolute fiasco. It
is a billion-dollar fiasco by the government, and
accordingly we require that Parliament and the
people of Victoria have all the facts and figures so
we will know what is going on. In particular we
demand a full disclosure of the project brief, both
sets of cost-benefit analyses, the contract and the
traffic modelling that has been undertaken by the
Melbourne City link Authority and the tenderers in
relation to this project. They are the particular
documents we want, but we demand that all
documents be made available.
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1his is necessary because of the way the government
has sought to make this announcement Last night
we heard probably one of the most important
announcements that the government has made
being relayed to the people of Victoria in the dead of
night when Parliament was sittin~ but away from
the Parliament: not by the Premier, who proudly
made the original announcement, but by the hapless
Minister for Roads and Ports. And a pathetic
performance it was. It is clear that this minister is
being hung out to dry. He is being set up by the
government to be the scapegoat for this debacle, this
bungle, which will cost Victorian taxpayers millions
of dollars. He is being made the scapegoat for yet
another blunder - a monumental blunder - by the
Kennett-Stockdale leadership team.

We have so many of these monuments to the
Premier's ego collapsing when the financial analysis
was undertaken. The government should bear full
responsibility for this matter; but no, it is seeking to
set up two great lies. The Or Goebbels machine has
been working overtime and it is saying two things:
firstly, banks are to blame; and, secondly, the
government is being economically responsible. Both
are absolute lies and ought to be rejected by
everyone who hears them. They are being
perpetrated to disguise the real culprits in this
economic debacle - that is, the Premier and the
Treasurer. They are the ones who need to accept full
responsibility for the debacle we now have.

It should not come as a surprise to the government
that the City Link project is falling over. We have
examples of this government receiving specific
advice about tolls. All that advice warned the
government that if it chose tolls as a method of
financing private road infrastructure projects it
would get into difficulty. I shall list six examples of
the government's having received prior warning
that if it persisted with its shonky financial
arrangements - its funny-money schemes - it
would fall into trouble, and that is exactly what has
happened.
I shall start with the Vicroads warning which was, as
the Minister for Roads and Ports said this morning
on radio, given during the period of the Labor
administration. However, it was also given to the
Kennett government during its period of
administration. I refer to a document dated
Thursday,4 November 1993, expressing Vicroads
view and advice about the funding methods for
private infrastructure projects. It raised concerns
and, under a headin~ 'Revenue stream' states:
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Direct tolling has been generally identified as not being
viable due to high levels of traffic diversion onto other
routes which would occur as the result of having to pay
the toll and the availability and proximity of the other
routes.

Nothing could be clearer. Here we have the
government's own specialist department, which has
responsibility for traffic management and which
understands the most important features and
responses of motorists, advising the current Kennett
government that tolls will not work and that there
will be massive problems with avoidance.
The second piece of evidence that the government
was warned comes from the Treasury itself. In a
submission dated October 1993, the Treasury made a
submission to the Industry Commission. It spoke
about private infrastructure and how it should be
developed. The submission makes it quite clear from
the point of view of Treasury that tolls would be an
unacceptable and risky method of financing a
private road. The submission states:
In a city like Melbourne, with few natural barriers
creating control and collection points, direct tolling of
vehicles may be problematic.

This is the Treasurer and his department giving this
advice. It is not an internal document addressed to
the Minister for Roads and Ports; it is addressed to
the Industry Commission and provides the advice
that tolls will be problematic on the national stage.
What is the response of people at the national level
to this morning's news that the whole project is
about to fall over? They are quite clearly amazed
and bewildered that the Treasurer could not accept
his own advice.
The third warning to the government comes from

the New South Wales Auditor-General who, in an
interim report dated December 1994 and in a final
report dated January 1995, clearly indicates that the
use of tolls for private infrastructure projects is
dubious. This information was made available to the
government and to the Parliament in a
parliamentary contribution I made at the end of
December 1994. The Auditor-General of New South
Wales, in his final report says on page 42:
In summary, private ownership of urban tollways
could lead to a higher toll than public ownership,
because the public owner can better manage critical
traffic risks. Private ownership might also reduce the
chances of an optimum public transport network.
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Further on page 43 the New South Wales
Auditor-General says:
It suggests that it need not be in the state's interest and
it recommends that the government, with respect to
future projects, carefully examine the relative economic
effects of private versus public ownership of urban
tollways (and the effects of different revenue raising
mechanisms). That is what the New South Wales
Auditor-General reported in late 1994 early 1995.

I refer to the fourth area, the Victorian motorists'
lobby - that is, the RACV. In April it carried out
some complicated survey work to find out the
threshold of pain to motorists from tolls. It aimed to
find the monetary level tolls could reach before
motorists chose not to use the freeways. The RACV
found that the levels of tolls subsequently proposed
for the City Link project would drive most motorists
off the tollways. The opposition has taken the RACV
formula and applied it to Vicroads own projections
of traffic levels. It found that when the freeways are
finished in the year 2000,102000 car trips per day
would be diverted from the South Eastern Arterial if
the government imposed tolls at the levels it
suggested. The opposition applied the RACV
formula to the government's own projection for the
Tullamarine Freeway and found that 82 300 car trips
per day would divert from the Tullamarine Freeway
if tolls at those levels were implemented.
The opposition knows the fifth area of advice the
government received - an area it has kept secret
but which the Minister for Roads and Ports
confirmed in the other place on 31 May this year is the cost-benefit studies conducted for the City
Link project. A review was undertaken of the first
cost-benefit analysis to factor in the impact of the
tolls, and that was done by a second group of
consultants. What the minister failed to admit, but
what the opposition knows, is that the outcome of
the review found that the economic benefit to
Victoria would be zero or negative as a result of this
project being funded by the tolls.
So there is irrefutable evidence, within its own secret
files, that the government and the Minister for Roads
and Ports knew the project was not going to work
and never was going to work. Of course, sixthly, if
the government needed any further warning or
explanation it needed only to look at what happened
in Queensland's last state election where tolls on
private roads were a major issue that almost saw the
defeat of the Labor government. Thankfully the
Labor government in Queensland has seen the error
of its ways. It got rid of its tollway proposals
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because it knew what the outcome in Queensland
would be. It knew that unless it was prepared to get
rid of them it would face electoral peril, as does the
Victorian government.
The government has known for a long time that this
would be a debacle and tolls would be a failure. The
government has acted with gross irresponsibility in
allowing the negotiations to get to such a point that
it is now shifting the blame, trying to find
scapegoats and victims. This is unacceptable.
The banks have told the government that the project
is a financial risk. The government wants the banks
to do something with depositors' funds that is too
risky. We understand why the banks do not want to
put their depositors' funds at risk, because they
understand and accept that if the tollway system is
implemented and they are forced to put their money
on the table they will more than likely lose large
amounts of it. The banks have a primary
responsibility to the millions of Victorians who put
their money into bank accounts. Banks have a
responsibility not to squander money on the folly of
building architectural monuments to pander to the
egos of the Premier and the Treasurer of the state.
Banks are saying that the project is too risky. We
have been saying for many months that the project
will not succeed. It cannot succeed. The government
must come to its senses and acknowledge it has
failed. This state is in for a very uncertain financial
future. The call has been made on the Minister for
Roads and Ports to resign. Unless he resigns by the
end of the day there will be other targets within the
government of whom it will be demanded that they
place their heads on the chopping block and take full
responsibility for this debacle that has beset Victoria.

Frankston Cultural Centre: access
Mr McLELLAN (Frankston East) - I grieve
today for the disabled in the community and, in
particular, for the disabled in the Frankston
community. In May of this year the $16 million
Frankston Cultural Centre was opened in a blaze of
glory with the Prime Minister attending. There were
approximately 500 to 600 guests but, unfortunately,
although it is a new building, the centre
discriminates against people with disabilities,
particularly people in wheelchairs. The building was
designed in the Year of the Disabled but has a
number of flaws. It can accommodate some 800
people.
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An advisory board was set up to design the
building, but the powers that be decided to ignore
the advisory body and went ahead and built the
complex, which discriminates against the disabled.
Matters came to a head the day after the complex
was opened, when an article in the Frankston
Standard reported:
Franlcston mother Chris Lally, confined to a wheelchair
after a series of failed back operations, says the council
is guilty of discrimination ...
Ms Lally said the two sets of doors at the theatre
entrance were impossible to open from a wheelchair
and a small wheelchair ramp at the side of the building
was dangerous and inadequate.
'Someone had to open the doors for me, but when I
went up to the ticket window to get my ticket a woman
said I should have rung first to tell them I was coming,
so they could remove seats from the theatre to fit me
in,' Ms Lally said.
'1 was totally humiliated. I had to wait while they took
out two seats - in front of other patrons - to fit me in.
It was all done very conspicuously and it was severely
embarrassing' .
Wheelchairs cannot gain access to the dress circle
because a lift from the car park stops at the foyer level.

A second lift, intended to reach the dress circle, was
deleted from the original plans to cut costs.
'Obviously they don't think we're good enough to sit in
the dress circle', Ms Lally said.
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The source said the 1Dem step all the way along the
front of the theatre entrance - a barrier to the
wheelchairs - was 'one small example'.

'If it wasn't there then access for everyone would be the
same', the source said.
Ms Lally said other professional theatres had
permanent areas for people in wheelchairs, electric
sliding doors and other aids to make access for
everyone 'equal'.

'1 would have thought in a brand-new building there
wouldn't be any trouble - but I couldn't even get in
the front door', she said.
Ms Lally went to the theatre to see her 14-year-old
daughter perform.

Another article that appeared a week later, on
20 May, states:
On May 20, I joined in the opening celebrations in
Playne Street during which I went on a tour of the
library and centre.
As a person using a wheelchair I was immediately
struck by the narrow doorways throughout the
building. Most of these doorways have a lip of up to
5cm or more; one door even had a makeshift warning
of 'Mind the step'.
At the time I remarked on the apparent lack of thought
the architects had for people using wheelchairs.
I consider such oversights unacceptable in a building
designed for public use and enjoyment

'We're just another part of the community, but when
you get hit with these sorts of barriers it makes you feel
like a second-class citizen'.

I agree strongly with Ms Lally about feeling like a
second-class citizen.

She said handrails in the disabled toilets were also
poorly designed and would not suit some people.

Why was the front entrance not made completely level?
Having to use a 'special' ramp is a mockery.

'These sort of things shouldn't happen in 1995 in a
brand-new building', she said.

Why, after spending $16 million, could not a few
thousand dollars have been allocated to providing a lift
to the dress circle?

Disability advisory committee member Doreen !<ay
said the group had made a series of recommendations
to the council on the design of the cultural centre, some
of which had been ignored or changed in an effort to

cut costs.
A council source last week said officers had failed to
properly consider the needs of disabled people when
presented with the architect's plans.

Finally, I take particular offence at cultural centre
manager Robin Batt's comment that 99.9 per cent of
theatre patrons are aware of 'ring first' as normal
procedure. Not once in my yearly subscription and
attendance to Melbourne Theatre Company
productions did I have to 'ring first'.
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Even after the Year of the Disabled and raised public
awareness, we still have to be 'fitted in' ...

I have a program from the Frankston Cultural
Centre and on the back of it, it states:
Disabled Access: Access for the disabled is available.
Please call 9784 1060 in advance for assistance.

It is a mockery when one has to ring first to get
access to a public building. Recently the theatre was
booked out and anybody who was in a wheelchair
could not get accommodation in the theatre because
two seats had to be removed, which meant that a
patron could not see her child's performance
because the wheelchair would take that extra seat. If
three people in wheelchairs turn up it would mean
that three patrons would miss out in seeing the
performance. It is nonsense to say that all people are
equal. The federal Disability Discrimination Act
states:
Objects
3.

The objects of this act are:
(a) to eliminate, as far as possible, discrimination
against persons on the ground of disability in
the areas of:
(i)

work, accommodation, education, access to
premises, clubs and sport; ...

(b) to ensure, as far as practicable, that persons
with disabilities have the same rights to
equality before the law as the rest of the
community; and

(c) to promote recognition and acceptance within
the community of the principle that persons
with disabilities have the same fundamental
rights as the rest of the community.

Oearly, that act passed by the federal government in
1992 was totally ignored by the Frankston City
Council. The Equal Opportunity Act says similar
things and refers to what is prohibited. Section 6 at
page 10 states:
The following are the attributes for the basis on
which discrimination is prohibited in the areas of
activity set out in Part 3 (a) age;
(b) impairment;

(c) industrial activity ...

And so on. Oearly, impairment is mentioned there.
In November 1994 - the building in question was
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not opened until May 1995 - the federal building
code was passed such that any new building had to
give access to disabled people through the front
door of any public building and not around the side
or through the car park.
The council officers and those approving the
building must have known that at the time because
during that period only a shell had been constructed
and there was time to change it. The front steps had
not been constructed, the front door had not been
fitted and there was ample time for the builders to
alter in a minor way at least one of the electronic
opening doors and for a ramp to be put in at the
front.
As it stands at present the front entrance has a
125 millimetre step up which is impossible for a
person in a wheelchair to negotiate. Once in the
front door you are in a time warp because there is a
second door to open with no room to manoeuvre a
wheelchair. It is physically impossible for most
people to move the door any way because it is a
heavy plate glass door which is manually operated.
The people who approved these plans should be
condemned for ignoring the advice of their own
committee.

Recently I attended the National Tennis Centre to
watch the final of the schools rock eisteddfod. That
setup makes access for wheelchairs very easy with a
lift from the car park to the first floor where there is
an elevator into a section of the tennis centre with
provision for about 20 wheelchairs between rows of
seats. Wheelchairs can be wheeled onto a platform
and that is where the person stays. There is no
removing of seats, no need to make a special
booking and no need for special attendants to take
you there. It is so Simple.
Other public buildings around the town, particularly
new ones - and the tennis centre is not a new
one - had the vision and foresight during
construction to provide access for disabled people.
The Melbourne Theatre Company is another one.
You do not have to ring up and book with them if
you are in a wheelchair, you just turn up, and that is
how it should be.
There is clearly a problem with the new arts centre,
and the commissioners are left to deal with it. I
understand that in the recent budget certain moneys
have been allocated in an attempt to rectify the
situation. I do not know how this will be done
because some of it will be quite costly, particularly
the electronic front doors. They may have to put a
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door alongside those already existing because there
is no way anyone in a wheelchair could open them.
It may be possible for people with partial use of their
legs to hold the door open and get through but for
people with absolutely no use of their legs
whatsoever it would be physically impossible.
It is an absolute disgrace in this day and age to think
that we as members of the public, and particularly
as members of Parliament who should be so aware
of equality for people with disabilities, have allowed
this to occur. It is a blight on our local government
and it will be a blight on anyone who does not
provide access for disabled people in the future.
People are no different from anyone else simply
because they are confined to sitting down for the
rest of their lives.
Recently at Karingal Hub shopping centre there was
another example of how a situation such as this can
get out of hand. Some construction work was being
done and the wheelchair ramps for access to the
footpaths around the hub had been taken away. It
was only a matter of talking to the management and
a temporary solution was found immediately with
an apology that it would not happen again. That is
how it should be; it was simply an oversight, and
once it was drawn to their attention it was fixed.
Is this the case with the Frankston council? Not on
your nelly! All those council officials want to do is
run away from it I fail to understand how the
situation developed. The new centre is a beautiful
building, and how anyone could design and
approve it as they did is beyond me. The councillors
did not have a lot of input into the actual design, but
they had some into whether it should be built in the
first place. There was quite a heated debate over it
and some councillors objected to the cost and
building of the arts centre. It was constructed, but I
am not sure whether the councillors actually saw the
plans. I am not prepared to say that the councillors
had anything to do with the way it was finally
designed and built, but the officers, officials and
highly paid people on that council certainly did.
They ignored the advice of their own advisory
committee and everyone else concerned including
the federal Disability Discrimination Act and the
Equal Opportunity Act. We should ensure that these
things do not happen in the future.

Maternal and child health service
Ms GARBUTI (Bundoora) - I wish to grieve
about the mismanagement of our maternal and child
health service by this government. It has been
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recognised as world-best practice. It has a wonderful
reputation across Australia and it has served
generations of women and children. However, we
are seeing its gradual destruction and inevitable
crumbling across the state. At the heart of the
problem, of course, was the government's
introduction of its so-called, misnamed Healthy
Futures program. That has led to major problems.
The Healthy Futures program introduced the
infamous 10 key visits - that is the total number of
visits funded by the government. It allows local
government to reduce its contribution so that it
supplies only those 10 visits and becomes, in effect, a
glorified baby-weighing service.
All the other services such as the relationship
aspects and the trust built up between mothers and
nurses cannot be established when there are only
10 visits spread over three and a half months. It
completely ignores the needs of mothers and in fact
has taken the 'maternal' out of maternal and child
health service. It allows local government to reduce
its service, and that has been happening in the
18 months since the Healthy Futures program was
introduced.
I refer to a survey conducted by the maternal and
child health consumer group which found that
42 per cent of parents surveyed had reduced or
changed access to the service. That came about
mainly because appointments had been introduced
to many of the services but also because a number of
centres had been closed and services centralised. In
fact, 5 per cent have been limited to only the 10 visits
designated by the Healthy Futures program and
35 per cent of parents said they had been prevented
from using the service because they could not get an
appointment or because the nurse was on holidays
and no replacement was available.
That statewide survey is a map of how the service
has been reduced and how parents are feeling the
reduced access to the service following the
introduction of this so-called, misnamed, Healthy
Futures program.
Recently, I carried out a survey of municipalities to
see what they have been doing with their maternal
and child health centres because I have been
receiving complaints about centres being closed.
Some have already been closed and others are under
threat They are often subject to review, which is one
of the hallmarks of the government's first step in
closing something!

GRIEVANCES
516

ASSEMBLY

Across the 39 municipalities I contacted, a total of
47 centres have closed or are to close. I did not
contact every municipality in Victoria and so I
imagine I would have found that around 100 centres
have closed or are to close if I had been able to

survey the whole state.
It is not only that centres have closed or are under
threat but also their hours have been cut, the
number of nurses and their availability has been
reduced, and visits by appointment only are being
introduced at a lot of the centres. Access to the
service is being reduced in a number of ways. Free
access is no longer available to mothers when they
or their babies need it.

A number of municipalities have closed or are about
to close centres. Ballarat City Council proposes
closing nine of its centres, although one of the local
members stepped in to save one centre. But he
forgot the rest! In Banyule City Council, which
covers a large part of my electorate, four centres
have closed or are to be closed and nurses from
three of those centres have been relocated into
chemist shops. TIlat is a most inappropriate action
by the local council! Greater Geelong City Council
has closed 12 centres, ranging from Clifton Springs
to Belmont. Many of the areas have large population
growth with increasing birth rates. Stonnington City
Council has closed four centres; Whitehorse City
Council, two centres; Hobsons Bay City Council four
centres; and Greater Dandenong City Council four
centres. Darebin City Council closed one centre at
Alphington, but after protests by mothers, I
understand they have won the battle and the centre
is to be reopened. One wonders why the council did
not listen to the users in the first place.
Great outaies have been heard from a number of
groups of parents, mainly mothers, across the state.
In Ballarat the mothers got together and formed a
group to protest about the closure of their centres,
but it was not only about the closure of centres but
also about the budgets being cut In the Ballarat area,
for example, they have talked about a one-off capital
saving of $88 500 and a recurrent annual saving of
$33 000. That is the way the massive attack has been
justified on maternal and child health services in
Ballarat where they propose to close nine centres.
There will be progressive closures over three stages
with the Brownhill, Buninyong and Latrobe Street
centres to be closed in the next few months. The
local member protested about the closure of the
Buninyong centre, but why did he not protest about
the others at Brownhill, Latrobe Street, Alfredton,
Delacom.be, Rowan View, Wendouree West and so
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on? Mothers at those centres will be just as
inconvenienced and they will have reduced access.
If they do not have cars, they will find it difficult to
get to the more central centres. It is said that these
people will have only an extra 1.5 kilometres to
travel, but when a mother is pushing a pram and
tugging along a toddler that is a lot of extra distance
to cover, especially if she has already walked
1.5 kilometres to get to a centre that is closed. For a
mother to have to walk 3 kilometres in each
direction would be impossible if she was pushing a
pram and accompanied by a toddler. That will mean
mothers will not visit the centre as often as they may
need to.
Although there are no centres closing in the Knox
City Council area, $110000 will be cut from the
council budget and four staff will have to go. Some
centres will have reduced hours and they will have
only a limited relief budget. So when nurses are on
holidays the centres will close for weeks at a time.
Under the appointment-only system, mothers report
that they are discouraged from visiting the centres.
Mothers are being made to feel unwelcome and they
report that they have to wait a long time for their
appointments.
The combined children's services group says the
former hours should be reinstated. They have
protesting strongly, as they should, because of the
enormous cuts to the service and therefore the
enormous cuts in accessibility. This is occurring
across the state.
In the Colac-Otway Shire Council area, one service
has closed and another has had its hours halved.
Mothers in the area have protested and they have
demanded that their concerns be taken into account
In Nagambie, a centre has had one half day cut and
its service has been reduced to one and a half days,
and it could be reduced further. Mothers are
organising themselves to resist this move. Mothers
in the Stonnington City Council area have protested
about cuts, closures of centres and reports that
waiting lists have blown out. It is difficult for
mothers to see the nurses and they are feeling the
strain and stress because they have to wait The
service that used to support them is unable to be
accessed easily.

Compulsory competitive tendering is another
concern. Groups of parents are protesting about the
plans by local government that have been developed
without consultation or input They are not certain
about what will be contracted out and whether that
will include much more than the minimum glorified
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baby-weighing service of the Healthy Futures
program or whether it will be something that
resembles the excellent service they used to have.
Mothers are demanding a say in the process and that
the services not be contracted out.
The maternal and child health consumer group has
written to the commissioners demanding that the
service not be contracted out and pointing out some
of the difficulties. Some of the questions they are
asking the commissioners to consider are:
How can you attach competitive dollars to something
as complex and personal as a service for mothers and
babies?
How do you adequately describe and write down some
of the sensitive and highly personal things the service
does in a tender contract?
How do you adequately recognise and retain the very
important psycho-social functions of the service in a
tendering process?

They point out the whole range of human
relationships which are the fundamental basis of the
service but which cannot be written into a contract.
A further attack on services for parents, mothers and
babies is to be found at the Queen Elizabeth Centre.
This centre in Carlton provides specialist child and
family services for mothers, babies and children up
to five years of age. It is an early parenting centre. It
provides acute medical, paediatric and psychiatric
care and special maternal and child health nursing
services. It provides a range of specialist services for
those with problems with families, with babies or
children or with mothers. It provides a range of
specialist services when there are problems with the
family that are not covered by the ordinary maternal
and child health areas. It is one of only three centres
in Victoria. The others include the Tweddle Child
and Family Health Service in Footscray and the
O'Connell Family Centre in Canterbury.

This service has been told it must close its campus in
Carlton and relocate to a southern region despite the
fact that 41.7 per cent of its admissions come from
the northern and eastern suburbs in the northern
region and only 28 per cent come from the southern
region. Obviously, it is a political decision to shift
this service from an area of need to an area that is
also a marginal seat
The northern suburbs will no longer have access to
the service despite the fact that, based on health and

local government regions, it currently provides
41.7 per cent of admissions, has a long waiting list
and is not able to admit all people requesting the
service. The service turned away 452 people in the
period from 1 July 1993 to 31 December 1994, so in
18 months about 450 people were unable to use the
service. Many of those people had Significant
problems that required attention, the major ones
being sleep, feeding and respite-are problems.
The government has made a political decision to
shift the whole service into a marginal seat and leave
the northern suburbs with no other service. I have
no problems with the establishment of new services
in areas of need, but it should not occur at the
expense of existing services, especially when there
are high levels of demand, long waiting lists and
non-admissions.
The government's mismanagement of these services
for mothers, babies and young children goes on and
on and it is getting worse. The government is very
good at cutting services but not at running them. It
has mismanaged the whole service. We are now
witnessing the destruction of what was an excellent
range of services for mothers. All that will remain
will be a very patchy, second-rate service which is
really a glorified baby-weighing service, not the full,
comprehensive service that was provided to my
mother and to her mother across the generations.
These services are being downgraded and destroyed
by the misguided decisions of this government,
which are putting additional pressure on families at
a time when they are most vulnerable.

Ambulance services: staffing
Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - I grieve today
about a deliberate and calculated attempt to
undermine public confidence in the ambulance
service across the metropolitan area, something
which has been done in a very callous and cynical
fashion. As I said, I believe it is a calculated
campaign carried out by a rogue union at the behest
of the Trades Hall Council.

I refer the house to some articles running in local
newspapers in my area last week. One in the Yarra
Ranges Post newspaper of 5 October under the
heading, 'Ambulance staffing in east crisis' states:
Ambulance cover in Melbourne's outer-eastern
suburbs, including the Yarra Valley and Dandenongs,
has been described as 'extremely fragile', placing lives
at risk.
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Who is making this claim? Nobody other than the
Ambulance Employees Australia, Victorian division,
and in particular the acting secretary, Mr Rod
Morris. The union goes on to say in the article that
no union bans are in place on members working
overtime, that the staffing crisis was caused because
the Metropolitan Ambulance Service does not have
enough staff and can't fill its rosters. The union
claims that because of that the lives of the public are
being placed at risk.
The article was of considerable concern to me when I
read it I don't think the lives of people in the outer
east, the Yarra Valley or anywhere in Victoria
should be put at risk by a substandard ambulance
service. I made a number of calls to check on the
information contained in the article and to find out
whether the claims of the ambulance union were
accurate or whether, as the MAS spokesman said
later in the article, the problems the MAS is
currently facing in some areas are the result of the
effect of union bans.
I have been advised there is no staffing crisis in the
outer east and that there is no crisis right across the
metropolitan system. In fact, a substantial number of
new ambulance and MICA officers have been
appointed in recent times. Ten new ambulance units
have been commissioned this year and an additional
21 ambulance officers, including four paramedics,
have been recruited since 1 July. Thirteen trainees
are currently undertaking the training program that
the MAS requires for recruits before they are put out
on the road. We have gone from zero to 18 clinical
support officers in the term of this government,
something the previous government never
considered at all.

In my area we now have an additional ambulance
based at the CFA station at Montrose, which
provides far better cover for the people of Kilsyth,
Montrose and up into the Dandenongs towards
Kalorama and Mount Dandenong. From the
information I gained when I made those calls it was
clear to me that there is no staffing crisis in the local
area and the general public can be assured that the
ambulance service is well staffed and is prOviding
an efficient and effective program.
By and large, the ambulance officers I have dealt
with over the years have been extremely dedicated
and committed to providing the best possible service
to their clients whenever they are needed, whether it
be an emergency service as a result of heart attack or
car accident or a standard pick-up and transfer to
hospital treatment of some kind. I have nothing but

Wednesday, 11 October 1995

admiration for the dedicated efforts of the
individuals involved in the service.
I have had two opportunities in the past 18 months
to observe the ambulance service at work outside
my office. Dorset Road is a very busy road and on
two occasions pedestrians have been knocked down
not far from my front door. In both cases the
ambulance and MICA units attended in a very short
time. They provided the assessment and emergency
assistance required, treated the people and, where
required, transported them to hospital effectively.
That included getting across the notorious Dorset
and Boronia roads intersection, which has a
300-second traffic cycle lights time, so if you get
caught at the intersection during peak periods you
could take 10 minutes to get across the intersection.
On both occasions the ambulance was there within
3 or 4 minutes. I am confident my constituents can
safely rely on their local ambulance service. I am
also confident that that is the case generally across
the system.
I return to the claim made by Rod Morris in the
article that there are no union bans on members
working overtime and quote from a bulletin from
the Ambulance Employees Australia, Victorian
division, signed by Rod Morris and headed,
'Direction to members'. I will paraphrase some of
the preamble. Negotiations between the AEAV and
the Department of Health and Community Services
have broken down because the government
representatives will not agree to claims made by the
AEAV. The bulletin then states:
The following industrial actions are to be added to the
existing 10 indusbial actions that are already in place.
MAS

Commencing 0700 hours on Wednesday, 4 October
1995.

No ambulance officer or MICA paramedic is to accept
or work shifts in excess of their normal rostered hours.

What does that mean? It means you are not to work
overtime. No overtime work to replace somebody
who calls in sick.
MICA paramedics are not to operate on paramedic

response units.
These are the single-staffed station wagons which
respond on a one-up clinical-support-officer basis to
emergency calls. The vehicles are equipped with
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paramedic equipment and the officers trained to
paramedic level can intubate patients and provide
assistance rapidly.
In fact in both cases where pedestrians were
knoded down outside my office, clinical support
officers in a station wagon responded to the calls
and were the first on hand to deliver emergency
assistance. The next point is:
Ne team is to change its roster in any manner.

In other words if a team calls in sick, is delayed for
any reason or has a breakdown, no other team is
allowed to change its roster to fill the gap. That is an
outrageous ban.
There is to be no unnecessary radio traffic including
arrival, clearing and availability times. Officers will
re!pond to radio calls for assistance.

How generous of the union. If the Metropolitan
AmbJlance Service puts out a call for assistance the
union will allow an officer to respond. That is
absoiltely marvellous!
Energency calls are only to be taken via telephone or
veucle radio. Unreliable pagers and selcall radios are
ba'U\ed for the taking of calls for potentially lifesaving
caJeS.

The ll.ormal procedure for ambulance officers is to
advice the dispatch centre: when they are on their
way:o a job; when they arrive at the job; when they
have loaded the patient into the vehicle and are
proceeding to a hospital; when they arrive at the
hosp.tal and have unloaded the patient and when
they U'e clear and ready for the next job. At all times
the dspatch centre is aware of the status of that unit
and Is potential availability.
Whet an emergency call comes in and the dispatch
cenbe contacts a unit or units to respond, the normal
procedure is to send a pulse message via the selcall
radie system. That is the pulse system that simply
notifes units that they are required for jobs. Units
thenget further details either via their pagers or
theirvehicle radios. The union ban that is in place at
the noment effectively means that ambulance
officers who abide by that ban are cutting out two of
the fuee modem systems for communication
betw!en them and their dispatch centres.

Mr Iod Morris, the acting - and I emphasise the
wore'acting' - secretary of this rogue union says
this i; to benefit communications. I think he would
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like to benefit communications by returning them to
the Dark Ages. Perhaps he would like message
sticks or smoke signals to go to his officers in the
future. The ban is outrageous. It is
counterproductive, it is public vandalism, and it
puts public lives at risk. As the honourable member
for Tullamarine interjects, it is sabotage.
I expect the opposition spokesperson for police and
emergency services to support the government on
this matter. He would be well placed if he said to the
union that it has a responsibility to accept and
receive communications, the most modem and the
most effective methods of communication in order
to provide emergency services for the public. Instead
of that he trots out and parrots the tired old Trades
Hall Council line.

Some 8 or 10 years ago, Rod Morris, the acting
secretary of the Ambulance Employees Australia Victoria Division, was very critical of the then
existing communications system and he actually
advocated the implementation of a computer-aided
dispatch system. We now have a computer-aided
dispatch system, but his reaction is that he does not
want it; he does not want administration knowing
where ambulance officers are at all times, knowing
when they are available to provide emergency
services to the public if somebody has a heart attack
or is run over on the road. It seems Mr Morris
believes that might provide a better service to the
public and he certainly would not want that from
the AEAV's point of view.
Many of the individual ambulance officers are
defying the union bans, and thank the Lord they are.
These people are dedicated and committed to the
service they provide to the public and they realise
that their duty to safeguard public health and safety
is greater than their allegiance to this rogue union. A
flier that is doing the rounds of some union branches
at the moment states:
The union has to be nice and support or prop up those
who are weak, but I don't. Just look around. Are your
workmates scabs? Are they preventing you from
getting a pay rise? Are you a scab? Do you break bans
'cause you don't have the balls? Well, maybe it's time
we started to seek out our scabs and put pressure on
any in your branch. If we don't, we might as well forget
a pay rise and go back to begging for our jobs.

That is the sort of scurrilous rubbish that is going
around the ambulance officers from the union
bosses. That is the nonsense that is being waged in
this campaign. It is nothing more than a campaign to
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undermine public confidence in the ambulance
service in the metropolitan area. It is nothing more
than a campaign to destroy the computer-aided
dispatch system and the automatic vehicle location
system that are currently being operated
successfully by Intergraph.
The ACI1NG SPEAKER (Mr Cunningham) Order! The honourable member's time has expired.

Emergency services: communications
system
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - The matter
about which I grieve is the direction the
Kennett government is taking in relation to police,
ambulance and emergency service communications.
I make it clear once again, because I suspect the
government has deliberate reasons for
misrepresenting the opposition's position on this,
that the opposition supports the concept of a joint
emergency services communications system for all
our emergency services, as recommended by the
Public Bodies Review Committee. However, the
point the opposition makes is that the government
has bungled the process and missed an exciting
opportunity for Victoria. It has left Victoria in a
rather dangerous situation. The government has
bungled and mismanaged the ambulance service
communications and has now gone on to bungle
and mismanage the communications system
provided to it by the Bureau of Emergency Services
Telecommunications.

I add there is just a strong smell of corruption about
the way the tender process was handled by the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service. It has all the
hallmarks of yet another corrupt Kennett
government deal. What the government is doing in
this area places the lives and safety of the Victorian
community and the lives and safety of our
emergency services workers, our police officers, fire
officers and SES workers at enormous risk. The roles
of the ministers for police and emergency services
and health can be described at best as grossly
incompetent and culpably negligent.
To date the problem has mainly focused on the
ambulance service, and there is little doubt that the
ambulance communication system has been. an
absolute shambles since Intergraph took over and
since the Kennett government allowed the former
head of the Metropolitan Ambulance Service,
Mr Jack F~ to have his way in awarding the
contract to the Intergraph corporation to build, own
and operate the computer-aided dispatch, automatic
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vehicle location and geographic information system
for the Metropolitan Ambulance Service.
Intergraph's inability to deliver a functioning system
to the Metropolitan Ambulance Service has created a
real problem for other emergency services.
Intergraph has now also taken over the
communications room for the Victoria Police. Mind
you, at this stage it has not taken over any of the
serious technical responsibilities such as automatic
vehicle location - it still can't seem to get that going
in the ambulance service - geographic information
systems or mobile data terminals. Intergraph is
simply running a dispatch system - that is, the old
024 function. That should be fairly simple to do,
however, I am hearing from real police officers not the imaginary police officers such as those to
which the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services referred to in question time yesterday serious complaints about the system. This is what
the police have to say about it.
Firstly, the communications centre is understaffed.
Police officers are complaining that when they call
into the communications centre for further
information they are told to hold the line and they
are kept waiting on the radio for 3, 4 or more
minutes while the staff in the communications room
deal with other calls. That suggests to me a serious
understaffing of the communications centre.
Secondly, the police officers in the field indicate that
the computer does not appear to prioritise jobs.
Perhaps it has a prioritisation function, but officers
in the field are saying that that function is not
working. The old 024 system used to prioritise calls
and dispatch them in order of priority. Police
officers are now being given calls for non-urgent
work while urgent calls are backlogged in the
system. That is totally unacceptable. For example,
when a house has been. burgled, the crime has
already been committed and it really does not
matter whether the police arrive in 5 minutes or an
hour. Once the burglary has taken place and the
burglars are well and truly gone, it does not matter.
In some instances calls regarding burgled houses are
being attended to in advance of violent, domestic
disputes which are in progress. It is a bizarre
situation for a dispatch system to bring that about.
Thirdly, I am told there is only one operator for each
channel. In certain emergencies more than one
officer is required to coordinate an operation. The
capacity for multiple operators on every channel is
necessary in certain situations.
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Fourthly, 000 calls to the police are being directed to
local police stations. For many years a large amount
of money has been spent educating the public to
make their calls to the police via 024 and that 024
would take responsibility for dispatching police
units. People are doing that and are being told to
ring their local police stations.
One instance I have been told of relates to a fire
brigade unit - one of the minister's own emergency
services units - attending a car that was on fire.
When the fire unit required police attendance it
called 000 and reached the communications room
and it was told to report the matter to the local
police station. 1hat is a bizarre situation.
Fifthly, 024 has always kept tapes of incoming calls.
The police have always used those tapes when
interviewing suspects and people associated with
their investigations. They are an extremely
important tool in police investigations, and it is
essential for police to have access to the tapes so
they can carry out their jobs as well as possible.
However, the tapes are no longer being made
available to the police.
1hat is a scandalous situation and raises a couple of
questions: firstly, who holds and owns the tapes? Is
it Intergraph or is it the police? If it is Intergraph, I
have serious concerns about that. Secondly, why are
the tapes and/or the transcripts of those tapes not
available to police officers?
I can only surmise that it has something to do with
Intergraph covering up its bungles. Its bungles have
certainly been exposed within the ambulance service
because for a time the two systems were running
side by side. The old system was able to expose how
Intergraph was not functioning in the new,
supposedly automated system. As I said, I can only
surmise that the tapes are not being made available
because they may expose Intergraph's bungles when
dispatching police vehicles. The police are very
concerned about this matter; they regard it as an
occupational health and safety issue because it
places their lives at risk and reduces the
effectiveness of the police force.

As I said earlier, I regard the whole process as being
fairly corrupt and I believe an immediate inquiry is
needed into, firstly, the tender process for the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service and BEST and,
secondly, the performance of Intergraph to date.
This is about emergency service response; it is about
life and death and it is too important for the
government to resort to scapegoats and political
cover-ups.
The Metropolitan Ambulance Service tender was
corrupt, and I have evidence that the service
instructed one of its evaluation teams to change the
tender specifications to suit Intergraph. I have a
memo from Mr Don Cameron, manager of systems
support,instructingthemanagerofuuormation
systems at the Metropolitan Ambulance Service to
re-evaluate the Intergraph tender on the basis that
certain criteria should be removed as issues or
should be devalued:
As a result of various business decisions regarding the
proposed CAD system, the second pass evaluation
criteria developed by team three needs to reflect the
following issues:
1.

System design disaster recovery provision assessment
is to accommodate the hot site option only.

2.

Maintenance and support assessment is to
incorporate a second line I-hour support
component only.

These are important backup measures the
ambulance communication system needs in case the
system falls over. We are talking about life and
death. The memo continues:
3.

It is not an assessment requirement to maintain spare
components on site at Doncaster.

What if the system breaks down?
4.

It is not an assessment requirement for the source
code to be positioned on site at Doncaster.

What if the thing falls apart? You need to be able to
fix the problem on site and not have to wait half an
hour for Intergraph to come from wherever it has to
come from to fix it.
5.

Unlike the ambulance system, the police system
does not have the control mechanism of the old
communications system working side by side with
the new system to expose the bungles. The bungles
will be exposed only when there is an inquiry into
yet another serious incident. The police are reluctant
to speak about the matter publicly given the way the
government treats anyone who speaks out against it.
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The off-site ascrow -

that relates to the crash of the system and software
securityis not an assessment issue.
Can the above issues be attended to and presented. in
tabular format?
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Those five categories are the five categories on
which Intergraph performed most poorly in its
tender for the communications system for the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service.
One of the evaluation teams that had scored
Intergraph as last was told, 'Let's take some of these
important criteria out and perhaps Intergraph will
look better then'. The same evaluation team was told
not to go near the prototype Intergraph
communication system that had been provided to
the MAS for evaluation purposes because it did not
work when they tried to use it. The members of the
team were told by Mr Cameron that they could play
with any of the other systems that had been put
there for evaluation purposes but that they were to
leave the Intergraph system alone.
A totally corrupt process is taking place. The
government has created a situation where BEST is
locked into Intergraph because it was told by the
government that Intergraph had to receive the
contract. We have a company that cannot even
deliver a functioning system to the ambulance
service suddenly receiving a contract 10 times bigger
for the Bureau of Emergency Services
Telecommunications system.
Yesterday, I heard the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services comment about what he claims
to be the favourable response of police to the
Intergraph system, but that is not what it is telling
me. I have a form headed 'Observation report for
BEST CAD implementation'. Police were asked to
fax in and inform the bureau and Intergraph, I
assume, what they thought of the system. If the
minister seriously believes the system is functioning
and that the police association supports it l invite the
minister to make those documents publicly available
so we can all see what the police really think. It
should not be somebody who rings up a radio
station claiming to be a police officer at the
instigation of the minister's office because we want
to see what police are really saying.
These documents should be made available publicly
to show that this system is an enormous sham. The
government had a great opportunity to get
something good for the state's emergency services
and to lead the world. What has it done? Because of
some shonky deal between Jack Firman and
Intergraph the government is now locked into this
company that has not been able to get a system of
this size and complexity running successfully
anywhere in the world.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HAERMEYER - I just showed you! We have
got the memo and it says the criteria had to be
changed! The government also changed the tender
specifications in the process. It was originally a
build-and-own tender, but because Intergraph
submitted a tender for build, own and operate
everybody else was forced to change their tenders
accordingly. Those companies were not given an
equal chance, and an inquiry into this scandal is
necessary.

Commonwealth-state funding
Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - This afternoon I wish
to grieve for the treatment of Victoria and Victorians
by the federal government. Most Victorians would
be fully justified in describing Paul Keating as the
Prime Minister of Sydney. He does not seem to
know nor does his government know that
Melbourne exists.

The Prime Minister of this country has expressed in
the past his disdain and contempt for all things
Melbourne. He did not even attend Melbourne's
grand final a couple of weeks ago when we all know
damn well that he attended Sydney's rugby league
grand final a week before. That was something! It
was special! It was something that the Prime
Minister actually cares about.
We are only Melbourne and so far as he is concerned
we are right down the scale. The thing that disturbs
me as much as anything else is that the Prime
Minister does not even bother to hide his contempt
for Melbourne. We know he does not like us because
it is obvious. We know he holds Melbourne in low
esteem, so I suggest to him it might be time that he
tried to stop proving exactly that because he has
already made his point
This afternoon I raise three areas where the federal
government has treated Victoria badly. The first one
is road funding, which is an area that opposition
members should closely listen to because it might
explain the difficulties the previous government and
this government have had in providing the road
services that Victorians need.

Earlier I heard the honourable member for
Thomastown talk about various aspects of road
funding. That was basically a lot of tripe. It is about
time that he and his opposition colleagues faced the
facts about these matters. It is about time they faced
up to the realities of life, even if it be just one. Last
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year the Victorian motorist paid the federal
government $2.63 billion in petrol taxes. TIlat went
out of everybody's wallet straight into the federal
Treasury in Canberra. What did we get back? Out of
that $2.63 billion we got back a miserable, lousy
$238.6 million - not $238.6 billion!

523

for far too long. It must stop because it is not fair, it
is not right and it is blatantly anti-Victorian. I will
continue to voice my concerns about it for as long as
I have this voice at the next federal election when the
Howard government comes to power in Canberra.
One hopes that under a Howard federal government
we will receive a bit of justice.

This year it gets even better because the federal

government has cut Victoria's funding back by
almost $10 million to $228 million. We have this
extraordinary situation where the federal
government is ripping off the Victorian motorist to
the tune of $2.63 billion every year. I point out that
last year it returned $238.6 million and this year
some $228 million. Given the unfortunate economic
circumstances this country finds itself in at the
moment as a result of the policies of the Hawke and
Keating governments, one can only assume that the
trend will continue whereby the federal government
will continue to skim more off the top and return
even less to the people of this state.

It is rather interesting that during the last year of the
Fraser government in 1982 some 62 per cent of
Victorians' petrol taxes were returned. We are now
in the third year - it seems like the third
millennium! - of the Keating government and we
are now down to less than 10 per cent. TIlat is pretty
disgraceful.
It should be of interest for motorists to know that
every time they spend a dollar on petrol at the petrol
bowser the other 50 per cent of that dollar is going
straight into Canberra's federal Treasury to fund
whatever funny little scheme the Prime Minister is
trying to win the next election with this week. It
~es it even more infuriating when one considers
tha: in the last federal budget Sydney was given
$26) million for one freeway. TIlat is around about
$32 million more than this entire state received this
year. TIlat is just outrageous. How can it possibly be
justified, except in the mind of a man who wants to
put Victoria and Melbourne down; who is so Sydney
orimtated and so Sydney biased that we can wipe
bin forever?
Ye!terday in this house we heard the honourable
me:nber for Richmond, the Deputy Leader of the
Op;x>sition, quoting a number of biblical passages,
whch astonished me at the time. He told us that we
mu;t render unto Caesar that which is Caesar's.
Ch-en that the Prime Minister of this country seems
10 lke the idea of being an emperor I suggest to him
tha it might be about time that Caesar renders
sonething back because the federal Labor
,goTemment has been ripping off Victorian motorists

It is worth pointing out to honourable members that
if the federal government were to give back - and
the City Unk project is receiving a bit of notice just 50 per cent of what the federal government takes
out of the Victorian motorist's pocket we would see
the entire City link project incurring no tolls and
there would be no need for a private consortium. In
a little over 12 months the government would be
able to pay it off in one go.

When people talk about tolls on freeways and so
forth it is not this government's toll; it is the Keating
toll. If the Prime Minister and the government of this
country had the decency and the honesty to give
back to Victorians what they give in taxes there
would be no need for the tolls and there would be
no need for any outside interest at all. We would be
able to pay it off just like that. TIlat is not something
that interests the people in Canberra, because it
would benefit Victorians. TIlat is the last thing they
would want.

Melbourne Airport privatisation
I turn to airport privatisation, a subject that is close
to my heart and even closer to the hearts of those I
represent in my electorate. The so-called Claytons
privatisation of the airports in Australia has to be
one of the greatest botch-ups in this nation in
decades. It is epitomised by the conflict we saw on
the very day the federal Minister for Transport,
Laurie Brereton, announced that the federal
government would privatise airports. The very day
he did that his parliamentary secretary, Mr Neil
O'Keefe, said, 'No, we won't; that is not something
the Labor Party will be involved in'. From day one
there was a conflict between the minister and his
parliamentary secretary. They do not seem to have
the faintest idea what to do in this area. There is no
doubt that Melbourne has the best airport in
Australia. Even opposition members would agree
with me on that.
Mr Haermeyer interjected.
Mr FINN - The honourable member for Yan
Yean says that it was built by Canberra. Indeed it
was. Recently I attended a celebration for the
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25th birthday of Melbourne Airport. The Prime
Minister who opened the airport, Sir John Gorton, a
former liberal Prime Minister, attended the
anniversary ceremony. It was an honour for me to
meet the man responsible for the building of the
airport.
Although Melbourne has the best airport in
Australia we are being strangled by Sydney control.
It is as simple as that The management of
Melbourne Airport, John Taylor and his team, have
done a magnificent job given the circumstances
under which they have had to work. They have a
tremendous facility, but have both their arms and
legs tied by the Federal Airports Corporation board,
which cannot see beyond Sydney airport
It is an extraordinary situation because we know,
and everybody in the country knows, that Sydney
airport is one of the great disasters of our time. It is a
joke! Anybody who has travelled there recently
would be aware of that. The FAC board, together
with the federal government, is 100 per cent Sydney
orientated. So far as they are concerned, Melbourne
does not exist.
The Minister for Industry and Employment has
pointed out on a number of occasions that there is an
answer to the Sydney airport problem: it is called
Melbourne, because we have the facilities to handle
the planes. Melbourne Airport is underutilised, but
the Sydney control by the federal government and
the FAC will not let us realise our full potential. It is
a disgrace that Melbourne Airport is not being
allowed to flourish and do as well as it should.

U everything were equal, Melbourne would be the
gateway to Australia. The upgrading of the airport
that privatisation will bring and the new ownership
will create approximately 20 000 job opportunities.
Currently 10 000 people work at the airport and with
privatisation there will be a tripling of the work
force. The north-western suburbs, which have felt
the brunt of Labor's recession, will benefit to the
tune of 20 000 jobs.
However, the federal government, the federal
Minister for Transport and Mr NeiI O'Keefe are
holding up the project. They are the ones who are
saying, 'We don't give a damn about Melbourne
Airport'. They are the ones who are saying to 20 000
people in the north-western suburbs of Melbourne,
'You will not get a job as long as we are in
government'. It is fortunate that they will not be
there for much longer. Melbourne Airport is long
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overdue to receive its chance to flourish, grow, be
promoted and become the gateway to Australia.
Melbourne Airport does not have to do much to
improve on Sydney. Over the past 15 years the
federal government has kicked Melbourne to death.
The Victorian government is trying desperately to
bring it back to life. I say to the federal government,
'Please give us a go in the last few months you are
there; Victoria and Victorians deserve a go because
we are a great state and will become greater'. When
the federal government is defeated at the next
election it will be a giant step in the right direction.

Representative democracy
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - I grieve today
about the commitment of the government to the
principles of democracy. The lack of domestic
commitment to democracy has become one of the
badges of this government, as demonstrated by its
absolute contempt for local government and the
telling statements by Mr Brideson in another place
and the Premier that perhaps the continuation of the
lack of democracy in local government would be a
desirable and practical state of affairs, and the fact
that these matters are decided in a democratic way
by straw polls at business breakfasts.

The reduction in scope, the winding down of
freedom of information and attacks on the
independence of the judiciary are components of the
secretive and autocratic style of this government.
Not many Victorians would be aware that the
government has intervened in a High Court of
Australia case to argue against the principle of one
vote, one value. That is an extraordinary step to take
and is consistent with previous actions the
government has taken, but would offend the beliefs,
values and understanding of every Victorian.
One is tempted to ask: what is the bottom line of a
commitment to democracy by this government?
What does the government believe in when it will
not fall in behind a principle of one vote, one value?
The West Australian opposition, in the eyes of this
government, had the temerity to mount a case for
representative democracy for one vote, one value
and to take it to the High Court to seek support.
It wanted to end the last outrageous gerrymander
left in Australia, one that would make
Bjelke-Petersen blush and one this government tried
to protect. It is a structural gerrymander. It is explicit
and extraordinarily undemocratic.
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In Western Australia the Legislative Assembly is
divided into two zones - metropolitan and
non-metropolitan. The statute there requires that the
average metropolitan electorate is to be 188 per cent
of the size of a non-metropolitan or a country
electorate. In other words, it is a requirement that a
country vote be worth almost twice as much as a
city vote. The average size of metropolitan
electorates in 1993 was 22 000 voters. In
non-metropolitan electorates it was 11 700 voters.

An example of this principle is the electorates of
Wanneroo and Ashburton. In 1993 Wanneroo had
26580 voters and Ashburton had 9315. That is a
291 per cent variation. As a result of further growth
in Wanneroo and diminution in Ashburton the
number of enrolled voters there is now 35 529 and in
Ashburton it is 8587, which is a 414 per cent
variation.

It is an extraordinary perversion of the principle of
representative democracy. It is a departure from the
principle of one vote, one value. Not even the
regime of Bjelke-Petersen had that level of variation
between electorates.
In the Legislative Council 26 per cent of electors elect
half of the 34 councillors and 74 per cent elect the
other half. The quotient for the particular regions
shows an extraordinary variation. The council is
divided into six regions in which the seats are
located, and the quotient in 1993 for a north
metropolitan region seat was 34 161 voters, but for
the mining and pastoral region it was 9097 voters.
To elect a member of the Legislative Council from
the northern metropolitan region requires 376 per
cent of the votes required to elect one member of the
mining and pastoral region. This is a distortion of
the principle on which Australian governments are
based, yet the government is spending Victorian
taxpayers' money to intervene to try to preserve the
system.
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of an Australian federation and an Australian
commonwealth? That is the first part of the
argument: we are a state in our own right; we do
anything we like.
An example is when the Premier stood up here
18 months ago and said, 'Just because a referendum
might carry the vote for a republic for the rest of
Australia does not mean we have to do it. We will
do anything we like. We don't need democracy here'.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I advise a number of
members on my right that they are interjecting out
of their places. Interjections are disorderly, and
interjecting out of your place is a heinous crime and
you must desist.

Mr MILDENHALL - The other plank of the
argument was that there is no reference point. The
Victorian government could not find a reference
point for uniformity of electorates so the Western
Australian system, where anything goes, will do.
That is an amazing plank on which to run because
the Victorian act requires a maximum variation of
10 per cent. The government supported that line; it
was passed with bipartisan support on the grounds
of one vote, one value, but now they go to Canberra
and say, 'We do not support that Ten per cent is not
what we believe in'.
Mr Kennett - What are you on about?
Mr MILDENHALL - What is wrong with the
10 per cent maximum variation?
Mr Kennett - You're hopeless!
Mr MILDENHALL -It is 414 per cent in
Western Australia and you are using taxpayers'
money to defend that extraordinary gerrymander.
Mr Kennett - What are you talking about?

The Victorian government sent a three-person team
to Canberra for three days of the case to support this
system, and that is an absolute disgrace. We
estimate that at least $30 000 worth of legal work
was done to enable the Victorian government to
intervene in that case and argue that the system
ought to be preserved.
The Victorian case consisted of two planks: one was
the old states' rights argument. Is there any limit to
that argument? Is there anything this government
believes it cannot do and still fit within the context

Mr MILDENHALL - You are planning one here
with the redistribution. Wipe out 12 seats! The
Victorian government's case is extraordinary given
that the international benchmark is 10 per cent. It is
also appalling given the Fitzgerald inquiry's main
recommendation on the political system, which was
to entrench that right of one vote, one value.

In that climate of a distorted, gerrymandered
political system, corruption flourishes. That was one
of the main themes of the Fitzgerald inquiry. It led to
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three successive Bjelke-Petersen governments being
elected on less than 40 per cent of the vote in
Queensland, and it is on that basis that the West
Australian position must be viewed as Neanderthal.
We are going back through the eons of time in
electoral systems. Even the Queensland and
Tasmanian governments have seen fit to introduce a
one vote, one value system in their electoral
commissions. But the West Australian system is a
dinosaur, and the Victorian taxpayers are being
asked to support it via the highly paid legal team
turning up in Canberra to support the West
Australian government in the High Court.
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Secondly, I call on them to categorically rule out the
possibility of the introduction of a Western
Australian-style gerrymander in this state.
It is appalling that the government could
contemplate moving away from its commitment to
the democratic principle of one vote, one value. The
Victorian community expects more from its
government It expects a fundamental commitment
to basic democracy; a representative democracy
where people have equal rights to elect the
government and all votes are equal. A gerrymander
should not exist in this day and age.

Ambulance services: response times
Of course this government has not made its
participation public. Even the West Australian
government has copped an enormous amount of
criticism for trying to retain this extraordinary
gerrymander. It is a gerrymander with a 400 per cent
variation between seats.

It begs the question: what is this government up to,
when you get this sort of extraordinary argument?
What is happening? The Premier has often said,
'We're going to have a redistribution and wipe out
12 seats'. We have always assumed that was to keep
the backbench in line. It was said to intimidate, instil
fear and to make sure the backbench were kept on a
tight lead so they did not cause trouble. Given the
government's public abandonment of its
commitment to a 10 per cent variation and its
commitment to one vote, one value, the possibility
of a gerrymander looms large in Victoria. On 22 July
1993 the Premier said:
We're going to be in government for a long, long
time ... and if not, we will legislate to ensure it

What form of legislation would this commitment
take? One possibility is that the government has
gone to Canberra and said, 'We do not believe in one
vote, one value any more. We support the Western
Australian system where anything goes'. In that
state there is a 376 per cent variation in the upper
house and an approximate 400 per cent variation in
the lower house. Is that the form the legislation will
take?
I call on the Premier and the Attorney-General to do
two things. Firstly, they must justify the obscene
expenditure of up to $40 000 on legal work when
they argued in Canberra that the one vote, one value
system does not matter any more and cannot be
manifested in an electoral system. That view is a
repudiation of fair electoral commission process.

Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) - I grieve about the
ambulance service. A headline in the Herald Sun
states, 'Ambulance service rotten'. Mr Rodney
Morris was reported in that article as having said:
... the ambulance service had an average response time
of more than 11 minutes, which was unacceptable by
international standards.

Another experienced officer, Michael Edwards, was
reported in the article as having said:
1be service was 'rotten from the top downwards' and

was a substandard emergency medical service.

He said the service had serious shortcomings. That
article is dated 18 August 1992, which was prior to
the last state election! Mr Morris, who is now the
acting secretary of the union, gave me information
that led to the coronial inquiry into the death of nine
people under the Labor administration. Mr Michael
Edwards was the officer who gave me the
ambulance officer's diary. An article in the Herald
Sun of 19 August, 1992 contains an edited extract
from a tape recording of a man's approach to the
ambulance service. The date was 10 April 1991 and
the time was 5.45 p.m. The article states:
Operator. 'Can I help you?'
Mr Douglas: 'I've put two calls through for a guy on
the corner of Dandenong and Glenferrie roads and the
ambulance took a time to get here and the guy is dead.
I want to know why ...'
Operator. Who are you?'
Mr Douglas: 'I'm the publican. I called the ambulance.'
Operator. 'It got there as quick as it could, mate.'
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Mr Douglas: 'Well, the guy's dead.'
Operator: 'Well, we all have to, you know, to put it
bluntly, we all have to die some time. Thousands of
people die every day, you know, and we can't save
them all. What I'm saying is it got there as soon as it
did ... if you want to follow it further that's fine.'
Mr Douglas: 'Who would I take it up with?'

me information on a regular basis to the point that a
number of times internal inquiries have been held
by the Labor Party about how I get these details. Mr
Morris and other people in the service are promising
to campaign and provide funds for the ALP at the
next state election and that is why the Leader of the
Opposition and Mr Thwaites - The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member will refer to members by their correct titles.

Operator: 'You just write to the ambulance service.'
Douglas: 'It's a ... poor show.'
Operator: 'No, it's not ... it's exactly like you in your
business, sir, OK, bye bye.'

lhat occurred under a Labor government. After my
approach to the then minister, the officer was
disciplined. These are the people Mr Morris seeks to
accept These are the people who are running this
marvellous business that the shadow Minister for
Health has talked about. My information is that the
honourable member for Albert Park and other ALP
members have been promised large financial
contributions for the next election provided they can
do the job for the ambulance service union.
Mr Loney - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, the
honourable member is reflecting on the motives of a
member of this house. He is clearly in breach of
standing orders and I ask you to direct this to his
attention.
Mr LEIGH -On the point of order, Mr Speaker,
I refer to the fact that Australian Labor Party
members have received a commitment that a large
sum of money is to be paid to them if they can help
the ambulance union.

The SPEAKER - Order! I have heard sufficient
on the point of order. I do not uphold the point of
order because it does not attack the character of the
member.
Mr LEIGH - Thank you, Mr Speaker. My
involvement with the ambulance service and its
problems goes back some time. Mr Edwards was
right when he approached me with the ambulance
officer's diary because the service was rotten to the
core. Mr Morris is the acting general secretary and
he wants to be the boss. This rogue union leader is
trying to ensure that he is the next boss of the union.

Honourable members on both sides of the house
know that I get a lot of Labor Party people giving

Mr LEIGH - The fact is that Mr Morris and his
colleagues did enormous damage to the former
Labor government when they had the opportunity
by prOViding me with information on many
occasions. I did not take up some of the information
because I did not think it was accurate and/or
constructive in the interests of the service. The
ambulance officer's diary was useful. It resulted in
the then Attorney-General, Mr Kennan, launching a
coroner's inquiry into the deaths of the nine people,
which demonstrated that the former government
took me seriously when I made those allegations in
this place.

The honourable member for Albert Park is using this
for his own advantage. I do not blame him for doing
that as a member of the opposition, but the
saboteurs of the system, who are outdoing the
French saboteurs during the Second World War, are
doing this because they believe they have a right to
control the system. Mr Morris wants one central
ambulance service that is controlled by him so that
he can be the comrade in charge!
The government has a responsibility to ensure that
an efficient ambulance service is prOVided. At times
the government is not always right, but in this
instance it has come to the point where it has no
choice but to take on Mr Morris and the others who
are using the system for their own advantage. They
do not want it to be competitive. I say to the Leader
of the Opposition: take some responsibility people are frightened to call the ambulance service
because they believe they will not get the
appropriate service.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.
Question agreed to.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the house that
from time to time the Speaker is subjected to
tremendous pressure from both sides of the house,
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and today my arm has been twisted to that extent. I
make this announcement with the clear indication to
the house that I am not establishing a precedent, and
I instruct the aedes that the precedent is not to be
put into that particular book.
I welcome to the Speaker's gallery the Norm Smith
medallist Mr Greg Williams from the Carlton
Football Club. He is accompanied by Mr Stephen
Gough.
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that opposition members think they have something
to gain they are in here kicking Victoria again. This
question and the behaviour of the opposition over
the past 24 hours illustrates a level of hypocrisy that
even I had not expected. of the Labor Party. On
9 August 1989 under the heading - Mr Brumby - What date was that? When was

that?
Mr STOCKDALE -On 9 August 1989--

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
City Link: financing
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Treasurer to Vicroads' advice which
warned. against the use of tolls on the City Link
project and said tolls would not be viable due to the
high levels of traffic diversion on to other routes
which would occur as a result of motorists having to
pay the toll. Why did the government ignore this
warning and choose a method of financing the City
Link project which Vicroads said was clearly not
viable?

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Members of the
opposition know full well the rules of this house. I
ask them to put those documents away.
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - Governments
are elected to govern and governments make
decisions and take responsibility for them. The
government stands behind - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr STOCKDALE - What a scandal for Victoria
that we have members of the opposition who think
there is some bad news for Victoria. What is their
reaction? Unmitigated glee! Any bad news for
Victoria is good news - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The house will come to
order. Question time cannot proceed with a barrage
of interjections.
Mr STOCKDALE - Before we came into power
to resuscitate Victoria, this mob had it down on its
back, flat on its back, and at the first opportunity

Mr Brumby - Back to the 1950s!

The SPEAKER - Order! I remind honourable
members that they are wasting their own question
time.
Mr STOCKDALE - Even though the Labor
Party doesn't like remembering the 19805, it is useful
to remind it now and then. Under the heading 'New
directions in transport' the Labor government
published this statement
The Western Bypass road, connecting the Docklands
with the Tullamarine Freeway, is to be funded and

built by the private sector, transport minister Jim
Kennan announced today.

Remember him? You don't like the 1980s. We will
get to the 19905.
The bypass will be financed, constructed and operated
by a private sector group.
It will operate as a toll road, using high-tech collection

methods.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr STOCKDALE - That is the 1980s. The
Leader of the Opposition does not like the 1980s so
let's go to the 1990s. A media release of 22 May 1992
headed 'White announces first step for Western and
Southern bypasses' states:
Private sector proposals are being invited for the
funding, construction and operation of the Western and
Southern bypasses - Melbourne's biggest road
projects - the Victorian government announced today.

Mr Batchelor - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
according to standing order 127 the Treasurer is
debating the question.

Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER - Order! Any honourable
member has the right to raise a point of order with
the Glair. The Chair can rule only if he hears the
point of order.
Mr Batchelor - The question directed to the
Treasurer was why his government rejected
Vicroads' advice that tolls would be a failure. Can he
answer that question?

The SPEAKER - Order! I uphold the point of
order and ask the Treasurer to come back to the
question.
Mr STOCKDALE - This report is relevant
because it shows the real truth: that there is
bipartisan support for this project as a toll road.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! If opposition members
want the Treasurer to continue answering the
question, they should put those pieces of paper
away and cease interjecting. The Treasurer should
conclude his answer.
Mr STOCKDALE - I am just passing as rapidly
as one can pass along the new freeway to further
encourage private sector proposals. Mr White said:
... the government is prepared to consider support for
traffic management, development rights and financial
aspects of the proposals. A range of funding options is
possible, including direct or indirect tolls.

On 18 September 1992 the Labor Party government
short-listed - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr STOCKDALE - They don't like it,
Mr Speaker, do they?

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I have already ruled on
the point of order raised by the honourable member
for Thomastown and I ask the Treasurer to come
back to the question.
Mr STOCKDALE -On 18 September 1992 the
Labor Party short-listed Transurban - -

Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr STOCKDALE - You don't like it when it is
your responsibility, do you?

The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the Treasurer to
follow the directions of the Chair and answer the
question.
Mr STOCKDALE - The Labor Party short-listed
Transurban and Chart Roads and this government is
working diligently to bring this project - -

Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - I really look forward to
question time every day. It does not matter what
sort of disastrous morning you have had, you come
in here and within a few minutes this sort of
behaviour lifts your confidence, gets the backbench
up on its feet and really drives the govenunent's
enthusiasm for the day. You walk out at the end of
question time ready to fix up a few more Labor
Party bungles and get on with running this great
state.

The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the Treasurer to
conclude his answer.
Mr STOCKDALE - I think the Leader of the
Opposition should be known as Tonic. He is really
great for confidence. The best thing he can do for
public confidence is to stay on that side of the table,
because imagine the impact he would have if he
were over here!

The government stands behind this project. We are
acting to protect the interests of the Victorian
taxpayers, a concept that is completely foreign to the
Labor Party. If a proper risk-sharing formula is
developed within the next 10 days, the project will
proceed. The government is putting all parties on
notice that it will not abandon the interests of
Victorian taxpayers and if it cannot achieve a
satisfactory risk formula it is prepared to examine all
options, including not proceeding with the project.
I remain confident that one or other of the consortia
and their backers will triumph over the carping
negativism of the Labor Party and Victorians will
enjoy the benefits of this reform. Thank you for your
question.

Exports: state performance
Mr LUPTON (Knox) - Will the Minister for
Industry and Employment inform the house of
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recent developments in Victoria's export
performance?

successfully penetrated. by our quality emerging
exporters.

Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - I thank the honourable member for
his question because, unlike most members
opposite, he has a genuine interest in the
development and growth of this state and in
particular its export performance. In September
1993, when I announced the government's industry
statement, I said we would establish a pilot scheme
to be known as the export manager program. That
program was designed to assist small and
medium-sized enterprises - emerging exporters to develop their markets through the employment of
dedicated, full-time, first-time export managers.
Each successful applicant receives a grant of 50 per
cent of the export manager's salary in the first year
and 20 per cent in the second year, up to a ceiling of
$50000.

The pilot program was so successful the government
has now decided to extend it to some 60 companies
a year. I am pleased to advise the house that I have
today approved 30 more export managers for
Victorian companies. That means 30 more
companies will be given the opportunity to grow
and prosper in the best business state led by the best
state government.

The program has exceeded our best expectations. In
the first year of operation 20 companies increased
their export sales by $92.5 million, up from
$67.5 million in 1992 to $160 million in 1993-94. The
even better news is that the export figure for 1994-95
is more than $250 million. The export figure was
only $67.5 million when the program started just
two years previously.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr GUDE - An honourable member interjects
about that performance and suggests the
government might take some of the credit. I think
perhaps we might take some of the credit because
Victoria's total exports are now worth $12.4 billion.
They have grown by 30 per cent since the
government came to office compared with 20 per
cent for the rest of Australia. We have done very
well, indeed. When one discounts the value of
mineral resources that are driving the export
performance of states like Western Australia and
Queensland, one can see how good Victoria's
performance is. In the performance of elaborately
transformed manufactures - that is, the
value-adding end of export - the figure for Victoria
has grown by a massive 119 per cent in the same
period. All that has been achieved for a modest state
investment of $800 000, and we are reaping the
benefits of millions of dollars in exports every year.

Not only does that mean wealth creation in those
organisations, but also lasting, long-term,
sustainable jobs for Victorians as these markets are

City Link: financing
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer to a 1993 Treasury submission to the Industry
Commission which warned against the use of tolls
on roads in Melbourne describing them as
problematic because of the capacity for widespread
avoidance by using existing roads. Why did the
Treasurer ignore his own department's warnings
against tolls and the financing of projects in the way
proposed for City Link?
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - The mess the
Labor Party left behind in Victoria meant there was
no realistic prospect of funding that important
project as a capital works project. That was
recognised. by the Labor Party when in government.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - You know everything, don't
you!
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has posed. his question. He may not
continue with a barrage of supplementary questions.
The Treasurer will be heard in silence.
Mr STOCKDALE - That mess meant the only
viable way of conducting the project was to do so
via a toll or other private-infrastructure-funded
proposal. The Labor Party proposed. that; that is how
those press releases resulted. But since the Leader of
the Opposition was appointed, the Labor Party has
had no vision and no commitment, offering no
prospects for the future; there has just been negative,
carping criticism. The Leader of the Opposition
flicked the interests of Victorians like a Greg
Williams handpass. The only good thing about the
attitude of the leader - -

Mr Brumby interjected.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wednesday, 11 October 1995

531

ASSEMBLY

Mr STOCKDALE - Just put the camera on him;
let the people of Victoria see how he behaves.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the house to come
to order and I ask the Leader of the Opposition to
remain silent.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Springvale will remain silent.
Mr MACLELLAN - I suppose the smoke has got
in his eyes! A new building regulation is proposed
that will require the installation, as a minimum, of
battery-operated smoke detectors.

Mr Leigh interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - I have to apolOgise. The
Minister for Agriculture has reminded me that my
metaphor was not appropriate; Greg Williams's
handpasses hit their mark, wilike those of the
Leader of the Opposition.
The only good thing about the behaviour of
opposition members in the past 24 hours is that it
again demonstrates they do not stand for anything;
they have no commitment to Victoria; and they have
no vision for the future. They will not even stick to
the policies they supported in government. They
have no consistency - just hypocrisy. In
contradistinction to the policies being pursued even
by Labor governments in other states and in the
federal Parliament, the performance of opposition
members has shown that they are unfit for office,
and their behaviour guarantees that they will not get
there.

Smoke detectors
Mr McLELLAN (Frankston East) - Will the
Minister for Planning inform the house of the
government's recent initiatives regarding smoke
alarms in Victorian homes?
Mr Haermeyer interjected.
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning) - I ask
that the honourable member for Yan Yean not mock
the subject because these initiatives have the support
of the opposition. I would think no member of the
house would want to raise any spectre for those
families that have suffered a tragedy as a result of a
fire. I am dealing with the serious question of the
installation of smoke alarms.

The SPEAKER - Order! The outburst by the
honourable member for Mordialloc is unsatisfactory.
I ask him to come to order.
Mr MACLELLAN - The government
recommends that home owners and those who have
rental properties have hard-wired smoke detectors
installed to ensure, firstly, the longer life of smoke
alarms and, secondly, that they do not require
constant maintenance with batteries having to be
replaced.

It is positive that the opposition has supported the
initiative, which is a first for Australia. The
government is setting out to deal with increasingly
hard safety issues, as in the case of swimming pool
safety. Through building regulations the
government is now dealing with the equally difficult
task of ensuring the retrofitting of hOUSing,
especially rental housing, with smoke detectors by
the year 1998.

The selected mechanism is that on change of
ownership, tenancy or, as a last resort, by the year
1998, smoke detectors will be fitted in at least all
domestic premises in Victoria. 'That will set a
standard for Australia. I hope the government gets
the cooperation of the industry in ensuring an
effective scheme by which this can be done.
I commend my colleague the Minister for Housing
on his agreement to undertake the installation of
smoke detectors in state public hOusing. Such
initiatives are a great step forward in ensuring the
safety of both owners and occupiers across the state.

City Link: commercial risk
Mr Micallef interjected.
Mr MACLELLAN - Perhaps the honourable
member for Springvale has a problem with that.
Mr Micallef - You will have us in tears in a
minute.

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to statements on City Un!< by the
Minister for Roads and Ports that, firstly, 'the public
purse will not be underwriting this scheme'; and,
secondly, 'the successful consortium is to take all the
commercial risk'. How does the Premier reconcile
those statements with his comments on radio 3AW
this morning when he said that the project 'involved
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all parties sharing some risk' and that the
government would make up for any loss caused by
government decisions that had a demonstrable effect
on the project?
Mr KENNElT (premier) - I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for asking me a question. I
understand that while I was away he was not at
work, and since I have been back he obviously has
not been at work. As the Treasurer said, the only
time the Leader of the Opposition reacts is when he
perceives something to have gone wrong within
society. Whether the subject is the ambulance service
or this project, he is a reactionary leader showing no
leadership at all. It is not hard to understand the
processes - Mr Micallef - We have not had anything like an
answer.
Mr KENNElT - It is not hard to understand the
processes - Mr Micallef - It is when we have to look at you.
The SPEAKER - Order! I have had cause to
speak to the honourable member for Springvale on
two occasions now. I will not speak to him a third
time. If he continues to interject, I will take action
against him.
Mr Micallef - Over to you, Kennett.
The SPEAKER - Order!
Mr KENNElT - It is not hard to understand the
logic behind a project of this size if a little thought is
given to it The Leader of the Opposition should
know, as the Treasurer has indicated, that the project
was started by his predecessors. There were two
bidders left in the process at the change of the - -

Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNE'IT - You are not interested, fair
enough.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! There is 6 minutes to go
in question time, but if the noise continues I will
leave the chair and come back in 7 minutes.
Mr Brumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order!
Mr Brumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will heed the Chair.

Gippsland: health services
Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) - Will the Minister
for Health advise the house of the government's
plans to improve hospital and health care for the
people of the Latrobe Valley and the whole of
Gippsland?
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Health) - I thank the
honourable member for his question and his
ongoing interest in the provision of quality health
care services in the Latrobe Valley and the
Gippsland region. This morning the government
announced an outstanding development for the
people of the Gippsland region - that is, a brand
new state-of-the-art hospital will be built within the
next two and a half years with a completion date at
the end of 1997.

Mr KENNE'IT - I thought the Leader of the
Opposition asked me a question. He can have the
answer. If he is not interested in the answer, I will sit
down.

The hospital will provide the very best in facilities
and technology. It will provide many opportunities
for the people of Gippsland and the Latrobe Valley
because the Gippsland region has not had the
advantage of an outstanding country-based hospital
that has been apparent in other parts of Victoria.
Hospitals in the Gippsland region have also not had
the opportunity of university involvement or strong
private sector involvement

Two bidders were left in the tendering process. One
was Transfield, which formed a consortium called
Transurban, and the other was Chart Roads. They
were the same consortia the government, on coming
to office, felt obligated to allow to compete for the
job, given that they had spent so much money in the
process.

The government has announced today the
opportunity to build, as I said, a state-of-the-art
hospital which will provide a full range of services,
including expanded services in psychiatric care,
services for the aged, paediatric, medical and
surgical services and 24-hour services. The hospital
will be built and operated by the private sector. It

Mr Brumby interjected.
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will provide a full range of services to the general
public of the Latrobe Valley and specialist services
for the whole of Gippsland. The government is
looking at the model that has been established in
Victoria over many years - that is, hospitals such as
St Vincent's Hospital which is a privately owned
hospital operated by the Sisters of Charity.
However, for many years that hospital has provided
general public health services for the people of
Victoria.
Of more recent days the hospital at Werribee, the
Mercy Werribee Hospital, commissioned by the
former Labor government, is a similar example of a
privately built hospital and a privately operated
hospital serving the public sector. Both those
examples have worked extremely well. The
government is confident that this privately owned
and operated hospital with its alliances with
Monash University will be successful and that
specialists will now be attracted to the new hospital.
The new hospital will stop the flow of patients out of
the Gippsland region into the metropolitan area
because medical services will be provided at the
new hospital. Registrations of capacity or capability
will be called for on Saturday at the end of this
week. The government will look at those
registrations of capability and a tendering system for
contracts will be let over the next four or five
months. It is anticipated that the contractors will
then be in a position to start building in about the
middle of next year. An advisory committee will be
set up to work with the new hospital to represent
the needs of the community.
The new hospital is an outstanding announcement
for the Gippsland area, and I am sorry the
honourable member for Albert Park is not here to
hear it. I noted that he happened to be in the area
today and that he used a forged invitation in an
effort to get into the function. Had he rung me and
showed any interest I would have been delighted to
ask him to attend the function where I made the
significant announcement, but he was skulking
around trying to wheedle his way in using a forged
invitation. The people, doctors and hospital board in
Gippsland are delighted with the announcement,
and I am sorry the honourable member for Albert
Park is not here to share it with us.

City Link: commercial risk
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Treasurer to the press release on City Link
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issued by the Minister for Roads and Ports last night
which states:
The public purse will not be Wlderwriting this scheme.

If that is the case, why did the government issue
Governor in Council orders on 7 September this year
giving the Treasurer the power to make guarantees
in respect of the City Link project and also
indemnifying Transurban for any expenses, losses,
damages, costs or liabilities incurred by the
consortium?

Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - Even the Leader
of the Opposition would have to admit that this is an
extremely large project and that inevitably
commercial relationships are complex. He seeks to
oversimplify them, and that is understandable since
the parties - Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr STOCKDALE - What a great pity we can't
have a camera just committed to him so that the
people of Victoria - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr STOCKDALE - It would be immensely
valuable if the people of Victoria could see the
behaviour of their Leader of the Opposition. What a
petulant child he is.

As the Premier has explained, any project of this
kind involves a sharing of risks. The government has
made it clear repeatedly in relation to private sector
development that it is not prepared to take the
commercial risk. However, there are certainly risks
that are inevitably better managed by the state. As I
explained to the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee when it - Mr Micallef interjected.

The SPEAKER -Order! The honourable
member for Springvale will remain silent.
Mr STOCKDALE - Inevitably there are some
responsibilities that are better managed by the state
where trying to shift those to the private sector
would raise a risk of the taxpayer actually having to
meet a higher cost than would be - An Honourable Member - Name one!
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Mr STOCKDALE - For example, changes in
state law where the state Parliament makes the law
and you cannot expect the proponent to bear the risk
of the Parliament changing the law. A sharing of the
risk is involved and nothing in the quotes previously
referred to, in last night's press release or in any
statement by the Minister for Roads and Ports alters
that fact, nor was anything said by the minister
intended to convey an impression different from the
fact that the government is not assuming the
commercial risks of the operation of the business
being granted a concession here but that a sharing of
risks is negotiated.

TRUSTEE AND TRUSTEE COMPANIES
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to

amend the Trustee Act 1958 and the Trustee
Companies Act 1984 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

FISHERIES BILL (No. 2)
Introduction and first reading

If the Leader of the Opposition understood anything
at all about the subject matter he has embarked upon

in the past 24 hours he would understand that it is
about disagreement and about the sharing of risk.
He seems to have launched into this with his usual
enthusiasm and reckless disregard for the facts
without pausing for a moment to reflect on the
commercial realities of the situation.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr STOCKDALE - Let's just look at that. The
Leader of the Opposition has made a proposal
which would fund a one-lane, one-way freeway
right around Melbourne. That would be a great
boon for the people of Victoria! Alternatively we
could have a two-lane project with a bridge that
ended halfway across the river! The Leader of the
Opposition has nothing to offer the people of
Victoria. The only saving grace is that the people of
Victoria know this and are registering their opinion
every time the pollsters come around and ask them.

DOMESTIC BUILDING CONTRACTS
AND TRIBUNAL BILL

Mr COLEMAN (Minister for Natural Resources)

introduced a bill to reform the law relating to
Victorian fisheries, to repeal the Fisheries Act 1968
and to make consequential amendments to certain
other acts and for other purposes.
Read first time.

LAND REVOCATIONS (AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr COLEMAN (Minister for Natural Resources)
introduced a bill to revoke certain !evocations over
land and Crown grants in relation to certain land,
to re-reserve certain areas of land, to amend the
Kew and Heidelberg Lands Act 1933 and the
Ballarat (Sovereign Hill) Land Ad 1970, to repeal
the Ballarat (Sovereign HiIl) Land Act 1973 and for
other purposes.
Read first time.

Introduction and first reading

ZOOLOGICAL PARKS AND GARDENS
BILL

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) introduced a bill to

Introduction and first reading

regulate domestic building contracts and to
establish a Domestic Building Disputes Tribunal
and to amend the House Contracts Guarantee Act
1987 and the Building Act 1993 and for other
purposes.
Read first time.

Mr COLEMAN (Minister for Natural Resources)
introduced a biIl to establish the Zoological Parks
and Gardens Board and define its functions, to
provide for the management and administration of
zoological parks and gardens, to repeal the
Zoological Parks and Gardens Ad 1967, to amend
the Borrowing and Investment Powers Act 1987
and the Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987,
to make consequential amendments to other acts
and for other purposes.
Read first time.
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GAS INDUSTRY (EXTENSION OF
SUPPLY) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr COLEMAN (Minister for Natural Resources)
introduced a bill to amend the Gas Industry Act
1994 and for other purposes.

Read first time.

APPROPRIATION (1995-96, No. 1) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 10 October; motion of Mr
STOCKDALE (Treasurer).
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - During
question time today we witnessed an unprecedented
event when the Premier of the state ducked for cover
when being called to account in answering questions
about the most important issue facing this state
today, the imminent collapse of the City Unk
project, a project with a value approaching
$2 billion. When the Premier is asked a question he
ducks for cover, scampers out of the house and will
not come back into the chamber to make what he is
responsible for known to Parliament. It is an
absolute disgrace!

It mirrors the other tragic events we saw that began
last night and continued today. In the dark of last
evening away from the Parliament the Minister for
Roads and Ports was sent out to do the dirty work
on beha1f of the Premier because the Premier
squibbed it When there is good news the Premier is
centre stage, pushing the Minister for Roads and
Ports to one side, making all the good-news stories:
comparing himself to the monumental aspects of the
City Link project and claiming all the credit for it
But when it is about to fall into a deep hole, sent to
the bottom of the bay, the Premier is nowhere to be
seen. He continued that line today.
I turn to the role of the Minister for Roads and Ports
and the Treasurer. The two members have to be seen
as the Laurel and Hardy of Victorian politics. Last
night before a press conference we saw the Stan
Laurel of Victorian Parliament, the Treasurer, saying
to the Minister for Roads and Ports, 'What a fine old
mess you've got me into!'.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Chair has given the
honourable member for Thomastown some latitude.
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I ask him in future to refer to honourable members
by their correct titles.

Mr BATCHELOR - This whole episode is a
tragic event in the life of the Victorian Parliament
and is costing Victorians millions of dollars. In my
appropriation contribution I shall examine the
sequence of events that has unfolded oVernight to
show what people have said on behalf of the
government and compare that with what the
Minister for Roads and Ports has been told to do. On
the one hand he has been given a press release by
the Or Goebbels machine and told to make an
explanation, but on the other hand, the Premier this
morning is moving away from that and the
Treasurer has also for some time been saying
something completely different.
The Minister for Roads and Ports last night made it
very clear in the press release that the public purse
will not be underwriting this scheme. He said:
Transurban's backers must accept the necessary risk if
Transurban is to proceed with the construction of the
City Link.

That is what the Minister for Roads and Ports was
told to say last night, which he dutifully did. The
news release also states:
Roads and ports minister, Mr Bill Baxter, said the final
signing of contracts had not occurred because the
banks and underwriters behind the Transurban
consortium had been seeking to transfer risk to the

public sector.
He said the government would not back away from its
policy of not accepting commercial risk being carried
by the public sector.

Also in the press release the minister said that the
government would hold discussions with Chart
Roads to see if it were interested in picking up the
project, clearly in the expectation that Transurban
would not be able to continue with it

A number of points in the press release are
Significant because the minister repeated the
essential nub of what he was told to say on radio
this morning. Speaking on the Peter Couchman
program this morning on 3LO, the minister said:
It is now as we get into the very fine print in the
concession deed that there's been some attempt by the
banks to transfer risk on to the taxpayer.
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Further in the interview he said:
... we're seeing it is our role on behalf of the taxpayers
of Victoria to make sure that in a contract that's going
to last for 34 years that we are not going to have visited
baclc upon the taxpayers of Victoria any risk that ought
properly be borne by the consortia and their financial
backers.

One can see from the minister's contribution on the
Peter Couchman program that he was continuing
the line he was given to peddle on behalf of the
government. Later in the interview the minister said:
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within the next couple of weeks. As far as I'm aware
we have not given any guarantee at the moment but as
is common in projects of this kind the sharing of risk
between the government and the taxpayer on the one
hand and the private sector proponents on the other is
a matter of hot negotiation and there will be certain
risks that it is better for the government to bear, so that
for example there might be uncertainty in which we are
advised that if we leave the uncertainty on some issue
the private sector is likely to overcompensate in order
to protect itself and the taxpayer would actually be
better off if we assume that risk ...

In this statement from the Treasurer very Significant
... we've made it very clear right from the word go that
if this was to be a genuine BOOT scheme - build,
operate, own, transfer scheme - that it had to be that
the commercial sector, the bidder plus its financial
backers, were carrying the commercial risk and if it
wasn't going to be that, why were we doing it in the
first place? Why weren't we just getting Vicroads to
build it? We weren't doing that because that would
have meant borrowing money ...

Right up to just before the 9 o'clock news this
morning the Minister for Roads and Ports was
carrying the party line, delivering the message as he
was supposed to do. At the same time on the other
leading Melbourne commercial radio station, 3AW,
the Premier was painting a completely different
picture.
Bearing in mind what the Minister for Roads and
Ports said on radio station 3W, it is important to set

the scene and examine what the Treasurer said
before the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee on 27 September this year. I was there,
and the Treasurer made it apparent to all who were
present that the government was negotiating with
Transurban around the question of risk.
At that hearing the Treasurer made it clear that what
was going on behind the scenes, away from the
limelight, was negotiation about risk sharing. The
nub of the whole debacle is that on the one hand the
Minister for Roads and Ports trots out his public
line, but for a long time prior to that the person in
charge of the financial arrangements for this project,
the Treasurer of Victoria, was overseeing
negotiations where there was some argy-bargy,
some tOing-and-froing about the sharing of risk for
the project. The Treasurer said on 27 September:
We expect them to be finalised -

that is, the formal contract negotiations -

points are being made and they absolutely
contradict what the Minister for Roads and Ports
was saying in his press conference in the dead of
night last night or on radio this morning. It is quite
clear that the minister did not know what was going
on. It is a case of gross incompetence, and there have
been numerous calls for the minister to resign.
Although I have not heard the news of today I
suspect he has not had the courage to do that, but
that is what he ought to do. Unless he does so today
we will be calling for not only his resignation but for
the resignation of the person who has been
orchestrating this financial debacle currently facing
Victoria and that is, of course, the Treasurer.
The Treasurer was saying that negotiations between
the government, in effect, and Transurban were
under way. He was saying that they were hot
negotiations and that the negotiations were being
carried back and forth concerning the allocation of
risk -we'll take some, you'll take some. You can
just see them in negotiations: 'You take that aspect
and we'll take this one'. Despite the ability to carry
out negotiations away from the public glare, in
private and in secrecy, they were still unable to
reach a mutually satisfactory outcome.
What would be the consequence of the financial
outcomes so far as Victorian motorists were
concerned if Transurban were to carry what it
regards as an unfair financial or commercial burden
in this project? The Treasurer says that it would be
likely to overcompensate to protect its financial
interest. I stress that that is his word:
'overcompensate'. What does he mean by that? He
means charging higher tolls; slugging the Victorian
taxpayers even more for the use of roads.
One has to bear in mind that these roads include the
existing South Eastern Arterial, the existing
Tullamarine Freeway and the existing West Gate

APPROPRIA nON (1995-96, No. 1) BILL
Wednesday, 11 October 1995

ASSEMBLY

Freeway. The linkages between the two are the only
new components of the City Link project. Much of
the existing roadway is already there and
Transurban knows that people will be angry and
hostile if they are asked to pay tolls on existing
roads. The RACV has conducted its own market
research and identified these thresholds of pain and
the corresponding monetary amounts. It has clearly
indicated that there are levels at which massive
numbers of people will refuse to use the tollways
and will divert into the side streets.
In trying to come to grips with this conflict between
the Minister for Roads and Ports on the one hand
and the Treasurer and Premier on the other it is
worth reviewing what the Premier said on radio this
morning at the very same time as the Minister for
Roads and Ports was talking on another radio
station. It is really illuminating. I want to quote a
number of statements from the Premier today
because they address the crucial split within the
government that has emerged from its attempts to
explain the debacle which now characterises the City
Link project. The Premier said on radio this morning:
... you asked the question. It was. We put together a
tender document which said that we needed a BOOT
scheme which was going to involve all parties sharing
some risk. What has developed is we've had the ...
awarding of the preferred tenderer status, we've had a
memorandum of understanding, all signed on the basis
that it be a BOOT scheme, and it's only in the last few
weeks that we've found that the banks, and I don't
mean necessarily the consortia parties, but the banks
have said hang on. ..

This is the Premier admitting that during these
negotiations the government has suddenly hit this
rock, this obstacle preventing the reaching of some
agreement as to what the correct allocation of risk
ought to be.
The explanations given by the Premier and the
Treasurer are at odds with the explanation given by
the Minister for Roads and Ports. When you
understand that these negotiations have been going
on for some time you must look to the waves, the
ebbs and flows, of those negotiations. They have
changed over time as the negotiating parties have
travelled to and fro and at various times the
government has sought to provide legislative
mechanisms of some comfort to the Transurban
consortium.
I now refer to the gazetting on 24 August of an order
which linked the City Unk project with another act
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of this Parliament. The City Link project was to be a
nominated project under the Project Development
and Construction Management Act 1994. I am not
aware of that act being used before. It was
specifically put in place to cater for the development
and building of large infrastructure projects such as
City Link. On 24 August, the government gazetted
the City Link project under the act. This indicated
that the Minister for Roads and Ports would be the
responsible minister for the project.
The act gives the government enormous
wide-reaching powers. It can do virtually anything it
likes under the act in terms of construction,
compensation and acquiring homes and factories. It
provides unlimited and unprecedented powers.
Honourable members will not be surprised that an
act that provides for development projects has
wide-ranging powers. However, buried away in the
act is section 27, which allows the Treasurer to
execute guarantees in respect of a particular project.
The nomination of the City Link project comes
within the terms of the Project Development and
Construction Act and allows the Treasurer to give
guarantees, grant indemnities and do a number of
other things. Section 27(1)(a) allows the Treasurer to
execute and guarantee in favour of a person or a
body in respect to an agreement or contract being
related to a nominated project - which we now
know the City Unk project is. The Treasurer can
give any guarantee he likes to any individual, to a
bank, to Transurban or to some other foreign
financial institutions. He has been given the powers
and the negotiating tools to do that
He has also been given powers to execute an
indemnity or covenant in favour of a person or body
in respect of any loss, damage, cost or liability
incurred in relation to the nominated project He can
not only give guarantees but also can provide
indemnity against any loss that may occur relating
to the City link project. Section 27(3) also provides
that section 30 of the Borrowing and Investment
Powers Act also applies to this guarantee. I will
come back to the guarantees that apply under the
Borrowing and Investment Powers Act which also
apply to the nominated project, City Link.

If those powers did not grant enough concessions in
the negotiating phase, the government had to come
back again to give a clearer indication to the public
and to the consortium of what it had in mind. On
7 September orders in council were published in the
Government Gazette which again revealed an
interesting insight into the toing and froing of
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negotiations between Transurban and the
government An order dated 29 August states:
The Governor in Council under section 8 of the Project

Development and Construction Management Act ...
specifies the provision, listed below, which is to apply
in relation to the nominated project, being the
Melbourne City Link project
(a) section 27 of part 3 of the act is to apply in
relation to the nominated project.

Clearly the government obtained legal advice that
said the original nomination under the Project
Development and Construction Management Act
was not sufficient and a second order in council
needed to be gazetted in relation to the City link
project, which the government proceeded to do on
7 September.
To understand the impact of those two orders, you
need to go to section 30 of the Borrowing and
Investment Powers Act because, as a result of those
two orders, it applies to the City link project.
Section 30 says:
If the Treasurer so determines, a guarantee, indemnity
or covenant under this Part may include interest
charges and expenses chargeable by the creditor ...

Honourable members can see that during the
negotiations, not only did Transurban and its
financiers want a guarantee, they wanted to be
covered for charges, interest charges and expenses.
In section 30(6) of the Borrowing and Investment
Powers Act the gem is laid out before us. It provides
the Treasurer with the legislative mechanisms to pay
over the money. Subsection 6 states:
Such sums as may &om time to time become due and
payable by the Treasurer under a guarantee, indemnity
or covenant under this Part shall be paid out of the
Consolidated Fund which is hereby to the necessary
extent appropriated accordingly.

We have a mechanism for the Treasurer to pay the
money required should these negotiations be
concluded. We can only speculate on what
happened in the negotiations. We demand an
explanation from the government about this because
negotiations took place for longer than was
suggested or predicted and for much longer than the
government was prepared to tolerate. During these
negotiations, which were going backwards and
forwards and were driving the Premier crazy - you
could hear that in the comments he made on 3AW
this morning - the government was arming itself
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with these additional powers to give guarantees, to
cover losses, to pay interest charges and to provide a
mechanical way of emptying out the consolidated
fund into the coffers of Transurban.
The government has been caught out oVernight It
thought that by making an announcement away
from Parliament during the dead of night it would
be able to get away with it But clearly below the
surface its plans for handling the media
announcement and its attempt to trick and obfuscate
have struck below-the-surface tensions and
divisions between the Minister for Roads and Ports
on the one hand and the Premier and Treasurer on
the other. They sent a boy to do a man's job, and he
failed! He has been hung out to dry. He has been
found wanting. It is his ministerial career that is in
jeopardy because he has not got a clue about what is
going on.
It is clear from what the Premier and the Treasurer
said today that the government has been negotiating
the sharing of the risks for this project. The banks
have said to the government, 'The way you have
structured this project is so hopeless that unless you
give us these guarantees it will fall over. We are not
prepared to put our depositors' money on the line if
we are likely to lose it in a hare-brain City link
scheme under the financial arrangement that you
insist on as the basis for the project'.

The Minister for Roads and Ports hasn't got a clue
about what has been happening in this area. It is
clear from the comments made by the Premier and
the Treasurer that they have some other agenda that they have been pushing different matters and
have kept the poor old Minister for Roads and Ports
absolutely in the dark. At the beginning of my
contribution I likened this to an episode from Laurel
and Hardy: 'What a fine old mess you've got me
into!'. That is exactly what has happened. The
Minister for Roads and Ports will have to carry the
can for this, and as each hour Wlfolds it gets much
more complicated. It gets murkier by the minute. If
the position of the Minister for Roads and Ports
wasn't untenable before, surely it is now.
On 2 September this year, before all of this became
public, I wrote to the Auditor-General and asked
him to carry out an inquiry into the contract and into
whether and on what basis this government had
assessed the financial benefits to accrue to the
Victorian community. As I pointed out earlier today,
all around Australia people have been advising this
government and other governments that tolls are a
failure. I listed six areas where the government had
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received prior advice. There is now a seventh and
more will come out as the days go by. As they do,
they will be brought to the attention of the
Parliament In May this year, when talking about the
use of BOOT schemes to build road projects, the
Economic Planning and Advisory Council said:
Indeed unless the risk profile matches the form of
provision, private sector involvement may represent a
false economy ...
The emphasis in some states on private toll roads may

therefore be misplaced.

The most senior economic advisory body in
Australia said: 'You are stupid if you take on tolls as
a way of funding major road infrastructure'. What
has this government done? Uke the other six early
warnings that the government ignored, it has
ignored the advice of EPAC. The government stands
condemned for its inability to manage this project.

Mr HYAMS (Dromana) - What an amusing
experience to listen to the shadow Minister for
Public Transport speak for half an hour on a subject
about which he clearly knows nothing. It is really a
disappointment. But if he had spoken on the
appropriation bill it would also have been on a
subject about which he knows nothing - so it was
fifty-fifty either way. When he talks about the City
Link project it is clearly a case of a little knowledge
being worse than no knowledge at all. Sometime
between yesterday's announcement by the
government on the City Link project and the
appropriation speech this afternoon, the shadow
minister had a few briefing papers shoved into his
hands and had a fast learning curve on the subject of
private investment in public infrastructure. I must
say it is a subject that requires a lot more study.
The shadow minister should remember some of the
speeches Labor Party members made when in
government The former government was planning
to proceed with certain projects, not only in the
transport field but elsewhere, by using private
investment - a mechanism for developing
infrastructure not only in Australia but around the
world and an imperative if communities are to
develop infrastructure for which governments can
no longer afford to pay.

It is also worth remembering that the Treasurer
made the most valid point of all when he said .the
reason this government needed to look for private
investment in public infrastructure is that the
cupboard was bare when we got there. There was no
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money left; there were huge debts. We had no ability
to borrow on the top commercial and financial
bases. So the lOgical and obvious next best step is to
go to the private sector for infrastructure
development in this country. If we don't, the cost of
production in Australia will drop further and
further behind. Australia's competitiveness,
especially Victoria's in this case, will fall further and
further behind not only in export industries but also
in the substitution of imports - an equally
important yet neglected area. I congratulate the
government on working hard on this project, and I
treat with some contempt the wild and woolly
comments of the shadow Minister for Public
Transport, who plainly does not have a decent grip
on this subject matter or on this project.
It is a great pleasure for me to contribute to the
debate on the 1995-% budget I congratulate the
Treasurer on his fine achievements in the first three
years of this government. This budget, which I
understand is about his seventh major financial
statement to this Parliament, is an important
statement on the progress in the financial and other
areas of the government. I congratulate him on its
clarity, the transparency he is introducing into
government accounts and the integrity which has
been brought back into financial reporting in this
state. It enables all sorts of interested parties and
commentators to read the accounts, understand
what this government is doing and, most
importantly, have confidence that there are no
under-the-table or sleight-of-hand tricks taking
place. What you see is what you get This is a fine set
of accounts, an excellent progress report and one of
which this government can be very proud.
The appropriation bill is important, firstly, as a set of
interim accounts. It is a short-term statement of the
financial and other affairs of the state. Secondly, it is
important because it is yet another important stone
in the foundation of Victoria's long-term future. As
the Premier has said on numerous occasions, the
government has a long-term perspective in its
administration, unlike any of its predecessors and
unlike most other governments around this country.
But you cannot plan for the distant future if today's
building blocks are not sound, strong and totally
reliable. That is what this budget is all about That is
what this Treasurer is all about, and that is a crucial
objective of this first Kennett government. That, I
have to say, is the key explanation of the 1995-%
appropriation bill.

As a short-term progress report, what does this bill
tell us? What does the statement tell us? What does
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the Treasurer's speech inform us about? How
should we interpret this financial statement? The
signals this statement sends are vital to Victorians,
the financial markets, business people and investors.
Fortunately, the signals sent by the budget tell us
that the Victorian government is in line with, or in
many cases ahead of, the targets it set itseH three
years ago. It is making great progress in restoring
the state's finances. It is restructuring and it is
improving service delivery in Victoria.
The government is tackling the problems of
infrastructure investment as well as the horrendous
debt levels left behind by its Labor predecessors; and
perhaps, most importantly, it is now restoring the
confidence and pride of ordinary Victorians in this
state, which we have not seen for so long. The
budget tells ordinary Victorians, investors and
business people they can now have confidence in
Victoria, knowing there is continuity in government,
predictability in decision making and a certainty
about approaches to the tasks and challenges of
bringing Victoria into the 21st century.
The bill, unspectacular as it is, is a tremendous
success, but I should like to look in more detail at
some of the short-term achievements that have been
announced. The Treasurer's first job on taking office
was to start cleaning up the horrendous financial
and economic mess left behind by the I<imer Labor
government. What a terrible mess that was. To begin
with the state had an unsustainable and
ever-expanding current account deficit heading well
towards $2 billion a year or more. It was a deficit
that was already serious and getting much worse. It
was totally unsustainable without drastic action and
the restoration of some sound business-like
principles of financial management
The capital account was more or less decimated and
there were serious capital losses. We saw the State
Bank, Tricontinental, VEOC and Pyramid disasters.
We also saw black holes in the capital accounts of
this state. The new Minister for Education found that
maintenance amounts had not been spent on school
buildings right across Victoria. There were
numerous other instances where the capital account
had been routed to pay for recurrent expenditure
and where Victoria's accounts had been totally
prostituted and effectively destroyed as any kind of
meaningful record of the state's financial position.
Along with the collapse of the capital account the
escalating debt was way in excess of $30 billion. It
was accompanied, as announced by the Victorian
Commission of Audit, by more than $30 billion of
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unfunded liabilities, specifically superannuation but
others, too. lbat was an almost unbearable debt
burden. The annual interest cost brought the state to
a financial crisis and, worst of all, on the day he
came to office the Treasurer inherited a state
economy absolutely bereft of confidence or pride.
Any business person wanting to invest in Australia
took one look at Victoria and went elsewhere
because of the record of the previous 10 years. Any
sensible economist was frightened of outlaying even
$1. Worse still- and what is not reported or so well
recognised - established Victorian businesses were
looking elsewhere. Some had already looked and
had left the state because the prospects in Victoria
were so poor. The prospect of another term of Labor
would have left this state without sound investors,
without any confidence and certainly without any
pride.
lbat was the context within which the Treasurer had
to set his first financial management plans. All the
more reason why this third budget is such a
triumph. It was even taken off the front pages of
Victoria's newspapers by an unprecedented fall of
snow on the day it was released. lbat such a fine
statement was not newsworthy showed that the
management of Victoria's finances is viewed as
being predictable, strong and consistent, and that is
an achievement for the government
Most importantly the budget tells us that Victoria
has now achieved a sustainable current account
surplus and, in the year just finished, a surplus on
the overall budget account as well. That is the first
time that has happened since around 1961. Looking
ahead, although we have an overall budget deficit
arising from financial transactions in the pipeline,
which were inherited from the previous Labor
government and which are not able to be
removed, the current account surplus will continue
into the 1995-96 financial year. The good news is that
the current account is in surplus, debt is being
reduced all the time and, as we head towards the
end of this century, we will see the debt burden
falling further. Although in absolute terms it might
be around the same level for some time, it is
anticipated that debt will fall from 31 per cent of
GSP in June 1992 to less than 22 per cent of GSP by
June 1999. Along with those falls in debt we have
seen other tremendous improvements - that is,
reductions in the level of unfunded superannuation
liabilities.
The Treasurer has pointed out correctly that the
Victorian economy is really improving. The growth
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in gross state product is up from minus 24 per cent
in 1991-92 to roughly 4.75 per cent in 1994-95 and is
likely to be 3.5 per cent in the year ahead. Business
investment is up by 45 per cent, output per
employee is up, total employment in the state is up
and the unemployment rate has declined from
around 126 per cent to 8.6 per cenl What a fine
achievement that is when all the opposition could
tell us was that a decline in the number of public
servants would increase unemployment. What a lot
of nonsense.
I will not spend time discussing the fine initiatives
on the recurrent and capital accounts because they
are well recorded both in the budget and in the
autumn statement. However, funds have been
allocated for an area in which I am especially
interested: mandatory reporting and child protection
programs, an extremely important and worthwhile
area of state administration. Money is also allocated
to acute-care hospitals, vocational training, industry
initiative programs and municipal library grants on
a one-off basis. The government's multimedia
initiative attracts a small amount of $3 million, but it
establishes a precedent and a principle that the
government is moving into the 21st century with
21st century technology and 21st century thinking,
which is more importanl On the capital side we see
money for transport, education and health projects
and numerous other capital allocations, including
$10.5 million for arts-related projects and $9 million
for the official buildings heritage program.
In endorsing the far-sightedness of the government,
I point out as I have done before that the
government has allocated some $80 million to
departmental initiatives in micro-economic reform.
That money has been set aside and will be allocated
to those parts of the public sector that put forward
new technology proposals that will pay for
themselves and return positive dividends in
productivity. I sincerely hope the government
continues to pursue such fine, modem technology
initiatives because, as well as working harder and
cutting expenses, Victorians have to continue to be
mindful of costs and learn how to squeeze more
juice out of the dollar. We have to be smarter in the
way we work and use technology to increase
productivity. The government's initiatives lead the
way.
There have been no new taxes or tax increases; the
state deficit levy has been removed; stamp duty has
been cut; and there is a reduced reliance on land tax.
If honourable members listened to some of our
opponents, they could be mistaken for believing that

541

Victoria is out of the mire and that we can now relax
and start spending surpluses as though there were
no tomorrow. After all, that is what the Labor Party
did in the 19805. That is not the way the coalition
runs the finances of the state, and certainly not in
these circumstances. Victoria is still a long way from
being out of the trouble Labor put us in.
Victorian debt levels are way too high. The burden
of paying interest is too great. Interest payments
take from the government's resources and affect its
ability to provide the quality services it wants to
provide, especially to the needy in the community.
Our inheritance has left us to pay interest on debt
and pay for the unfunded liabilities, reducing our
ability to allocate funds to those sections of the
community that most need help. The crying hearts
ofLabor talk about UUs government having no
heart. It is doing more for the battler, for the
down-and-out person, the person who needs real
help, than the Labor Party ever did, because this
government is providing a sustainable, healthier,
more robust economy with a surplus on the current
account that will be available to fund the provision
of services by state government. That is a source of
some pride.
I have listened to the comments of opposition
members with a mixture of amusement and great
regret. As a progress report on the short-term
actions of the government the budget has to be seen
as a success, but it is not only a short-term
document. The Treasurer and the Premier are not
merely implementing short-term measures but, as
we have heard the Premier say many times, laying
the groundwork through to the year 2001 and for the
50 years that come thereafter.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HYAMS - I hear opposition members say
that that is nonsense; it is nol Honourable members
would be aware that in 1995 we are celebrating the
50th anniversary of the end of the Second World
War. Only 50 years ago the economies of Genrany
and Japan were in ruins. They did not start from
quite as far behind as this government did because
they did not start with quite the same debl
However, their economies were in tatters. Do
honourable members think their economic mincles
were performed overnight? Of course that is not the
case. Those countries got there by consistent hard
work and by applying medium-term to long-term
plans - not just spending whenever there was a
minor surplus. While members of the opposition
and a few others in Australia might sneer at
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countries such as Germany, Japan and perhaps
Singapore, they should look with a degree of envy
and certainly admiration at the way those countries
have pulled themselves up. They have no natural
resources; they have achieved what they have
through the sheer hard work and the personal
sacrifice of their people. Victoria can learn much
from that
In the years leading to the end of the century the
building blocks, the foundations that will enable
Victoria to go forward, are being put in place.
Australia has the tremendous advantages of natural
resources and an enthusiastic, educated, skilled and
intelligent population that, given the right
environment, will go forward and make Australia
one of the leading countries in the world, which of
course it should be given our opportunities. What
does the Treasurer have in mind in the medium
term to get us through to the turn of century?
Further reductions in expenditure of $500 million
will come principally from productivity
improvements. Sustainable operating surpluses will
be sufficient to cover depreciation. Opposition
members may ask what on earth 'sufficient to cover
depreciation' means. It means that in its accounts the
state will be allocating annual and day-to-day
capital expenses. Surpluses will be recorded after
depreciation because depreciation will be registered
as a cost, as it should be.
The government is taking further responsible
measures in its financial management It has
pledged to devote all proceeds of privatisation to the
reduction of debt, all the while maintaining the
15 per cent productivity dividend on the
discretionary spending base. The budget is merely a
continuation of the pattern set at the end of 1992. It
is predictable, certain and provides continuity for all
Victorians, whether they be private individuals or
businesses. The reform of core government
operations will facilitate greater efficiency in
government and create an environment in which the
private sector and others will be able to operate
more efficiently and effectively, achieving better
results.

It should not be forgotten that the goal of the
government in education, health, law and order and
all other areas of state responsibility is, among other
things, to deliver first-class, quality services to the
people who most need them. But we should not
relax. The Treasurer and the executive should not
step aside from their path. It is comforting, as
evidenced by the Treasurer's statements, that the
government is resolute in not giving way to special
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interest groups that would have it either spend
money on vested interests or reduce taxes to favour
special sections of the community. Those important
interests will have to be considered, but sadly that
will have to be in the second and third phases of the
Kennett government Such interests will have to
wait while Victoria addresses its debt and interest
bill; while the need to improve our infrastructure
investment rates is addressed; while we are barely
covering depreciation on the government's capital
stock; and while taxation rates are still too high,
putting the state's economy at a competitive
disadvantage when compared to other state
economies.
A whole raft of reforms across the state still need to
be completed. One should remember through all the
government's restructure and reforms that this
economy is still dependent on the manufacturing
sector, which has been dependent on tariff levels
that are now being reduced. The restructure and
reform process is happening; it is ongoing; it will
never stop. Victoria has to keep on its current path.
The long-term prospects of this state will be
protected by the measures the government is taking
today and by its success to date.
As mentioned in the Treasurer's speech, the
measures will be put in place between now and the
end of the century. It is important for the long term
that the government continues to focus on the
excessive debt levels, to improve on its levels of
investment in infrastructure, and to focus on reform
and restructure and improving its delivery of
quality services. It is also important that the
government reduces state taxation wherever
possible.
This is a good budget that achieves exactly what it
set out to do. The government's major reforms,
specifically in the financial area, are energetically
preparing the state so that Victoria will be ready to
deal with the modern world in the next century. The
government has put down sound foundations for
that second phase. The Premier has referred to the
years 2001 to 2050, and this is yet another financial
statement preparing the way.

I shall end where I began by saying that this budget
achieves what it intended to do. It is consistent with
the government's objectives and it is a pleasure to be
able to contribute to debate on it I again
congratulate the Treasurer for his performance to
date in the financial management of this state.
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Ms MARPLE (Altona) - During my contribution
on the Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill I shall
explore the position people in rural Victoria find
themselves in under this government I will draw
particular attention to the disgraceful and
underhand manner in which the Minister for
Agriculture has handled the privatisation of
Victoria's vet labs in rural Victoria.
I shall also take some time to challenge the

honourable member for Momington's contribution
on the use of illegal drugs in our community. I will
touch briefly on the role compulsory competitive
tendering has had in rural Victoria. There is no
doubt that this government is good at sacking and at
cutting back but woeful at looking after and
managing rural Victoria. Today and yesterday the
government has shown how dreadful it is at
handling large projects such as the City Link project,
but I will concentrate on rural Victoria. The
government's cuts and its woeful management have
been shown up by individual ministers such as the
Minister for Agriculture. I also draw attention to the
Deputy Premier.
It would be unparliamentary to say government

ministers have lied to their constituents, but they
have certainly twisted the truth in what they have
said, as well as what they have done to their
constituents in rural Victoria and to the professional
people who have worked so hard and diligently in
our regional labs for many years. This budget has
become known as the budget that hides more than it
tells.
The Treasurer himself admitted he wanted it to be a
boring budget, one reason being that he wanted to
lull people into complacency about the position
Victoria is in. He particularly wanted the media not
to question the government or challenge it but to
take it on face value and not ask too many probing
questions. Thank goodness that some people
question the government through the media and in
other quarters as well.
Many people, especially in rural Victoria, are asking
why they have to take the brunt of the government's
actions after so many years of supporting the Tories.
Why are they being treated with such disdain? I
have already mentioned the way two ministers have
treated country people. They are National Party
members of Parliament, and it has been shown that
under a coalition government they care little for
people and contribute little to our rural towns and
regions. They have treated the professional people
who worked in what were our vet labs with
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contempt, and that is deplorable. The two ministers
have been prepared to oversee the decline of rural
Victoria so long as they kept their positions and their
white cars and are smiled on by the Premier, which
is most important
I shall reflect upon some of the disdain that has been
shown in broad terms. Over the past three years the
coalition government's true agenda for country
Victoria has been exposed. The harsh and purely
mechanical approach that National and Uberal
members have taken to everything from education
to health shows that they do not understand country
communities at all. They do not offer people who
live in country Victoria any sense of pride. National
Party members have failed country Victoria most of
all. They have been captured by the spoils of office;
they are treated as a joke by the Uberals and by
country constituents. Let me share a joke told to me.
I know, Mr Acting Speaker, you are the expert on
jokes - your reputation is well known - but this is
one I can tell you in the house!

When I was in rural Victoria I was asked by a
member of the Victorian Farmers Federation, 'What
is the difference between the Minister for
Agriculture and a strainer post'? I do not expect you
all to know the answer, but the answer given by the
VFF member and former National Party member
was, 'One is very useful'. They left it to me to guess
which one! The reality is that members of the Uberal
and National parties are more comfortable in Spring
Street, the casino or the stock exchange than they are
in country Victoria. Their mates, who do so well
under Kennett, are not the hardworking country
people that we all know so well. They are not your
farmers; they are Uncle Ron and company and they
are smiled upon.
The government has forgotten the needs of regional

Victorians, the survival and prosperity of local
communities, education and health, people's right to
employment with decent wages and conditions, and
democracy and equal opportunity. Anyone who
travels around rural Victoria will be met with
headlines such as, 'Local school to close'. The house
has just heard the Minister for Health tell us about a
wonderful, new private hospital, but she did not tell
us about how many public beds have been lost and
how many public hospitals will be closed. Teachers
are leaving towns, rail lines are being terminated,
and our power bills are increasing. Then there is the
unemployment, and I will touch on that issue later.
If government members took the trouble of moving
around Victoria, as I do quite often, they would be
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aware of what I am talking about. In each town I
visit, in town after town, people quietly talk to me
about what they see happening. They see decline. In
fact, they say, 'This town is closing down'. The
government has forgotten that the great strength of
rural Victoria is its people. What is not mentioned in
the budget speech is the human toll, the misery the
government has forced on the people of rural
Victoria. The performance of the Kennett
government over the past three years has destroyed
the myth that the National and liberal parties are
the defenders of the bush. Government members
have taken the perks of office such as the white cars,
but they drive straight down to Spring Street and
conveniently forget the people who put them there.
Instead of rewarding country Victorians for their
loyalty the Kennett government has imposed more
hardship on them than it has on metropolitan
Melbourne families. We know that metropolitan
people have been hard hit by the government, but
not as hard as rural Victorians.
I turn to education. For every school closed in
Melbourne country Victoria has lost four. Retention
rates in non-metropolitan schools have declined
from a peak in 1992 of 76.8 per cent to 70.6 per cent
in 1994. Schoolchildren who are dropping out of or
leaving school are dropping out of their futures.
Does the government care? Of course not. It has not
conducted one study into low retention rates and
has done nothing to arrest this trend. Hone
examines what has happened to country Victorian
schools and education one has to call it child neglect.
I turn next to health. For every metropolitan hospital
that has lost funding a country hospital has been
closed. The Minister for Health referred to that
during question time today. In the rush to impose
the new health agenda, the Kennett government
failed to build into the case-mix program
appropriate reinvestment in small rural hospitals.
The people who say they care about the bush gave
no consideration to country hospitals and their
special needs. The government failed to consult with
rural people, the nurses, the doctors and the hospital
boards. The government sees them only as economic
blips in its effort to impose economic rationalisation
theories; it has not taken human needs into account.
What of employment? The most depressing aspect
of the Kennett government's anti~untry agenda is
its impact on country towns. For example, in
Bendigo and Castlemaine alone some 1300 public
sector jobs have been lost That is a considerable
amount for a rural area and takes away a great deal
of economic growth from the area. In local
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government compulsory competitive tendering is
costing jobs and services in country Victoria. About
300 jobs in East Gippsland have been lost That is not
a good record, and we heard nothing about that
from the honourable member for East Gippsland
when he made his contribution.
The budget does not refer to unemployment figures.
Unemployment rates in regional Victoria are higher
than they are in Melbourne. The economics editor of
the Age, Tim Colebatch, in an article of 4 October
says:
For Victorians, those three years have been a time of
above-average unemployment and below-average job
growth.
Bureau of Statistics' labour force figures show that
Victoria's job growth has lagged far behind the other
states. On average:
Every month for the past two years, Victorians have
had 45 000 fewer jobs than they would have, had the
state matched the average growth in other states.
Most important, Victorian workers between them have
had 44 000 fewer full-time jobs every month since late
1993 than they would have, had the state merely kept
up with the rest of Australia.
Since September 1992, full-time job growth in the rest
of Australia has been 50 per cent stronger than in
Victoria.
A record to skite about? Hardly.

I turn to the rural racing industry. Those of us who
have lived in rural Victoria know how important the
racing industry is to regional areas. I am fortunate to
have been part of a racing family and understand
what the racing industry means in terms of
employment in rural Victoria. Because of this
government's policies up to 20 racing tracks across
rural Victoria are facing closure. That reflects the fact
that the Kennett government is interested only in the
big players. Recently it was mentioned. in the media
that Uoyd Williams is a member of the
Victoria Racing Club. Because of that he has a
conflict of interest with Crown Casino. The VRC did
not object to an increase in the number of tables at
the casino, which one would expect because it is in
competition with the casino.
The other great problem in rural Victoria is the
population drain. I have spoken in this place before
about the CWA and its survey of poverty in rural
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communities and the great concern about young
people leaving rural Victoria. Does the budget
speech say anything about that? No.
Another area of concern to rural Victoria is the
threatened privatisation of Landcare. We know that
the delivery of Landcare services is yet another
example of the way the Kennett government is
destroying the bonds of community in Victoria, this
time in a way that could devastate the environment.
Landcare was set up by Labor as a partnership
between the government and land-holders to
maintain, improve and invest in Victoria's
environment for future generations. Privatisation
would sever that partnership. In effect, the Kennett
government is saying that it is prepared to define its
obligations to vital environmental issues like salinity
in terms of a contract with a private provider.
I do not believe the future viability of farming
should be sold off for the lowest possible price. If
anything, we should be doing more to solve the
problems of land degradation, not contracting out
the program for short-term savings. One must also
understand that the Department of Conservation
and Natural Resources has been greatly depleted
under this government. That means we do not have
independent, well-informed, well-educated people
who can help the process of Landcare; instead the
government is bringing Landcare close to collapse
with the loss of those well-informed people.

This brings me to the vet labs in regional Victoria. I
have spoken often in this house of my concern about
the contracts drawn up for the vet labs, which have
had a Significant impact on rural Victorians. Last
year the labs were sold out in a baclcroom deal by
the Kennett government under the auspices of the
Minister for Agriculture. They were sold out to a
company that was brought together by the mates of
the National Party. At the time I expressed concern
because the company had no experience in either
pathology or business dealings. We had great
worries about the future of that service in rural
Victoria.
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person, and I think it might be the same in Bendigo
as well.
Why would that be so? It is because the Minister for
Agriculture told the people in the labs who were
working for the Department of Agriculture that if
they went over to the private company and anything
happened to it, the government would look after
them. The government said, 'You will still have your
status as public servants and you will be able to
move back. We will not give you anything because
you are leaving and there will be no handshake or
anything like that. You will simply go over to work
for this company and we will look after you.' These
were professional people. They had given good
service to the community, especially the farming
community.
I notice the Premier has come into the Chamber. He
has a joke, knocks someone over, all that sort of
thing, but his Deputy Premier - -

Mr Bildstien interjected.

The AcrING SPEAKER (Mr Cunningham) Order! The honourable member for Mildura is out of
his place and is disorderly.
Ms MARPLE - And what do you see now when
you go to the labs? People who are devastated,
people who have invested in their country town.
They are shattered because they were deceived.
They were actually lied to by your Minister for
Agriculture and by your Deputy Premier, who
turned his back on his constituents in Benalla.
Mr Bildstien interjected.
Ms MARPLE -It is absolutely disgraceful, and
they need to take responsibility for what they have
done to those people. They have ruined their lives.
They have turned their backs on those workers and
on that community. They were tricked. With a
sleight of hand the minister said, 'We will have one
person keeping Benalla - Mr Bildstien interjected.

Sure enough, by 9 August 1995 it was reported in
the Weekly Times that the government had made
contingency plans to bail out the labs - in other
words, they are going without the rent; they are
propping up a company that was supposed to be the
saviour, although the minister actually said in the
house that we would see increasing employment of
up to 200 people. The Benalla lab is down to one

Ms MARPLE - Bullshit!
Mr Leigh - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, while I note that the Parliamentary
Secretary to the Department of Agriculture is
agitated by some of the things the shadow minister
is saying, she is not helping the situation with her
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continual pointing and name calling of him and
directing attention to him.
The ACflNG SPEAKER - Order! There is no
point of order.
Mr Bildstien - What about the unparliamentary
language?

Ms MARPLE - It was only 'woolshed'; that's
what I said! At the outset I mentioned that I wanted
to touch on what the honourable member for
Momington had said in his trivialising remarks on
the use of illegal drugs in our community. I was
very pleased that the honourable member for
Melbourne took up the remarks yesterday in reply
to the honourable member for Momington. I wish to
reinforce those remarks.

The honourable member for Springvale spoke well
on them, and I draw attention to an interview on this
subject on 3LO last week with Or Nick Crofts from
the social research unit at the MacFarlane Burnet
Centre for Medical Research. One could not help but
realise that this is a national, state and local problem
about which we should all be having some rational
debate. We should be having it in this house and in
our communities because it should not be ignored.
It can cut across party lines. It is most important that

we have rational discussion and debate it. I am
pleased to say that that is happening in some
quarters and that more moderate voices on the other
side than that of the honourable member for
Momington are speaking out and should continue to
speak out because the illegal drug trade is the
second most profitable in the world. In Australia we
are losing around 400 people a year from this cause.
They are dying not simply because they are taking
drugs but because of the way they are taking them,
the drugs being illegal.
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lives and eliminating this black-market industry,
Parliament and politicians should be part of a
growing society that works for the benefit of its
people and we should encourage an open and
healthy debate on seeking solutions to this most
challenging of social problems instead of adopting
the head-in-the-sand attitude as expounded by the
honourable member for MOmington, not to mention
the Minister for Health, who ignored this issue
altogether!
The budget was aimed at boring us and at trying to
pull the wool over our eyes. It was aimed at ignoring
the people of rural Victoria in particular and the
major issues confronting them, some of which I have
been able to touch on today.
Which minister or government member is prepared
to stand up and say that the government has gone
too far and that the government has actually
forgotten people in its eagerness to build
monuments to itself? I know it is not the Treasurer,
and certainly it is not the Minister for Agriculture,
judging by the way he has handled the privatising of
regional vet labs; it is certainly not the Deputy
Premier, who should hear what the people of
Benalla feel about him.
During the past week we have heard the attitude of
some government members and the Minister for
Health to open discussion on the use of drugs in our
community.
The budget is uncaring and it signals to the

Ms MARPLE - Yes, but I just want to talk on
this one, although we need to look at how we
manage our laws in relation to drug use on a much
broader scale as well. It should not be just on illegal
drugs.

ministers, to public servants - those who are left and to the people of Victoria that the government
knows about selling off, sacking, and cutting back,
but it has forgotten about the people. There is no
doubt that the government cannot manage, and this
week we have seen perfect examples of that in its
management of the ambulance service and also in
the management of the City Link project about
which the government had sung so gleefully. The
government cares little for the people. It cares only
for its mates and for the big projects. The budget will
go down in Victorian history as one that did not
show any concern for the people in our rural
communities. It is a budget for monuments and
circuses but not for rural people or the people of
Victoria in general!

What we are talking about here is a black-market
industry that allows and encourages corruption. We
have only to listen to some of the extracts from the
royal commission in New South Wales to know that
it is so. If we are serious about caring about people's

Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) - I am delighted to
speak on the budget It is important to reflect on it
because it is true to say that Victoria has had three
hard years because of the incompetence and the
disgraceful administration during the latter years of

Mr Hamilton - What about the prescription
drugs killing thousands?
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the Cain and Kimer administrations. From the
middle 1980s they were the most wasteful group of
individuals in this country.
In 1982 Victoria's debts were approximately
$11 billion but some 10 years later the former Labor
government added $24 billion to that total. It took
150 years to achieve a debt of $11 billion but it took
only 10 years to triple it

I have sat in the house during the three years of the
Kennett government and listened to Labor members
moan and groan about how it is the fault of the
coalition and that none of the necessary measures
are their responsibility! However, before that I sat in
this chamber on the opposition benches for 10 years
and I can remember that for at least eight of those
years, according to former Premier John Cain, it was
all the former Liberal government's fault. Month
after month when it suited the former Treasurer,
Rob Jolly, he brought out figures to show how the
Labor government was borrowing money to get
more people in employment. And we lived on the
never-never.
When the coalition came to government some hard
decisions had to be made. It is interesting to reflect
on what happened at that particular point because
within weeks of the Kennett government's coming
to power, the honourable member for Northcote
decided to speak out publicly about his role - he
was one of the leaders of the Guilty Party. The
Herald Sun of 18 November 1992 carried the headline
'Sheehan sack rocks Joan'. The editorial, under the
headline 'Recriminations in the shadows', states:
The former Treasurer, Mr Sheehan, was dumped from
the opposition front benches yesterday by his leader,
the former Premier, Mrs I<imer, for breaching cabinet
solidarity.
Significantly, she rejected his reported view that she
acted unilaterally in rejecting his August 12 budget
strategy.
But Mr Sheehan did not just breach the sanctity of the
cabinet room. He also delivered a sustained
denunciation of his former cabinet colleagues, singling
out MIs Kimer for particular attention. His views
cannot now be swept under a rug. They deserve
exam.illation for the IGmer government's last budget
was the document it presented to Victoria as its
manifesto for retaining the reins of government

Mr Sheehan alleged in a recorded interview with the
Austnllilm Financilll Review that Mrs Kimer unilaterally
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dumped his strategy for the August 12 budget,
rejecting his efforts to stave off a cut in the state's credit
ratings. In doing so, he says, she compromised
assurances he had given to the federal Treasurer,
Mr Dawkins, as well as the international credit rating
agency, Moody'S.
Mr Sheehan did not stop with Mrs l<imer's role. He
also blamed the entire former cabinet for its failure to
support his measures, saying 'there was absolutely no
will to do it'.

He said he believed he could have made more than
$100 million in cuts in railways 'without paying' and
cuts of $50 million to $85 million in education.
The opposition finance and major projects spokesman,
Mr White, yesterday said the full former cabinet must
take responsibility for its last budget.

Who was Tony Sheehan? He was none other than
former Premier Kirner's golden boy. He was the
man who stabbed the former member for Coburg,
Tom Raper, in the back so he could become
Treasurer.
The ACfING SPEAKER - Order! I caution the
honourable member for Mordialloc regarding
standing order no. 108.
Mr LEIGH - This man was the golden boy of the
former Premier, but she had to sack him because he
told the truth! The honourable member for
Northcote was out of the shadow cabinet and in the
cold. The ALP members brawled among themselves.
Mrs Kimer turned to her colleague, the honourable
member for Sunshine, who was not one of her
closest friends, and she put aside her differences
with him and put him on the front bench. Well may
the now Leader of the Opposition rue the day that
Mrs Kirner put the honourable member for Sunshine
back on the front bench, because he then started
plotting! I remember when the now Leader of the
Opposition thought he was out, when a deal was
done by the Pledge group and the left to run the
party the way they wanted.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mr LEIGH - The public remembers it and the
fact is that the honourable member for Northcote
said it all! That administration said it was all the
former Liberal government's fault, but it was the
former Labor government that illegally tried to
borrow $1.27 million and former Premier Kimer was
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too frightened to go to Canberra to talk to a Senate
committee because the truth would have come out.

The people sitting in opposition should be covered
by private medical insurance because they have
amnesia. The October edition of the wonderful new
newspaper the Labor National Herald reported
comments made by the Leader of the Opposition on
page 19. He can only get on that page of this major
newspaper. He says:
A great deal has been achieved. There is new talent on
the backbench and in shadow cabinet. Our candidates
have been working in the community for almost two
years. In almost half of the 20 seats we must win, our
candidates are women.

I have researched this wonderful achievement to
find out who these magnificently talented people
are. Firstly, we have the infamous honourable
member for Thomastown, whose greatest
commitment to this place was seeking to defraud
people of their votes. It is on the record. The
honourable member for Richmond is well noted for
his $166 000-Mr Haermeyer - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the honourable member for Mordialloc has
cast aspersions upon the character of the honourable
member for Thomastown. I suggest that he be asked
to withdraw.
Mr LEIGH - On the point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, I made passing reference to the fact that the
honourable member for Thomastown was involved
in the Nunawadingate affair.
The ACI1NG SPEAKER - Order! I ask the
honourable member for Mordialloc to withdraw that
remark.
Mr LEIGH - Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.
Who worked in the office of the former honourable
member for Richmond when there was a $166 000
printing scandal? None other than the now
honourable member for Richmond. It would not be
for me to cast aspersions on the person involved.
Mr Haermeyer - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, although the budget has a broad-ranging
brief, I do not see how the contribution of the
honourable member for Mordialloc has anything to
do with it at all. All I have heard during the past few
minutes is a diatribe reflecting upon the characters
of members of this place. The appropriate way to
deal with those issues is by substantive motion. I ask
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you to direct the honourable member for Mordialloc
to address his remarks to the appropriation bill
which we are debating.
Mr Finn - On the point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, I believe we have a firm precedent for what
the honourable member for Mordialloc is doing at
the moment Time and again I have heard
honourable members go down the same track as the
honourable member for Mordialloc is heading
down. Indeed I have travelled it myself. Only the
other day in this house the honourable member for
Northcote travelled exactly the same path, attacking
a number of government members, including
ministers and the Premier.
The ACI1NG SPEAKER - Order! The
appropriation debate is a wide-ranging debate.
However, I caution the honourable member that he
should not stray too far and reflect upon members.
Mr LEIGH - The other night we heard the
speech of the honourable member for Albert Park,
the shadow Minister for Health, in this chamber.
What was his role in the former administration? He
was an adviser. What did former Premier John Cain
say about advisers in his memorable book? He
described them as watchdogs. They had more power
than your average backbencher. The honourable
member for Albert Park, in his former role as
adviser, was involved in the intricacies of running
the planning arrangements of this state with his
planning minister, Mr McCutcheon.
Now the honourable member for Northcote has
been resurrected. He has been put in charge of all
policy coordination of the Labor Party. We have the
beginnings of a new movie - The Guilty Party
Returns! Opposition members can sit in this chamber
and sigh when they don't want to hear this, but all
these statements are true. They may not like them
but these are the facts.
I have noticed that these individuals are so
desperate in their attempt to raise funds that,
according to their own newspaper, they are all about
to pay more money towards the campaign. They
will all have to cough up a little more out of their
salaries and increase their contributions by one-third
to 5 per cent of fortnightly income.

Ms Marple - What?
Mr LEIGH - It is on page 18 of your national
newspaper, the Labor National Herald, in an article by
John Lenders. Please read it Have a copy. It says
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you will be paying more money. You can't raise the
money anywhere else!
In her contribution the shadow minister for
agriculture and rural affairs talked. about cronyism. I
am delighted to talk about cronyism because we can
talk about Ann Morrow. Do we remember that
name? She was the bosom pal of the former Premier
who wanted to resign as the head of the education
ministry. Mrs Kirner said, 'No, don't do that; let me
make you redundant and I can give you more
money'. So Ann Morrow was made redundant, went
to Canberra for a new job and took $80 000.

Do we remember her husband, Professor Power? He
got $700 a day to do a little organisational work for
the government and it didn't go to tender. Who was
he other than the husband of Ann Morrow?
What about the former Premier, Mrs Kirner? She
took early retirement on the grounds of ill health
and then took a job in Canberra on $110 000 a year
and a trip for Ran
We also have the honourable member for
Williamstown, who was John Cain's personal
adviser - another watchdog. These watchdogs
were running around loose in the administration,
obviously having no teeth or being colour blind
about what was going on.
Let me give a couple of other examples. Do we
remember when they were hiding things in what the
PTC called the Batcave underneath the West Gate
Freeway? A former Labor minister, Tom Raper, was
going to build a new exit from the West Gate
Freeway. Do you know what was hiding in the
Batcave? It wasn't the Batmobile. The former Labor
government had hidden all the ticketing systems
proposed for the one-man trams when it struck
problems. It spent $700 000 buying this equipment
and sold it for scrap for $1500. When we got into
government we quickly looked around to see if we
could buy it back, but unfortunately it had been
sold. All that equipment was made in New Zealand.

We all remember that great raconteur and
conservationist in this chamber, Mr Steve Crabb. His
conservation contribution consisted in the main of
destroying a garden in Blackburn at a cost of
$100 000 and rebuilding it They pulled out the good
trees and planted. dead trees.
Ms Marple - That sounds like Albert Park to me!
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Mr LEIGH - It wasn't. They went around
pulling out all the trees and making it look like a
desert, and after they did the commercial they went
back and replanted all the trees. It cost $100 000. Mr
Crabb thought it was a great conservation idea. I
advise the honourable member to go down to Albert
Park and see what has been done. What was the
former government proposing to do with Albert
Park if Melbourne won its bid for the 1996
Olympics? The former Premier was going to spend
$200 million ripping the place to bits so the Olympic
village could be built there. Perhaps they were all
going to live in the tops of the palm trees. You were
going to spend $200 million.
Nobody minds governments being criticised. for the
things they do when they are wrong. I concede our
government is not perfect. We make mistakes. The
difference between us and the Labor government is
that we didn't have the Auditor-General and
everybody else day after day doing all the things
that were being done as the waste and
mismanagement continued.
Towards the end Mrs Kirner spent $700 000 on
television commercials to tell us how good poker
machines were. She belongs to the same group who
now run around saying poker machines are awful. I
have some problems with certain aspects of the
poker machines, too. My problems were going on
when we were in opposition, not just now. There
were $700 000 worth of advertisements with
Mrs Kirner pulling poker machines and saying what
a great revenue-raising system they were for
Victoria.

The honourable member for Altona also said that all
these cronies like Uoyd Williams and so on are
cronies of the Uberals. Who appointed the gaming
commission to do all those things? Except for one
person, who did this? It wasn't the Ubs; it was the
Labor Party. This is the same Labor Party that now
protests and says we must not waste money. I agree,
we shouldn't waste money, but I would like to know
on behalf of Victorian taxpayers why the Labor
Party has cost the taxpayers of Victoria, according to
my calculations, $1.4 million in unnecessary
by-elections. Why did we need them as Labor
members played. musical chairs on the Good. Ship
Lollipop?
Mr Finn - Brumby had two!
Mr LEIGH - Yes; one minute he was there and
the next he wasn't. This is the person who said, 'I
don't believe in cronyism'. But when he got dumped
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by the people of Bendigo what did he do? He went
to work for his good mate, the sandwich shop
minister. He was not buttering the sandwiches;
perhaps if he did that the minister might still be
there! I don't mind the Labor Party saying anything
about the government as long as it recognises the
fact that the former Labor government drove this
state into the ground.
The Leader of the Opposition often talks about the
phone call he received from Bob Carr, the Premier of
New South Wales, saying, 'Stick with it, mate; you'll
get there. I got there'. Everyone knows that the
record of the New South Wales Labor government
in terms of the management of the state is pretty
close to that of the liberals in Victoria. What are
they cutting? Just about the same sorts of things as
the liberals do here.
When parties on both sides of politics across the
country are doing this somebody has to be out of
step and, going on past performance, I'll bet the
groups out of step are not the governments of
Victoria or New South Wales but none other than
the Victorian opposition. The opposition can say that
we closed schools and we should have done more of
this and less of that, but from a local viewpoint I can
give some positive examples of what is going on. I
should love to invite the shadow minister for
agriculture to my electorate because I actually have
agriculture in my electorate, too.
According to my own research polls, every time
members of the Labor Party come into my neck of
the woods the government's popularity goes up. I
invite members of the Labor Party to come any time!
The honourable member for Yan Yean came to my
electorate and said that we must build a new police
station. Under Labor the old police station at
Mordialloc did not even get a coat of paint, but we
intend to build a new one and we will own it. We
will not sell it and lease it back.
I shall go through some examples of funds being
spent on schools since December 1993: Mordialloc
Primary School, $249 781; Cheltenham East Primary
School, $152 000; Le Page Primary School, $150 000;
Cheltenham Primary School, $150 000; ParkdaIe
Primary School, $253 000; Mentone Park Primary
School, $311 000; Kingswood Primary School,
$30 000; Mentone Autistic Special Development
School, $8218; Heatherton Primary School, $176 000;
Parktone Primary School, $201113; Southmoor
Primary School, $287 000; Mordialloc-Chelsea
Secondary College, $1 500 000; Parkdale Secondary
College, $580 000; Kingston Heath Primary School,
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$3250; and Dingley Primary School, $10 000, a total
of $4 061 362.
That is in contrast to the neglect of 10 years of Labor
government For instance, the Mordialloc Primary
School was in such bad condition that one could not
go upstairs in summer because the dust was a health
hazard. One could not go upstairs in winter because
the rain came in through the windows. Because of
demographic changes Victoria had 75 000 fewer
students, but more teachers. The Labor government
had not spent any money on the children, staff or
anything for 10 years. Now we are rebuilding the
schools.
The Minister for Education recently came to a
liberal Party function in my electorate. I preface my
remarks by saying that schools in my electorate have
always had access to the minister when they have
had problems. More than half the schools paid to
attend the function and there was not a single
demonstrator out the front. That is because they
recognised that this government is fixing things and
getting things done. The Labor Party says the
liberals have closed the schools. The Kimer
government actually closed 100 schools, but one
school at Chadstone that should have been closed
was going to be kept open by the unions when it had
only 13 students. It would have cost $750 000 a year
but I went down there with officials and put a stop
to it
I do not have any problem with the record of the
current administration. It has done many good
things already. It may have some flaws and they
must be fixed. One of those flaws is not, as the
opposition suggests, spending money on the
Premier's office. The $9 million that was spent on the
Premier's office became $30 million, according to the
opposition the other day. The reality is that that
expenditure applies to the entire building. Maybe
the Labor Party thinks public servants should work
in shocking conditions and that the building should
be ignored while we pay large amounts of money
renting private buildings instead of putting money
into state-owned buildings.
I think the public has more commonsense and
intellect than the Labor Party has collectively, and
that is one of the reasons why people have stuck
with the government The City link project shows
the difference between the government and the
opposition. The Labor government would have done
a secret deal to guarantee the project whereas the
government has come out in the open and said what
the problem was and that it will be fixed.
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Ms Marple interjected.
Mr LEIGH - The honourable member might say
the previous government did not do that, but we all
remember 30 June some years ago when the former
Treasurer Mr Jolly signed off the leasing deals with
some bank in Zurich that committed 80 per cent of
our rolling stock to lease arrangements that will
haunt Victoria for years to come.

Yesterday the Public First demonstrators came to
Parliament. I had a megaphone and I went out the
front to talk to them. Much to my disappointment
only four turned up and I could not use my
megaphone. I love using megaphones. I am not
saying this is not an issue in the minds of the public
because it is. The fact is the public is not being
conned by the Trades Hall Council - every year
fewer demonstrations gather at the front of
Parliament.
The other day a major conservation measure was
announced in my electorate. The government is
committed to building a park and a lake, a project
that was supposed to have been undertaken during
the previOUS administration. Mr !an Kieman, the
head of Clean Up Australia, was there with the
minister to open the project. The lake will be dug
and the water will be purified before it goes into the
bay. Mr Kiernan said that other governments
around the country could take a leaf out of the
conservation book of the current state government.
Often Uberals are criticised for not being interested
in the environment. The shadow minister for
agriculture is another of those bleeding hearts who
says we have to worry about everybody who does
not care. The biggest failure of social justice in our
society is when people do not have jobs or cannot do
the things they want to do. For all the crocodile tears
that come from the Labor Party the fact is that when
it went out of office unemployment levels in this
state were more than 12 per cent. They are the
figures that good old Paul Keating likes to doctor
and change around. Even though that is probably
not the real unemployment rate - they take off
people who have spouses or too much moneyunemployment has been reduced substantially in
this state, and it is going down when it is going up
everywhere else. People know Victoria is open for
business and will give people opportunities.
We say we want women in our party. We do not put
them out of their safe seats and give them seats that
are impossible to win. My opponent comes from
Camegie and does not know what the bay looks
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like. When the Leader of the Opposition was visiting
recently he said that it was such a lovely area it was
a pity I would soon lose it. We were actually in the
electorate of the honourable member for Carrum at
the time!
I am happy the Labor Party wants to continue in this
way but the sadness for Victorians is that they
would get better government if they had an efficient
opposition - there is no opposition from the current
opposition! The Leader of the Opposition should be
prosecuted by the fair trading department for taking
his money under false pretences because he is not
the real Leader of the Opposition. The honourable
member for Sunshine is still walking around in the
background sharpening his axe.
This is such a successful party that its members all

want to leave. The Leader of the Opposition in the
upper house wanted to move to the federal seat of
Batman. The party couldn't pick a woman, so we got
dear old Martin Ferguson. The honourable members
for Niddrie and Pascoe Vale are bailing out. The
great talent the opposition is bringing back to this
place is none other than good old Rob Hulls. Who is
Rob Hulls? He is a Queensland politician who got
chucked out but, because he was John's mate in
Canberra, the party decided to bring him down here.
Every day opposition members read the Herald Sun
and rush in here for question time. Opposition
members should be making a positive contribution
to the state. If they need assistance, they should ask
other members. I will help them in every way I can
so long as they form an efficient opposition, because
that is better for government.
The government has done a great job in its three
years; the intention is to do a better job in the next
three years. We face a hard election, but we are all
working to ensure we win again.
Mr PHILUPS (Eltham) - It gives me a great deal
of pleasure to join the debate on the budget
appropriations. After hearing the previous speakers
I thought I was living in a different world; I thought
I was in a time tunnel. It is amazing that people
come to different conclusions on what is taking
place in Victoria. I could not believe my ears nor my
eye when I heard the contribution of the Leader of
the Opposition on the budget; I had to get a copy of
Hansard to see whether he had really said what I had
heard. Having read his speech, the first thing I did
was arrange an appointment with the eye specialist
because it is clear that I need glasses. I still do not
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believe what I read. The Leader of the Opposition
said:
It is a strategy which. on the basis of previous forecasts,
means that this year's current account surplus will be
well in excess of $1 billion rather than the
$706 million ...

We are all grateful for that I am glad he can add up
the figures. He continues:
Victorian Labor welcomes the fact that this budget is
back in the black ...

That has been possible through having a good
government that has the political will to make the
hard decisions even though at some point in time
there may be political ramifications. A clear
difference between the government and the
opposition is that when things get tough, even
though votes may be lost, the government sticks to
its guns and to the decisions that have been made.
The Leader of the Opposition continues:
... and I say without hesitation that in government we
plan to keep it there. That is why the first major policy I
put through the party was the financial management
paper, which commits Labor to maintaining a
substantial surplus on the current account

Government members are pleased with that
Mr Acting Speaker, I do not think you or I will be
around to see Victorians give the other side the
opportunity to get back in power. He continues:
But Labor's financial management policy commits us to
more than that; it commits us to honesty ...

At long last he has found out what honesty means
and he is prepared to commit Labor members to
honesty! I do not know what they were doing for
their 10 years in government or the 3 years since.
Obviously from Tuesday, 3 October - a week
ago! - Labor members have been committed to
being honest and to maintaining credibility. Hear,
hear to the Labor Party! I thought that should have
been the case regardless of whether they were in
opposition or government I applaud the Leader of
the Opposition for now committing the Labor Party
to honesty.
Honesty is what is needed in politics. This
government is acting honestly. Until such time as all
major political parties and members of Parliament
absolutely commit themselves to honesty, we will
never earn the respect we deserve in the community.
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Members of Parliament should have the respect
politicians had many years ago.
The Treasurer should be applauded for the job he
has done. There is no doubt he will be recognised as
Victoria's best Treasurer; likewise, the Premier will
be spoken of for many generations to come.
Mr Acting Speaker, although I am sure you will
bring your children up according to good Labor
philosophies, they will certainly speak about the
Premier and the Treasurer and the good they have
done.
The debt Victoria inherited after some 14O-odd years
of Victorian Parliament, two world wars, a number
of recessions and 27 years of Uberal government in
1982 - that must not be forgotten - was around
$12.4 billion. I shudder to think what would have
happened had Labor been in office for 27 years. Ten
years of Labor government almost tripled that debt,
with debt reaching $34.7 billion. The Labor Party
tripled the debt in only a third of the time it took to
accumulate it. The unfunded liability went from
$4.5 billion to $22.3 billion. For that alone opposition
members should hang their heads in shame.
Victoria was known as the jewel in the crown but
was left with massive unemployment, record
business closures and families devastated by
unemployment and job loss - there was scandal
after scandal. Ministers were shuffled from one
portfolio to another to try to encourage sensible,
hard decisions. That failed because the party was
driven by factions rather than the best people
holding portfolios. I will quote an article from the
Sunday Age headed 'Cain admits: we failed in key
areas', in which former Premier Cain, who led the
state for many years, said of one transport scandal:
The MetTicket 'fiasco' was caused by 'key party
factional heavies' attempting to retain ticket-selling jobs
because of, in part, union factional numbers in the ALP.
The policies of deregulation and high interest rates
were more relevant than any state government actions
in causing the so-called 'financial disasters' of the
VEDC, Tricontinental and Pyramid.

Mr Cain went on to say a few other things, including
criticisms of the federal Labor government, which
has now been in power for some 10 years or
longer - I have forgotten how long, but it has been
too long. As I said, Mr Cain was quite critical of a
number of things.
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I shall turn to the SEC because it is interesting to
note what the Leader of the Opposition said about
the privatisation of state utilities. How short the
memories of Labor Party members are! While they
were in government it was great to think about
privatisation, but when in opposition how quickly
they forget. The opposition has conveniently
forgotten who started the process of privatising the
SEC. The Labor Party privatised it by selling off
40 per cent of Loy Yang B. Who did it sell it to?
Mission Energy; the same people the opposition has
been critical of.
As I said, the Labor Party sold 40 per cent of the SEC
to Mission Energy. It is a bit like being pregnant: you

are either pregnant or you're not; you can't be a little
bit pregnant. Therefore, you either support
privatisation or you don't. On Tuesday, 3 October
the Leader of the Opposition said:
The Labor Party is committed to maintaining public
ownership of Victoria's electricity industry, to opposing
the Kennett government's rushed and illogical sell-off
of Victoria's electricity industry and ensuring the next
election is a referendum on the privatisation of
essential services.

Obviously the opposition's 27 members think
everyone else in Victoria is stupid. Oearly
opposition members are stupid because Victorians
understand that the government is not privatising
because it wants to. The government is not doing
some of these things because it wants to be
unpopular and wants to make hard decisions; it is
doing them because it has to after the former
government left it no choice but to sell them off.

Let us not forget how much debt the SECV owes.
Have opposition members forgotten the $9.5 billion
debt? Have they forgotten about the $1.1 billion in
interest? We hear about the so-called dividend the
SEC pays back to the community, and I am going
only by memory, but it is some $280 million. I
thought I heard figures bandied around by the
Labor Party of some $500 million or $450 million.
I shall repeat those figures: $9.5 billion in debt and
51.1 billion in interest payments. There are some
people in the community who would like to see
these entities kept in the state's hands and remain in
public ownership if they could be run better by the
state. Oearly it is not in the government's interests
to be running entities that can be better run by the
private sector, but the government still has the whip
hand with the SEC because it still owns the main
transmission lines.
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The government has ensured that all Victorians, no
matter where they live - Eltham, Greensborough,
Mildura or Morwell, and a good electorate it is will pay no more than the average price for
electricity across the state. The government has
ensured that everyone is protected, both country
and city folk. The government will retain the
ownership of the coal reserves, which will ensure
that royalties return to the state.
I further point out that the government has locked in
the price for electricity until 2001. In real terms there
will be a 9 per cent reduction for private households
and a 22 per cent reduction for business - I am
again relying on memory. This will happen between
now and 2000. After that time the Regulator-General
will operate as regulators operate in many other
areas such as petrol pricing, food pricing and other
industries where people have to present their cases
based on facts. The government understands that
profits have to be made and the Regulator-General
will either agree or disagree in the event of there
being any price increases.
The Labor Party's opposition to privatisation is an
absolute joke. Opposition members are living in
Noddyland and ultimately their policies will show
them up for what they are - political opportunists
and nothing more!
What frightens me is the 10 years the Labor Party
was in government. However, I believe this
government will not only break that previous record
of 27 years but will be in office as long as it wants
because the community will not trust the Victorian
Labor Party in the next 50 years. That is how long it
will take Victorians and their children to forget It
will take generations of family members to forget
the facts and figures on how the Labor Party ran this
state into the ground and into debt.
I shall refer to schools, because there has been much
criticism in that area. It is interesting to note an
article by a former Premier of this state, the
Honourable John Cain, which appeared in the Age.
What does it say? The heading says: 'Teachers
wanted too much: Cain'. The article appeared after
criticism by the opposition and some sections of the
community, certainly from the teachers union, about
how devastating the government has been to state
school education. Unlike many of the people in the
opposition whose children go to schools other than
public schools, my conscience is clear because my
four children have all been educated in the public
school system. I stand or fall on any decision I have
been privy to in the party room and I have no guilt
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about the decisions I have had to make because any
supposed detriment also affects my four children.

particularly members of the opposition, otherwise
this place will end up in chaos.

My four children have been receiving a lot more
criticism at school than many other children because
the teachers union and children know their father is
the local member for Eltham. My children have
come home saying, 'Teachers have been saying they
will be wearing their union T-shirts when you visit
the school next Thursday night and do you realise
that teachers are saying that you are doing this and
this as a government?'. That is the sort of criticism
my children should not have to take. I believe they
are being educated by professional teachers, as they
are continually telling us they are - -

Mr PIDLLIPS - I certainly would not want to
provoke the house. Mr Cain also said that the former
government should not have caved in to teachers
and teacher unions. In the Sunday Age he is quoted
as saying the then government should not have
traded its generosity with them and should not have
agreed to smaller and smaller classes.

Ms Garbutt interjected.
Mr PIDLUPS - I am sure the honourable
member for Bundoora was privy to some of the
decisions made under the previous government
because she certainly served under former Labor
Premiers. It is interesting to note the article quoting
former Premier John Cain that appeared in the Age
under the heading, 'Teachers wanted too much:
Cain':
The former Labor Premier, Mr Cain, has criticised
teacher unions for adding to the budgetary pressure on
his government, and bringing on much of the
'savagery' of the Kennett government's education
policies.

I am happy to note that there are only three
opposition members in the house, and what are they
saying? Mr Cain has no credibility? Mr Cain is
wrong? Mr Cain is a liar? What are they saying? I
cannot hear one of them piping up and saying it is
wrong!

Ms Marple - You told us to be quiet!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr E. R. Smith) Order! The honourable member, through the Chair.
Mr PmLUPS - Mr Acting Speaker, I would
certainly encourage you to grant them permission in
this instance to criticise Mr Cain.

Ms Garbutt - Mr Acting Speaker, on a point of
order, I am happy to take it up.
The ACfING SPEAKER - Order! There is no
point of order, but I advise the honourable member
for Eltham that he must not provoke any member,

It is interesting to note some of the other things the
former Premier went on to say about the education
system. It is true that a number of schools were
closed, and I do not have a problem with that. No
schools in Eltham were closed. Nevertheless some
people have forgotten how many schools were
closed under the Labor government's 10 years of
office. I forget whether it was 55 or 60; so long as the
union said it was okay, it was okay.

Some schools should close and others should be
built as demographics change, the community ages
and families move away. Where schools have
reduced numbers there is every opportunity for
them to be closed or amalgamated and the funds put
towards larger schools. We should be encouraging
primary and secondary schools to become larger
because there is only one bucket of money. The one
thing the Labor Party forgets is that money does not
come out of thin air: it must come from increasing
taxes and charges. On the one hand we have the
opposition carping and whingeing about taxes and
charges and saying that the state is the highest taxed
state in Australia, yet on the other hand the
opposition wants us to dish out money willy-nilly
for hospitals, education, ambulances and so on
without suggesting where it will come from.
Some of the decisions the government has had to
make under normal budgetary restraints would not
have had to be made if there were a debt of only
$12.3 billion which the former liberal government
left in 1982 rather than the $34 billion that we
inherited; we have an unfunded liability of some
$22 billion instead of $4 billion. The government
would not have had to impose the $100 state deficit
levy which raised about $180 million. That was not
an easy decision to make, but the government made
it in the best interests of the community because it
had to reduce debt and make interest payments. I
know you, Mr Acting Speaker, were concerned
about that

APPROPRIA nON (1995-96, No. 1) BILL
Wednesday, 11 October 1995

ASSEMBLY

The ACTING SPEAKER - Order! I advise the
honourable member for Eltham not to bring the
Chair into the argument

Mr PHILUPS - When I was standing for
preselection I made a pledge that I would not shy
away from making the hard decisions. I have not
done that and I will certainly not be doing it leading
up to the next election. If the community wants me
to serve another three or four years as the member
for Eltham I will be more than happy to continue
with that commitment and continue the hard work.
I ha"e had the opportunity to go around the 2S or so
schools in my electorate, many of which have been
run down over the 10 years of Labor rule.
Ms Garbutt - That is not true.
Mr PHILUPS - The Montmorency Primary
School, which the honourable member knows very
well the school in which the Labor Party held its
brarch meetings, was in an abysmal condition. To
t:hiru that the honourable member for Bundoora
repP.Sented that school for a number of years is
depbrable because during Labor's years it did not
rece:ve one penny. The honourable member should
han~ her head in shame.

Since I was elected to the seat of Eltham, the
Mortmorency Primary School has received $93 000
for 2 staff administration upgrade as part of the state
govmunent's refurbishment program. That is on top
of scme $300 000, including $20 000 for the burnt-out
building they call the castle. The school has received
$44( 000 or so during the past three years, and
belitVes this government is the best thing since
slicd bread. When I go to the school the people
then welcome me with open arms because they
knov, politics aside, of my commitment to the state
education system and they know I have committed
m}'S!lf by putting my four children through the
pubic school system. I cannot do any more than that.
The Research Primary School did not have one
pemy spent on it for 10 to 15 years but recently
rece.ved a grant of $420 000 for the urgent upgrade
of cilssrooms, administration and facilities and a
ne\\ music hall. These funds were made available as
partof the Schools of the Future program. The
Minster for Education should be congratulated on
wha he has done for many schools. Government
menbers will admit that some schools that were on
the "K>rderline could have been retained, but in
decding to close them the government is always
trealing a fine line. The money from the sales of

555

school sites has gone back into upgrading other
schools. The Labor government committed
$600 million in projects over its last few years in
government but no funds were forthcoming for that
purpose. I visited the Research Primary School and
announced to the principal and the school council
president that funds would be made available. They
could not believe it.
Earlier this year both Greenhills and Sherbourne
primary schools received grants to assist their
building programs. Greenhills received $350 000 for
a refurbishment program while Sherbourne was
granted $47 000. Nothing had been done to the
schools for 10 to 15 years. It would be fair to say that
probably over the past 2S years money could have
been spent on a number of schools. If the Labor
Party wants to gain respect in the community it
should acknowledge that it failed in its 10 years in
office. One has only to look at its track record
throughout Australia: every state that has been run
by a Labor government has been bankrupted. They
cannot handle money because the people they
attract as members of Parliament are union party
hacks who have no understanding of what it is like
to be in business. When I was in business I
employed 12 persons. At one stage I had to tell my
employees, 'I haven't got enough money to pay
every one of you; here is $100 to see you through for
a day or two. I hope I will have a good day
tomorrow so I can pay you'. When in business you
cannot go on spending money that you do not have,
the same as you cannot do it with the household
budget. You cannot continually spend money that
you do not have.
MI5 Peulich - The Labor Party does!
Mr PHILLIPS - The Labor Party invented the
bankcard!

The ACI1NG SPEAKER -Order! The
honourable member will ignore inteIjections.
Mr PHILLIPS - I understand that I do not need
assistance. I agree with you fully, Mr Acting
Speaker. It was the Labor Party that invented the
bankcard and the concept of putting it on the tick.

I have only touched on some of the things I wanted
to cover. I would love an extension of time but I
know I will not get it. I wanted to speak about the
environment in Eltham and some of the grants I
have been able to achieve. I am sure the honourable
member for Bundoora would acknowledge some of
the grants that have recently come through;
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particularly for the copper butterfly reserve, as I
know the previous honourable member for
Greensborough, the late Pauline Toner, worked very
hard to bring that reserve to fruition. I hope the
honourable member for Bundoora will acknowledge
the worthiness of those grants and the
improvements made along the creeks and
waterways. The Premier and the Treasurer should
be congratulated. The polls are showing that we are
on the right track.
Ms GARBUTI' (Bundoora) - I am sure the
schools in the Eltham electorate will be interested to
hear the warning given by the honourable member
for Eltham that more schools could be closing,
particularly those with falling enrolments. Schools
such as Montmorency Primary School and Lower
Plenty Primary School, both of which have had
falling enrolments for many years, will no doubt
take those comments on board and react
accordingly. They should be very worried that they
may be the schools he has in mind for closure.

The honourable member for Eltham did, of course,
mention that schools were closed under the Labor
government. That is true, but we did it following a
proper process of consultation where parents,
teachers and school councils were involved. It was
not the sham engaged in by the present government
with nearly 2SO schools closed up just like that,
without a proper process.
I am happy to fill in some of the gaps left by the
honourable member for Eltham, particularly
concerning the Montmorency Primary School, when
he said the previous member did a rotten job in that
area. I agree with that remark - the previous
member is the current member for Ivanhoe!
Our government delivered a major upgrade and
maintenance to that primary school in Pauline

Toner's time. I remember that it had not been
painted for more than 20 years when the Labor Party
came to office, but then it was done quite quickly.

Of course, these things come around quickly, and I
am pleased that once again maintenance has been
done. However, the honourable member for Eltham
failed to mention Eltham High School, which my
children have been attending for a number of years.
It was completely rebuilt under the Labor
government. Previously it was a mess and probably
should have been bulldozed because of the total
neglect after years of conservative rule. The
honourable member for Eltham failed to mention the

Wednesday, 11 October 1995

three upgrades and the millions of dollars spent
redoing that school.
He did not mention the brand new St Helena
Secondary College, which cost between $8 million
and $10 million and was built totally in the time of
the previous Labor representative.
He did not mention the new Glen Katherine Primary
School or the Apollo Parkways Primary School,
which is totally new, or the Diamond Valley Special
Developmental School. We could go on and on
about all the money spent on maintenance and
upgrades but it would take ages, and I do not want
to eat further into my time except to mention the
administration grant to Eltham East Primary School
and to ask: what about the multipurpose basketball
hall at Eltham Primary School? The honourable
member is totally blank now, is he? It is not good
enough. He has a selective memory.
Millions of dollars were spent on schools by the
Labor government, and the honourable member for
Eltham will not get away with this total nonsense
about nothing being spent on schools in his
electorate under the Labor government. It is absolute
nonsense and palpably untrue.

Of course, this government has totally false
priorities. They are twisted and they are revealed
clearly in the budget and spending priorities of the
government. The budget papers show who will win
and who will lose out under this government. For
example, if you are the Premier or the Treasurer you
get a new office, but if you are a person with an
intellectual disability you go onto a long waiting list.
There is money for consultants and legal advisers
but no money for the disabled. There is no money
for children at kindergarten - kindergartens
experienced a 20 per cent cut - but if you are an
advertising agency you can pick up some of the
political advertising work in which this government
indulges.
If you are a mother looking for service from your
maternal and child health centre you will find
reduced access. If you are a member of a community
you will face cuts. However, if you run a grand prix
in a park there is money for you. In addition, there
are $600 million worth of cuts coming our way
which are not outlined in the budget because it is
designed to hide extra cuts.
I will go through some of the areas in my shadow
portfolios to show where people who cannot pick up
the phone and get a direct call through to the
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Premier are not getting extra money or top priority.
These people are not priorities for the government.
H you are an intellectually disabled person, for

example, you have very little hope. About
$50 million has been taken out of a budget of
services for people with intellectual disabilities in
the time of this government The budget shows no
commitment to services for people with intellectual
disabilities. The combined figures for people in
training centres or community accommodation
services show an increase of only 60 in the three
years of this government Only an additional 13
families will receive respite care this year, but if you
are the Premier or the Treasurer $30 million can be
found for a new office for you.
The government acknowledged problems with the
intellectual disability area, and the task force report
makes interesting reading. There is a direct
submission from the department revealing some of
the waiting lists which, incidentally, the Premier is
not worried about He worries about waiting for
tables at the casino but not about the waiting list for
people with intellectual disabilities to get services
from the client service teams.
The services needed include eligibility assessments,
behaviour intervention, psychology, speech
pathology, occupational therapy and so on. The
departmental submission says that in any given
month approximately 900 people are waiting for
services from client service teams.
Other waiting lists that the Premier does not worry
about include those for day programs for people
with intellectual disabilities. By the department's
own admission more than 1700 people with
intellectual disabilities are on the waiting list for
either an alternative day program or increased hours
in their current day programs. The Premier is not
running to fix that problem.
What about accommodation? The Premier has built
himself a new office at a cost of $30 million. What
about accommodation for people with intellectual
disabilities? That is not a worry, but the
department's own figures show that in September
1994, 188 people were deemed to be in immediate
critical need of supportive accommodation, which
refers to cases where the client is deemed to be
currently at risk. Further, 112 people have been
identified as in urgent need of accommodation.
These people are deemed to be in need of long-term,
24-hour-a-day supported accommodation, but those
needs, although urgent, are considered to put them

557

at potential rather than current risk. That is more
than 300 people in urgent need of supported
24-hour-a-day accommodation. Are those
accommodation needs being met with the same sort
. of seriousness and urgent attention as the Premier's
accommodation problems? Of course not! They are
not the Premier's mates so they will not be looked
after. Moreover, the report by the Intellectual
Disability Services Task Force states:
Many submissions emphasised the fact that the needs
of people with an intellectual disability and their
family's for services seemed to be unrecognised in the
department's statistics ... The Yungaburra Foundation
argues that 'for every one intellectually disabled adult
receiving accommodation or day services in Victoria
there are another two who receive no service despite
equally pressing needs.

That is an indictment of the government. It
recognises that 300 people are in urgent need of
accommodation and thousands more are in urgent
need of other services, but that is probably only the
tip of the iceberg. The government is not doing
enough. These people cannot pick up the telephone
to speak to the government They do not have a
direct line to the Premier, as some of his business
mates do. Their needs are not met in the same
fashion as the needs of the mates. We cannot wait
for gambling tables but we can wait for the
accommodation needs of the intellectually disabled.
People with intellectual disabilities must lobby for
their services. A card put out by V AUD states:
Get well soon ...

It refers to intellectual disabilities services as a
casualty of the cuts. Under the heading, 'Death by a
thousand cuts!' it states:
Over the last three years the state government has
slashed $47 million (approximately 17 per cent) from
the intellectual disability services budget. The system
as been carved to the bone.

The card is part of the lobby exercise in which
VAUD has engaged to get what it needs - urgent
accommodation and a reduction in the size of
waiting lists, but the government is not listening.
Other reports have painted equally damning
pictures. A report published by Westemport
Speaking Out entitled The Forgotten Homeless refers
to people with intellectual disabilities who are now
accommodated in nursing homes even though they
are well under age for them. It has found that
currently nine people in the Westernport region are
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living in nursing homes, and seven of those nine
people were registered with the Department of
Health and Community Services and had been
accommodated in community residential units.
However, the department needed extra resources
and, rather than provide them, these people have
been placed in nursing homes, which have
inappropriate care for young people.
Another concern for those with intellectual
disabilities is the redevelopment of Janefield. Many
residents of Janefield are being deinstitutionalised
and they will be accommodated in the community.
However, I have managed to obtain a government
document that refers to a unit built at Janefield. The
government is building a new facility at Janefield
rather than taking the opportunity of
deinstitutionalising its clients. The document refers
to unit 3 and the official description says:
This unit houses 40 clients of both sexes ... There are
23 full-time staff and 14 part-time staff.

The reason the unit is needed is that there are not
enough resources to put those people into the
community. The document says it:
... accommodates those clients whose needs ... may
have equally been met in the community had extra
resources been available.

Those people are being left in the institution because
there are not enough resources to move them out.
They could be managed out in the community, but
they are being kept in the institution because the
government is not prepared to provide resources for
the move. It can put resources into the Australian
grand prix, consultancies or advertising, but it does
not want to put resources into accommodation for
people with intellectual disabilities.
Some people who are concerned about intellectual
disability services are not taking this lying down.
The Kew Cottages and St Nicholas Parents
Association is taking historical legal action against
the government. Even though the association has
been through a court process and is allowed to make
its claim, the government's response is to appeal on
the same grounds on which it went to court in the
first place: that the cost be borne by the parents. The
government is asking that costs be borne by the
parents association even though it knows the
association has little money and that it has every
right to go to court to bring this action.
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The parents would like to avoid the court process
and they are now asking for the government to
mediate and talk with them, but the minister refuses
to do so. He claims that he should not do so because
of the legal action, but other legal advice is that it
should not matter and the minister should be
prepared to talk to the parents association. I urge the
minister to talk to the parents about these issues.
They are raising horrifying issues, such as the food
allowance for people at Kew Cottages being
$3.90 each, which is less than the allowance for
inmates of Langi Kal Kal, near Ballarat, who have a
food allowance of $5.83 a day. The parents have
revealed this discrimination against people with
intellectual disabilities. This cost<utting affects the
lives of those people, but the government does not
want to hear about that. The parents association is
not the media, a public relations organisation or a
consultant. The government is prepared for those
people, but it is not prepared to provide services for
people with intellectual disabilities.
I now refer to the range of children's services,
including child protection, welfare, kindergartens
and maternal and child health services, which are a
disgrace. They have been subjected to government
cuts. The government is good at cutting services but
it cannot manage them. The child protection service
is a disgrace and this has been shown time and again
by a range of reports put out by non-government
agencies that work alongside the government
providing family and children's welfare. The report
by the Children's Welfare Association of Victoria,
which came out recently, dealt with the child
protection system and referred to children who
slipped through the welfare net. It also referred to
the alarming shortage of places of safety for children
considered to be at serious risk.
It referred to the desperate situation of putting
children in motels because there are not enough
accommodation places for children who have had to
be removed from their homes because of substantial
risk of child abuse. The CWAV report referred to the
lack of resources to tackle child abuse, which may
well be considered negligent. We have had long
debates about this range of issues, but nevertheless
the government is denying it. A range of people
came out in the media on the day following the
release of the CWA V report and confirmed that they
shared its impressions of the system. Or Goddard, a
social work expert at Monash University said:
We have concerns about child protection services at
every level.
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Melbourne's Catholic Social Service services said child
protective services in Victoria were seriously under
threat at this time.

Father Peter Norden, the Associate Director of
Catholic Social Services, is reported in the Herald Sun
as having said:
Many of these children are referred to community
agencies where there are simply no vacancies available,
because such services are stretched to the limit It's like
pointing out the holes in a dam wall without anything
being done to stem the water flow.

It is alarming that our child protection system has
been reduced to this sort of shambles. It just shows
that children are not a priority with this government.
Another report confirms the same sort of finding.
This one by the Western WeHare Coalition of
October 1994, a little older than the CWAV one,
provides examples. One that horrified me concerned
a 13-year-old girl who had been in the care system
for 10 days and had experienced 7 moves. She was
beginning to question why she disclosed the abuse
that she had been receiving and wondered which
situation was worse. What is worse? Being abused at
home or being shuffled around the child welfare
system 7 times in 10 days. That is an appalling
indictment of the system.
The report states that problems such as multiple
placements, inappropriate placements and
post-placement breakdowns are all contributions
towards systems abuse. Another problem revealed
that one consequence appears to be that 15 to
18-year-old males are being lost from the system that is, becoming homeless. The system simply can't
meet their needs; they disappear, they are on the
streets and they are off the books.
It is an appalling indictment of the priorities of the
government that it is prepared to put money into
consultancies. It is prepared to employ PR staff and
media people. We have estimated that 255 people
are employed on the government payroll at a cost of
$20 million a year. At the same time we have to put
up with this lack of service for our children.
Kindergartens are another disaster area. About
4500 children are missing out on kindergarten places
because their parents can't afford the high fees. We
have a system now where only 87 per cent of
four-year-old children go to kindergarten compared
with 94 per cent, a figure the Auditor-General
established just two years ago.
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At the Corio kindergarten the fees charged are
approximately $10 a week and parents are able to
pay the fee weekly to make it easier. The problem is
that if the parents are a bit short that week the child
does not attend and may not attend for weeks and
weeks. It doesn't help the kindergarten because the
costs are the same and the child simply misses out.
Those children were not included in the figure of
4500 children who are missing out; they are extras.
So too would be the children who go to kindergarten
for two rather than four terms a year because their
parents can't afford the full fees. There is a whole
generation of children who will miss out on
kindergarten due to excessive fees.
Unfortunately, fees will rise again. There was
warning of that in the Sunday Herald Sun last
weekend where people were saying attendances
were expected to be lower again next year. We will
not know that until the enrolments are confirmed.
Already we know extra costs will be imposed on
kindergartens because wages have gone up. The
kindergartens must meet the $8 safety net increases.
There has been no guarantee from the minister that
he will increase the per capita funding to meet those
increases in costs to kindergartens.
The government has also been mismanaging
maternal and child health services. It can cut
services but it can't manage them - and this one is
in the death throes. We are seeing this service
crumble before our eyes and we will have a very
patchy service across the state unless the
government takes action very soon. I mentioned
those problems during the grievance debate this
morning so I will not repeat them.
It is obvious that the government has its priorities
wrong. It is prepared to spend $20 million on PR
and media people, $35 million on political
advertising and $200 million on consultants. It is
prepared to spend $10 million to oppose members of
the State Public Services Federation moving to
federal awards. In the meantime it neglects
children's services, it cuts kindergarten funding, it
cuts funding to services for people with intellectual
disabilities and it allows waiting lists to blowout for
accommodation services for people with intellectual
disabilities. All its priorities are wrong. The
government is not spending money where the need
is greatest. It is prepared to look after its mates and
cronies but it ignores children and people with
disabilities and the disadvantaged.
I turn to some of the problems in my electorate
which are a reflection of the problems being
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experienced around the state as a result of
government policies and twisted priorities. One of
the worrying issues facing everybody in my
electorate concerns the future of the Austin and
Repatriation Centre, which is an amalgamation of
the former Austin and Repatriation hospitals. They
have amalgamated but we understand there is a
secret business plan which talks about shifting from
the Austin site, consolidating at the Repatriation site
and selling off the old Austin site. The Austin site is
opposite a private hospital and one wonders
whether that has something to do with that
recommendation.
The problem is that in the process of amalgamation
the number of hospital beds in the area is proposed
to be reduced by more than half from 645 to 315.
People in my electorate will not wear that It is not
acceptable to reduce the number of hospital beds in
this region by more than half. The plan also
foreshadows the closure of P ANCH, another
hospital used by people in my electorate. We don't
have any detail about that, but if the government
reduces the number of beds in my electorate and
closes P ANCH there will be huge problems. Already
there are major problems at the Austin and
Repatriation Centre. The budget deficit of more than
$20 million has already forced the closure of the
emergency department at the Repatriation campus
at night People are ferried backwards and forwards.
When the emergency department closes at the
Repatriation campus patients are put in a car and
ferried to the Austin. They stay on trolleys all night
and are ferried back in the morning when the
emergency department reopens. That is nonsense
and not acceptable for sick people. The centre has
also reduced its staff. It has had to close
intensive-care beds and people are on trolleys for
many hours, as they are in nearly every hospital
around Victoria.
People are worried about being able to get
ambulances. One Greensborough woman suffering
an asthma attack died while waiting for an
ambulance and that is not acceptable. That was a
long time ago. A public meeting held to discuss this
matter moved motions which unanimously
condemned these changes. I shall mention a couple
of the motions and pass them on to the minister:
This meeting calls on the government and the North
Eastern Health Care Network to reject plans to cut
hospital beds by more than half as suggested in the
proposed business plan.
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The meeting calls for full public consultation before any
business plans are accepted and for the board to
undertake a northern suburbs health plan.

This meeting condemns that closure of any services at
the Austin or Repatriation hospitals.
Services available to veterans should not be cut.

And the motion has a little quote at the end:
'As we remember them the Kennett government
forgets'.

People in my electorate won't be forgetting. We will
be keeping a very close eye on what is happening.
I have referred previously to the Rosanna railway
crossing, and some action has been taken. However,
one of the major solutions - automatic locking
gates at the main crossing at Rosanna station - has
not yet been agreed to. Vicroads has inspected the
site but its knowledge of local facilities is out of date.
It needs to conduct a new survey because its lack of
information is distorting the results. The
government is trying to distort the findings of the
coroner that an upgrade is urgently needed. The
budget makes no mention of automatic locking gates
at this site where one young boy has already been
killed. The budget announced $22.5 million for
suburban railway station upgrade works, but not at
Rosanna station.
Those few examples from across the portfolio areas
for which I have responsibility and from around my
electorate demonstrate that the government has
totally false priorities. It is prepared to spend money
but only on selected areas where it serves itself. It is
not prepared to spend money where it should be
spent - on our children, on services for people with
intellectual disabilities, on people who are
disadvantaged and on lifesaving measures such as
those needed at the Rosanna railway station. It is not
prepared to spend money on our hospitals or
education services. I believe the government has
false priorities and 1 do not believe my electorate
benefits.
MrJASPER (MurrayValley) - I listened with
interest to many of the contributions to the debate,
and especially to the most recent contribution from
the honourable member for Bundoora. She talked
about twisted priorities. She is the one who has the
twisted priorities. She mentioned supposed
reductions in funding in health and community
services. 1 must say that the health and community
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services in my electorate of Murray Valley are
operating efficiently and effectively. Services are
being delivered. The bottom line is achieving results,
and if things are as bad as she suggests we need a
more effective member representing the area.
Hospitals in the Murray Valley electorate, such as
those at Wangaratta, Yarrawonga, Cobram and
Numurkah and the Glenview community centre at
Rutherglen, are operating effectively in delivering
health services to people in my electorate. They are
operating within budget They understood the new
government would make changes and they would
need to be more efficient in their service delivery.
That has been achieved in my area and I think it has
been effective in most areas across the state.
The honourable member for Bundoora highlighted
some difficulties in the delivery of community
welfare services. Of course one can always highlight
problems. However, I suggest that the changes have
meant that most services are being delivered
efficiently throughout health and community
centres. Perhaps the honourable member should
have further consultation with the minister who
might be able to assist by providing additional
information.
I also listened to the contribution of the honourable
member for Altona. I am disappointed that I must
respond strongly to some comments she made. She
also has a twisted view of the actions and activities
of the current government in the delivery of services.
The honourable member forgot that with the change
of government in 1992 came a new attitude. Victoria
was broke and something had to be done - the
current account had a deficit of $3.5 billion. With the
massive changes made by the coalition government
the current account will be in surplus this financial
year. 'That is a tribute to the government and
especially the Treasurer, who has changed priorities
and spending to bring us back to a healthy situation.
I was disgusted to hear the comments of the
honourable member for Altona. She made a
persmaJ. attack on the Minister for Agriculture, a
National Party minister in the coalition government,
who has performed extremely well in turning
around the situation in Victoria and making
agriculture a priority. Over the 10 years of Labor
govemment the budget for agriculture was reduced
by 3C per cent whereas the budgets for all other
depa"tments were increased by 40 per cent. More
than 550 million in additional funding has been
provded to agriculture, and the government
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recognises the importance of agriculture to Victoria's
economy.
The honourable member for Altona supposedly
represents country people. Her electorate is not in
country Victoria and I am surprised she has the gall
to say she knows what is happening in the country.
She should come and visit northern Victoria. I
should be happy to take her through the Murray
Valley electorate to give her a true understanding of
the country. I agree that times are tough and country
people are doing it hard, but this government
recognises the need to take account of that situation
and make changes that will improve not only
agriculture but employment and the provision of
government services.
More than $35 million will be spent over the next
three years on capital works programs in
agriculture. Funds are already being spent in a
number of areas. In my electorate $1.5 million will
be spent at the Rutherglen Research Institute
upgrading facilities and providing a major centre for
agriculture that will service north-eastem Victoria as
well as the rest of the state.
When the honourable member for Sunshine was the
Minister for Food and Agriculture, the position of
the Rutherglen Research Institute was reviewed. It
was put in a difficult situation. A recommendation
was made to the former minister that the institute be
closed. 'That would have been an absolute disaster
for agriculture and for north-eastem Victoria in
particular.
There is a continuing recognition of the importance
of the Rutherglen Research Institute. It has extensive
funding for agriculture research through grain and
livestock programs and it serves as the regional
research centre for north-eastern Victoria. Major
funds have been allocated to capital works at that
site. The current Minister for Agriculture and the
government have given the agricultural industry the
recognition it deserves.
Some $22 million is being spent on the additional
funding of agriculture and food initiatives. Seven
priorities have been set by the government firstly,
wool 2000; secondly, premium meat to Asia; thirdly,
high-value horticulture; fourthly, the export of food
from Victoria to other parts of the world; fifthly,
world-<:ompetitive dairying; sixthly, grain
production for growing markets; and, seventhly,
clean agriculture, clean food. Agriculture is
regaining its rightful place. Those priorities have
been set by Agriculture Victoria and the minister,
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who has a great responsibility in ensuring the
rightful recognition of the important role of
agriculture in generating wealth in the state's
economy.
The honourable member for Altona spoke of the
number of schools in country Victoria that have
been closed, indicating that for every school closed
in metropolitan Melbourne four have been closed in
country areas. In my electorate of Murray Valley
there are more than 40 government schools,
including a number of smaller schools. Those
schools have been retained. The only schools closed
in my electorate were those with less than
12 students which were not economically viable and
which could not maintain the necessary operating
conditions.
People across my electorate have supported the
changes to education, recognising that the
government's priority is to provide a better standard
of education. School facilities across the state needed
capital funding. More than $2.5 million has been
provided over the past three years for the upgrading
of the facilities of almost every school in my
electorate. The one or two schools that still require
funding will get that support over the next year or
two.
Members need to live in the world of reality; I am
certainly in the world of reality when it comes to
representing a country electorate. I have indicated
on many occasions that I have not always agreed
with the actions of the government. I have been
opposed to some of the changes implemented, but I
support the government in that major funding
changes had to be made. The government has
supported private enterprise by ensuring an
environment in which it can flourish, profit and
generate wealth.
The state government has also had to set
employment priorities. Over the past three years the
number employed in government ranks has been
reduced by approximately 23 per cent;
approximately 50 000 people no longer work
directly or indirectly for the government, yet the
services people seek are being provided in a more
efficient manner.
It is important to understand where the government
is coming from. Olanges have been necessary to
restore the state to its rightful place as the leading
state in wealth generation and economic standing.
The importance of Victoria should not be
underestimated.
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Changes over the past three years have increased
employment. The key indicators for August 1995
help illustrate the changes that have taken place.
Victoria's unemployment rate has steadied at 8.6 per
cent, the lowest since January 1991 and the lowest in
Australia. The number of unemployed people fell in
the last year by 46 700, accounting for more than half
the national fall in unemployment. Almost 90 000
jobs have been created in the past 12 months, and
over 80 per cent or 75 000 of those jobs were full time.
It is important that honourable members recognise
where the government is coming from in
implementing changes that ensure Victoria is not a
welfare state but a state that through its strong
economy can move forward, thereby benefiting
everyone. I have indicated my concern about the
comments of some opposition members. Country
people are facing great difficulties, and the state
government is working hard to overcome those
difficulties and highlight the importance of the part
country Victorians play.

The federal government has a major role to play in
resolving the problems that face Australia. Victoria
cannot do that on its own. Economic strength cannot
return without the federal government lending its
support, giving appropriate direction and putting in
place appropriate policies.
It is disappointing that the 1993 election was lost to
the federal Labor Party. The federal Labor
government is not supporting the actions that have
been taken by Victoria to restore economic health
not only in this state but across Australia. The
federal government has a major role to play in
ensuring growth. Many of the federal government'S
policies are in complete contrast with those of this
state. This government's policies should be
complemented by those of the federal government
so as not to disadvantage Victoria.
There is no doubt that with the change of
government in Victoria and the policies that have
been implemented by the coalition government
since 1992 there is a new-found confidence within
Victoria. There is a new-found confidence for
business and industry. It is a feeling that this
government will support people who seek to
develop and employ; it will support people who are
seeking to be profitable.
I have already referred to the important services that
are provided by the government in my electorate of
Murray Valley and those services continue to be
provided in a most effective manner. I have covered
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areas such as health, community services and
education, which are important. However, the great
diversity of my electorate of Murray Valley needs to
be recognised.
If you look across my electorate you will see the
important part being played by industry generally
and particularly through the food and wine
industry, the technology industry and the textile
industry. Wangaratta has the woollen mills, Bruck
Australia, the Yakka plant, the high-technology
mM factory and more recently the development that
has taken place with Dominance Industries. A major
development is taking place at Wangaratta where a
new fibreboard plant is under construction. When
that plant is completed it will provide 120 jobs for
Wangaratta and its surrounding areas.

The Minister for Regional Development, Phil Gude,
was in Wangaratta on Friday, 29 September. He
inspected the factory, and the managing director of
Dominance Industries was in Wangaratta to support
the launching of this project. It is worthwhile
quoting some of the comments made by Or Ling, the
managing director of Dominance Industries. He
came out from Malaysia for the opening and his
comments are worth putting on the record:
My decision to invest in Wangaratta was largely
influenced by two factors: the encouragement and
assistance provided by local organisations and the
strong work ethic that I found to be apparent in the
Wangaratta community.
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Dominance Industries is the newest industry within
my electorate. However, across my electorate at
Rutherglen, where I live, there is an important
industry, Uncle Toby's, that processes a range of
breakfast foods and other products from primary
products, particularly from the grain. Based at
Rutherglen and Wangaratta the wine industry is
also important and is expanding extremely well,
with a number of wineries producing great products.
I also mentioned earlier the Rutherglen Research
Institute and the important part it plays in prOViding
research services to primary producers in
north-eastem Victoria. The government's support
for the Rutherglen Research Institute has resulted in
its expansion, and government funding is being
spent in capital works and employment.
The government's support goes further. Yarrawonga
is an important tourist area. An ammunition factory
is being developed in that area which will improve
employment prospects. Recently the Murray
Goulburn company in Cobram announced a
$44 million expansion in food technology. I shall
quote from the Cobram Courier of Wednesday,
4 October:
Murray Goulbum's new infant milk formula factory in
Cobram will create more than 100 new jobs for the
region.
The cooperative announced the venture last Thursday
which also involves two major Japanese industrial
giants-

Or Ling further says:
The positive support we are receiving from the
Victorian government also played a key role in our
final decision to invest here.

It is important to understand that Dominance
Industries is investing more than $80 million in the
new plant. As I indicated, it will employ well over
120 people. It will receive guaranteed supplies of
timber from north-eastern Victoria which will be a
great boost to employment for Wangaratta as an
adjunct to all the other industries that are operating
effectively within that city.
We need to understand that not only has support
been provided to the people of Wangaratta and its
organisations and development associations, but
that the Victorian government is playing a key role
in ensuring support for industry. The comments by
Or Ling indicate clearly why that industry is being
set up in Wangaratta.

who jOined with Murray Goulbum in this
expansion. It is important that we understand the
development that is taking place because it is a
recognition of the importance of the Murray Valley
region as a primary producing area.
It is also important to note the support provided for
agriculture with horticulture, fruit and dairying
industries as a result of irrigation and closer
settlement.
I shall now go further across my electorate into the
former Shire of Numurkah. It has not only an
important irrigation area but also the Kraft factory
based at Strathmerton. Last Friday the Premier was
in Strathmerton to open the new $84 million world
springboard for agriculture. It is important that we
note the expansion that is taking place, and I shall
quote from the Shepparton News:
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$84 million upgrade including $76 million new

processed cheese plant and $7 million upgrade to
existing Philadelphia Cream Cheese factory.

The factory was relocated from Port Melbourne to
Strathmerton and has been expanded. Its
employment increased from 150 peak during the
dairy season of 1993 to more than 400 at the end of
1996. It is an important and major development in
the Murray Valley region and it is important that the
Premier and senior people from Kraft were there last
Friday to ensure that there was recognition of the
importance of the factory.
I shall quote a couple of comments by the Premier
because they are worth putting on the record:
The GouIbum Valley has snared by far the largest
share of new investment and is set to stamp its place as
the most important single food producing region in
Australia and Asia and the Pacific by the turn of the
century.
Agriculture and food processing sectors, currently
contributing around $16 billion a year to the state
economy-

that is an important fact and it needs to be
recognised would be high among Victoria's fastest growing
industries in the next decade.

I have been critical of what has happened within
Victoria in the past 10 years of a Labor government
and of the changes it imposed on many of us
throughout the state. When I see the massive
changes that have taken place iri three years of
coalition government, I believe the runs are on the
board. Sure, there is criticism; sure, you will find
areas that are not operating as effectively as others,
but the objectives are still there.

There is a new-found confidence within the state.
You need only talk to people in business and
industry to find that they have confidence in the
government and what it is doing with the changes to
the public service. The government has reduced
employment within the public service, but it has
redirected that employment into private enterprise
and business and industry.
What I have highlighted in my contribution on the
appropriation bill is that development is occurring
throughout country Victoria. The government is
aware of the problems and the difficulties and it
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wants support from the federal government. That is
where I suggest the honourable member for Altona
should direct her criticism; it should be directed at
the federal government and not at the state
governmenllf she has listened to the developments
that have been taking place in the Murray Valley
electorate and noted the support provided by the
state government she would understand that my
electorate is not going backwards but is going
forwards.
Finally, I shall refer to some of the great success
stories in the Murray Valley. Honourable members
would be aware that I have been pressing for the
provision of natural gas through the Murray Valley
region for some 8 to 10 years.
I believe in the next few months there will be a
major announcement on the extension of the natural
gas pipeline from the area around Chiltern to service
Rutherglen, Yarrawonga, Cobram and Numurkah
and over the border into New South Wales. The
infrastructure program will be of the order of $100
million; it will assist in the expansion and
development of the area and provide an additional
source of energy for business and industry. It will
ensure the continuing development of that
important region. It has not finally come to fruition,
but the work that is being done will ensure that the
extension of the pipeline will provide an alternative
source of energy and thus continue the development
process that is already taking place in my electorate
and the Murray Valley region.
Mr BAKER (Sunshine) - I am delighted to join
the debate. I listened carefully to the Treasurer's
budget speech and have since examined it with
some sense of duty of care with, dare I say, an
interest in trying to find something positive to say
aboutil

I found the $3 million that is being allocated to
information technology and thought, 'Well, that
must be what people in the minor leagues of the
advertising industry from whence the Premier came
would call the vision thing'. I am conscious of
historical watersheds and believe the IT area is a
critical watershed. I shall talk about where that
should go without claiming any monopoly on
wisdom, because anybody who claims a monopoly
on wisdom in areas that are so unknown in terms of
how they may develop and, more relevantly, the
pace at which they may develop is a fool or a
bombasl I would not want anybody to think I was
either of those.
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I went through the budget papers to see if I could
get some sense of scale before I committed myself to
commending this $3 million initiative: I wanted to
see in the government's own mind and the
Treasurer's own papers and numbers some sense of
scale. If it is $3 million for the future, how would I
get some base from which to measure that
$3 million?
I found that $1 million is being spent on
Government House. I find it very difficult to
commend an initiative where $3 million is being
spent for the future, for the vision thing, and
$1 million for what is clearly the past. I mean no
disrespect to His Excellency, but it may well be,
given the constitutional developments that are being
argued about in this country, that we will not need a
Government House in Victoria within a short
period. To say on the one hand that one will spend
$3 million on a critical visionary information
technology thing and on the other hand allocate
$1 million to the refurbishment of Government
House is a scale that moves me to withdraw the
commendation that I was about to lay on the
government with a considerable sense of grace.
Victoria is at one of those critical watersheds. I do
not want to make political capital about the number
of people who have left Victoria in recent times,
because there are competitive views about the
consequences of that. One view put is that the cost of
that lost population, estimated in the arcane, fairly
woolly and airy ways in which economists estimate
these things, is about $2 billion of gross domestic
product. We have lost that population to the
resource-rich states that have a propinquity to Asia
in travel time that we do not have. It may well be
that that trend will continue in the way Australia
develops over the next 2S years, and particularly its
economic circumstances.
In America there are models for states that have
been confronted with exactly the same situation. I
refer to Massachusetts and the New England states
over the past couple of decades where exactly the
same problem occurred: resource-rich states that
had more to offer in the way of attractive climates,
but particularly the former advantage, stole
population from that area of New England. Instead
of giving it away they analysed the situation and
decided that they would go smarter. It has been a
great success. The economic consequences of that
action have more than compensated for the lost
population.
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We have to make that decision. It is a critical
decision and we have to get on with it If I looked at
the history of Victoria I would be sitting this
afternoon musing about what might have been lost
opportunities since perhaps the period of the
Exhibition Building and marvellous Melbourne,
when Victoria was very much a radical focus of
intellectual life - new science, new techniques, new
technology, discussion and debate. The
consequences of that activity flowed through into
the wealth of the community. But we have since
then across governments, both conservative and on
my side, missed opportunities that are easy to talk
about and identify with the wisdom of hindsight but
not so easy to pick up at the time. We are in the
same situation now. If one thinks about those events
one sees they were really critical. What one sees is
not always what one gets.
I would pick out for one the fact that Australian
Associated Press, as I know from my own
experience in the media, chose to locate in Sydney
instead of in Melbourne. At that time probably
nobody foresaw what the consequences of that
action would be, but the dateline 'Sydney for
Australia' that goes out all over the world is one of
the best marketing slogans one could possibly have,
and it is going out on the minute and on the hour
every day of the year.
Many people do not understand that a large bulk of
news agency funds and their information flows
relate to economic news that never turns up in
publications or the electronic media; the information
is provided as a specific service to clients so it
becomes ingrained in their minds. We missed that
opportunity, and I do not know what the reasons
were.
In the 1970s Neville Wran stole the new banks away
from us. The problem was that Victoria was run
largely by old money. That had been its strength, but
people did not realise that holding property and
equity was not necessarily the appropriate way to
handle financial circumstances, nor that that was
where financial markets and the burgeoning
financial activity was going.

Money itself was traded as a commodity and
became a commodity. The old notion of the
sovereign state being able to establish rules and
controls went out the window. We were a bit late,
and Neville Wran got in there and picked up those
early merchant banks and to a large extent shifted
much of the action that had been so important to the
Victorian economy away from Victoria.
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During the time of marvellous Melbourne, which I
referred to earlier, our largely conservative
governments were quick to appreciate the
significance of Melbourne as a distribution centre,
mainly because of its geographic centre.
They built on that distribution focus by building a
railway network, which was the smart transport
technology of the time. They established an
incredible network of rail throughout Victoria,
which greatly assisted the distribution focus.
The emphasis then shifted to road, and we missed
that opportunity. It is now shifting back to rail and
air, and again we are not in there quickly enough.
We have not followed the example of our forebears
in beating other areas of the country to the game.
The Eastern Freeway is an example of that. To make
the decision, as I understand it, for politically
popular purposes, to spend money on the Eastern
Freeway instead of the Eastern Ring Road and to
reduce the transport route which will lower
distribution costs so much for so many businesses is
an absurd thing to do.
Putting aside for one moment the considerable
doubt surrounding the City Link project, assuming
it goes ahead, I believe that to produce that City
Link proposal without including a rapid transit link
from the airport is absurd, and our children and
future generations will say, 'For goodness' sake,
why didn't they do that at the time?'. No major
airport in the world has been refurbished in recent
times without that sort of transit link from the
airport.
We have missed opportunities in the past 10
capitalise on the airport itself. Governments both
past and present have missed the opportunity to
capitalise on the difficulties that Sydney airport has
experienced. There was a chance for us to steal a
march there, but we did not pick up on it, as
happened with our contemporary music industry
through the 1960s and 1970s. All the acts came from
Melbourne but all the manufacturing, distribution
and value-added jobs were located in Sydney, and
we missed the opportunity there.
We have not capitalised on our language skills, as I
have said in this house on many occasions
previously, and I note there is nothing in the budget
that suggests that the government is coming to
terms with the value of being able to build up not
just language skills but the scientific skills we have
always had in Melbourne as a village.
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To make a bold statement, it is the same old
approach that characterises whatever the Premier
does. Whether it is a full moon when he gets these
ideas I don't know, but something happens. The
lines are terrific; there is noise and there is wind, but
when you look to see whether the windmill is
moving, it does not move. It is the circus without
Maximus. There are plenty of bells, whistles and
tinsel, but nothing of substance really happens.
To continue the analogy, I am waiting for the
Premier to do a Nero and build a 9O-metre gold
column to himself outside the Colosseum, because
that is his style. That is the whole style of the
government, and the little example I picked out
earlier - $3 million for the future without any
detail; $1 million for the past for Government
House, and that is serious - should really bother us.
We have lost out on the 20th Century Fox film
studio. If you go back to the $20 million my
government invested in chasing the Olympic Games
you can see with the wisdom of hindsight how
much better it might have been to invest that
$20 million, get ahead of the game, and get the
multimedia centre here. We still have a chance to do
that: what we need to do quickly is to have no more
talking, no more meetings, and no more bureaucrats
producing more papers. We need an incubator or a
suitable environment for highly motivated software
developers and skilled multimedia people to rival
Fox. We need 10 find a site, and announce the site,
and this will cost a lot more than $3 million in one
budget year!
We have 10 get off our backsides and do something
about that because that is where the future is. If the
government is really serious about information
technology that is what it must do. We urgently
need some form of government announcement that
says, 'All right, we have made the noise. We have
blown the bells and whistles about Fox technology,
but how will it happen?'.
We need to say, 'You will get low rent; this is the
place to come. This will be a modern version of
Silicon Valley. You will fit in with the universities,
the government will get its own information
technology systems keyed into it and we will lead
the country.'
We need to spend a lot more than $3 million, and a
lot of money needs to be tipped in to ensure that the
project moves along and that we recover some of the
lost ground from having lost Fox to Sydney.
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We need to put some packages together for these
people to rival those of Fox. One of the suggestions I
would make just to get that feeling, that ambience
and that sense of culture would be for the people of
Victoria to offer the Australian Inventors
Association a sponsorship deal. We would pay for it
to have an office in the complex and some secretarial
assistance just to have the association there so that
people know that if you have ideas, you will be
appreciated. In the usual course of events these
would be slightly eccentric people; the odd one may
even look like the honourable member for
Tullamarine, but you don't have to worry about
what they look like: you want them to know that
Melbourne is the place to come to if you want to
dream about the future; that you will get low rent
and be treated with the greatest respect, and we will
all benefit. That is getting ahead of the game.
The Treasurer's speech is really just bells. It is tinsel,
and it characterises just about everything the
government does. There is no flesh on the bones, no
detail, and no prospect of an announcement in the
near future of the kind that I suggested.
Social considerations come with the sorts of changes
that information technology is going to bring. With
your forbearance, Mr Speaker, I would like to
discuss those briefly at an appropriate time after
dinner.

Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.
Mr BAKER - As I was saying before I was so
comfortably interrupted, technOlogy, especially
information technology, presents a real challenge for
governments and societies. In academic jargon it is a
cultural pseudomorph or, in language the
honourable member for Mornington would
understand, what you see is not all you get.
Mr Cooper inteIjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER -Order! The
honourable member for Sunshine should be well
aware that the honourable member for Momington
needs no agitating. I ask the honourable member for
Sunshine to direct his comments through the Chair
and allow the honourable member for Momington
to rest in peace.
Mr BAKER - What a grand idea, Mr Deputy
Speaker. So what you see, in language that is not so
academic, is not all you get, and you cannot foresee
the consequences of the momentum that comes with
the change itself. Information technology and the
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multimedia boom that is occurring already are
starting to suggest that we will have, if you like, the
inverse effect to enclosure, and it may well be that
we will return to cottage industry in the
not-too-distant future.
As I have done before in the house, I give credit to

the government for the development of the
television input into our school system. H you go to
the Trades Hall Council and look at the board
honOuring the noble unionists who were involved in
the campaign for the 8-hour day, it is interesting to
look at the occupations listed there and to see how
many of those occupations have all but disappeared.
Stonemasons, for example, are quite prominent on
that board. It may well be - and people on my own
side of the house may not like this - that members
of the teaching profession are the stonemasons of
today.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BAKER - The stonemasons never thought
they were going to disappear, either. That is what I
mean by changes that are not so obviously
anticipated. Already children everywhere, and
especially in the private school system, are being
asked to provide notebook or lap-top computers
from the age of 12 years. They will increasingly use
the Internet and e-mail to take lessons and
instruction and undertake research at home. One
question that arises is: will we need so many
libraries?

The immediate, short-term consequence for
governments is that they must address questions
such as: do we need so many office buildings? I give
some credit to the former Minister for Finance for
having reorganised the public sector buildings into a
precinct; that was looking ahead to the future.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr BAKER - You have fallen on your mouth
once this week. There is the former Minister for
Finance! I came to praise you -now you're really in
trouble; you're absolutely gone!
Mr I. W. Smith interjected.
Mr BAKER - I mean it. You were lousy on
superannuation, and I have told you that, but you
did a really good job on reorganising those public
sector buildings. The question is: to what extent will
we need those buildings in the future, and how will
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work be organised in the medium-term future, not
necessarily the longer term future?

Of course there are social consequences for a society
where work may be a reward in itself and may not
necessarily be rewarded. What do we do? What sort
of government attention has to be paid, particularly
to those who do not have the privilege of working
and do not have the skills and the training necessary
to work?
Many members of the house are aware that on a
radio program earlier this week I generated a
display of considerable angst towards the Minister
for Education because the seven schools he
announced as being the leader schools in the
development of the new technology do not include
one from the western suburbs. 'That is one of the
grubbiest, dirtiest and most dishonest things I have
seen in a long time. The people who are least likely
to have computers at home are people in
disadvantaged areas. As some of the people who
called in on that radio program soon after I spoke
said of the schools that were selected, there was no
need for a whiteboard. All you had to do was to take
a perspex electoral map and put it down and you
would see Buninyong, which is in the parliamentary
secretary's electorate!
There are 1 million people in the western suburbs,
but not one of those schools was located there. That
sort of mean-spirited and inequitable approach to
funding has become a hallmark of this government.
One of the things you have to ensure, if I am correct,
is that all the things that need to be done in terms of
the government's information technology initiatives
that I have laid out have been done and are
accommodated. They must be done in time to steal
the march on other states, because you still have no
guarantee that people of that kind will flock to
Melbourne to work. Historically the high-powered
sorts of eccentrics who are intellectually driven, who
want to develop the new software and multimedia
programs, make them work, tinker with them and
work among themselves, seek out a society that is
libertarian; a society that honours intellectual
achievement; a society that is prepared to tolerate
eccentrics. Unfortunately, the way this government
has gone about its activities and legislation and its
absolute disregard for libertarian concerns and
interests will impose a Significant economic cost on
us in time, because people will not come here to
work under a government and conditions that,
arguably, are starting to verge upon fascism. I don't
use that word lightly.
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In the end all the effort and all the noise and perhaps
a significant infusion of funds would not necessarily
draw those people to Victoria under a Kennett
government. They would have come here, and they
did come here in the days of marvellous Melbourne,
because there was an intellectual and cultural buzz
about the place. The government has to create that
same sort of cultural sense and intellectual freedom
and the sense of appreciation of people who have
those gifts; a government that has a little sensitivity,
a government that has some grace, a government
that is prepared to lift people up from the bottom
and a government that is prepared to be far-sighted
and visionary about what is required.
Earlier I mentioned on a scale of difference the
$3 million promised for the future in this budget and

the $1 million for Government House, which is the
past, and that is a scale that is worth noting. With all
due respect to His Excellency, I leave the house with
a quote from the great Thomas Paine, who said:
I also consider monarchy to be a silly, contemptible
thing. I compare it to something kept behind a curtain,
about which there is a great deal of bustle and fuss and
a wonderful air of seeming solemnity, but when by any
axiom the curtain happens to open and the company
sees what it is, they burst into laughter.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mrs PEUUCH
(BenUeigh).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ELECI10NS)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 September; motion of
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning).
Mr LElGHTON (Preston) - The bill makes a
number of changes to the municipal electoral
process. It also makes changes to the number of
councillors and the remuneration of councillors and
eliminates the position of deputy mayor.
The state opposition cannot support those changes.
It also continues to have fundamental concerns
about the number of major decisions being made by
appointed commissioners without consultation.
These decisions should properly be made by elected
councils in consultation with their local
communities. Rather than simply debating the
various machinery provisions in the bill for the
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electoral process, the opposition believes the
electoral process should be brought on to provide
for the immediate return of elected councils to all 78
of Victoria's municipalities.
Mr Steggall interjected.
Mr LEIGHTON - It will be now because I desire
to move a reasoned amendment Therefore, I move:
That all the words after 'ThaY be omitted with the view
of inserting in place thereof the words 'this bill be
redrawn and redrafted to provide for the immediate
return of democratically elected councils in each of
Victoria's 78 municipalities.

I advise the honourable member for Swan Hill that
later in the debate we will outline some fundamental
concerns about the lack of democracy. Before I do so,
I refer to the main provisions of the bill and
particularly outline our objections to them.

The first major provision in the bill is in clause 3,
which reduces the number of councillors who can
hold office in a council. The current arrangement for
between 9 and 15 councillors will be reduced to
between 5 and 12 councillors. We believe this
number is too low, particularly when the size of
municipalities is increasing in terms of both the
geographical area they cover and the vastly different
communities found within them. We believe the
number of councillors should not be reduced. It is
obvious that this is an area of fundamental
philosophical difference between the government
and the opposition. The government sees the role of
councillors as being similar to that of a board of
directors, which allows the officers to get on with
the day-to-day running of the show.
The Labor Party believes councillors are the elected
representatives of the community and that it is a
retrograde step to reduce the number of councillors
given the diversity of communities and the council
amalgamations.
Clause 5 removes the requirement for the voters roll
to be in a prescribed form - the roll will still be
required to contain the prescribed particulars - and
also eliminates the requirement for a supplementary
roll. Will the elimination of the prescribed roll mean
that at some future time it will not be necessary to
have a hard copy? That may be okay for someone
like me who can obtain a copy on a floppy disk, but
it may not be all right for others. We will end up
with the information poor! The prOvision will serve
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the interests of the organised political machines, not
necessarily those of ratepayers.
During the briefing they received from officers of the
Department of Planning and Development members
of the opposition expressed concern at the
elimination of the requirement for a supplementary
roll and asked whether it would mean that voters
could be disenfranchised. The opposition was given
an assurance that the provision was not meant to
disenfranchise voters, that in some way a
supplementary roll was archaic and therefore not
necessary. The opposition will monitor the provision
to ensure voters are not disenfranchised.
Council officers have told me that the reason for
preparing a supplementary roll is to check errors in
the original. In the past many errors were of a
clerical nature, but now they are more likely to be
computer errors. Will the elimination of the
supplementary roll mean that if 200 voters are
incorrectly allocated to a ward it will be impossible
to move them back to the right ward? I acknowledge
that councils did not always prepare supplementary
roils, but there were occasions when they were
prepared to cope with errors in the voters roll.
The Local Government (Amendment) Act amended
the postal voting provisions by giving councils the
option of conducting elections by postal voting. The
opposition has fundamental objections to those
provisions. For those reasons it objects to clauses 8
and 9, which provide penalties for infringing the
postal voting provisions. Clause 8 makes it an
offence for a person to agree to return a postal ballot
paper on behalf of a voter but to not do so in time
for the counting of votes. Cause 9 makes it an
offence to interfere with any electoral material that is
sent or delivered to a voter in an election conducted
by postal voting.
Although the explanatory memorandum refers to
clause 17, it does not appear in the bill. I presume
that is an error, which demonstrates a lack of care in
the drafting. Clause 10 removes from the act the
offices of deputy mayor and deputy lord mayor. The
opposition objects to that prOvision for the same
reason that it objects to reducing the number of
councillors. Municipalities now have larger budgets
and more diverse communities, which is why it
makes sense to have someone to deputise for a
mayor. The provision fails to recognise that having
mayors and deputy mayors who may have different
interests and party political affiliations not only
enables councillors to share power but draws
communities together. I will read a letter from Jerry
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Smith, the Mayor of the City of Greater Geelong, one
of only three elected councils in Victoria. Councillor
Smith wrote to the Honourable Pat Power, the
shadow Minister for Local Government, in these
terms:
I write to advise that my council has considered the
final recommendations of the Local Government Board
on the above, and has recorded that the final report
largely satisfies concerns previously raised by council
when considering the draft recommendations.

Council has, however, resolved to write to you
indicating that it does not support the removal of the
office of deputy mayor, and further that council
requests that the issue of developing a partnership
between state and local levels of government be
examined in greater detail as soon as possible.
The deputy mayor issue is currently receiving
Parliament's consideration under clause 10 of the Local
Government (Elections) Bill, which has reached the
second-reading speech stage.
Based on council's unique experience as a large
restructured municipality - by far the largest of the
three elected councils in the state at this stage, and one
of the largest in the state under the total local
government restructuring program - the council
totally rejects the second-reading speech statement 'In
practice deputy mayors have very limited roles'. This is
the direct opposite to council's experience.

Councillors in this city have found their responsibilities
to be far more comprehensive and demanding than
they had envisaged before the elections, and I as mayor
find myself literally in a full-time role. It is, therefore,
vital that council has adequate and clearly defined
leadership on hand as well as having a secure forward
planning strategy for future leadership. The proposed
ad hoc arrangement whereby a deputy is appointed
each time the mayor is not available is not a feasible
procedure for council, and would significantly reduce
the efficiency and effectiveness which is provided by
the current day-to-day mayor/deputy mayor structure.
In summary, council is totally opposed to the abolition
of the position of deputy mayor for the following
reasons:

The mayor's workload is high and needs
day-to-day support from a deputy.
The demands on the appointed deputy mayor are
considerable and the removal of the office from the
current and future structures of councils will put a
limitation on effectiveness of efficiency.
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It is important that a deputy be able to act with
authority and at short notice on behalf of the
mayor in response to day-to-day contact from
governments, businesses, industries, organisations,
ratepayers, etc.

It is good management practice for the mayor to be able
to regularly brief a deputy rather than be required to
approach the whole council on specific issues which
require immediate attention for representation on
behalf of the city.

An ad hoc rotated arrangement would be unwieldy
and put a limit on council's ability to fulfil its
obligations and responsibilities on a day-to-day basis.
The role played by the deputy mayor strengthens the
leadership structure of council and provides important
experience with contacts both inside and outside
council for the future.

It is essential that council be able to provide a higher
remuneration for deputy mayor duties which must be
in place on a permanent basis - it would be
unsatisfactory for a range of councillors to carry out
deputy mayor duties without any remuneration
recognition.
Accordingly, council requests an amendment to the
provisions of the Local Government (Elections) Bill,
whereby the deputy mayor provisions of the Local
Government Act 1989 remain in place.

The opposition will not move an amendment to that
provision but will simply oppose the bill- in other
words, the opposition will seek to directly negate
that clause.
Clause 11 provides for rates of remuneration for
councillors and mayors to be set by Order in
Coun~. Rates of remuneration are currently set by
regulation at $3000 for councillors and $100 000 for
mayors and deputy mayors. There has not been
enough consultation on that provision. It is bad
public policy, especially given that the bill has been
introduced without any indication by the minister in
his second-reading speech of what rates of
remuneration the government has in mind. The
opposition has been asked to accept remuneration
decisions on trust Whether the rate will be reduced
maintained at the same level or doubled is not
'
known. The house should have that sort of
information before it The government should at
least indicate what level of remuneration it is
considering.
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Clause 14 eliminates the provision for candidates to
retire from elections on the ground of ill health. In
future the only reason a candidate can retire from an
election will be if his retirement has the effect of
eliminating the need for an election. That is a
difficult issue. It has been suggested that several
councillors have retired on spurious ill health
grounds, disadvantaging other candidates who have
prepared material such as how-~vote cards listing
candidates for election. However, the opposition is
concerned that throwing out this prOvision
altogether will rule out the consideration of genuine
cases of ill health.
Perhaps the solution should have been a tightening
of the requirement for medical evidence. On the one
hand, if a person is unavailable for one or two days
due to ill health a simple medical certificate from the
local general practitioner would be acceptable; on
the other hand, if a person is seeking to retire from
his employment on the ground of ill health, an
independent medical examination could be
required. Perhaps it would have been preferable to
go down that path rather than eliminate that
provision altogether.
I am not satisfied that a full answer was given at the
briefing regarding another concern - namely, if
there were, say, three candidates for one vacancy
and two wanted to retire jointly from the
election-Mr Maclellan - For separate reasons?
Mr LEIGIITON - For separate reasons but
retiring jointly - would that eliminate the need for
an election? Will it be possible for a candidate to
retire if the number of candidates is reduced to that
of the number of vacancies? Perhaps the minister
could respond - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LEIGIITON - It was put to us at the briefing
that that might be possible, but those answering our
questions were not sure. The discussion went round
in circles. The Minister for Local Government might
be able to respond further when the bill is debated in
the other place.
The opposition has no objection to some minor,
commonsense housekeeping amendments. In one
section of the Local Government Act the title of
'municipal clerk' is substituted with 'chief executive
officer'. Given the direction of local government
over the past 20 years, that is a sensible change. Also
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in some circumstances the time people have to apply
to the Administrative Appeals Tribunal for the
review of a decision of a municipal electoral tribunal
is slightly increased. The returning officer is
required to declare elected certain candidates if
other candidates have retired and there is no need
for an election. lbat is obviously a sensible prOvision.
The reasoned amendment calls for the return of
democratically elected councils in all 78 of Victoria's
municipalities. Victoria currently has only three
elected municipalities: Queenscliff, which had the
dubious honour of being the only council not
sacked; and the City of Greater Geelong and the Surf
Coast Shire, the only two councils that have so far
had elections. Unless the government reneges on its
promise and the Premier succeeds in throwing
another dead cat on the table - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LEIGHTON -It was his dead cat, not ours.
It is proposed that 20 councils hold elections in
March 1996 with the remaining 55 councils holding
elections in March 1997. In both cases that is too long
to wait. Fundamental decisions are being made that
should properly be the province of elected councils
working in close consultation with the local
communities they have been elected to represent
The commissioners may argue they had no choice
but to make some of those decisions. It is obvious
that the Parliament has enacted legislation that
requires councils to tender out a certain percentage
of services each year. Commissioners can claim they
cannot wait for an elected council to take office in
1996 or 1997. To meet those targets they have had to
tender services. That is one real reason why local
government elections should be brought forward.
A further reason is that in some municipalities
commissioners realise that elections are inevitable,
including in my municipality where an election will
be held next year. Commissioners are making
decisions on major issues, pre-empting the return of
elected councils and in some cases locking future
councils into certain courses of action for a
generation or more. Many such decisions do not
have to be made in the next six months.
Commissioners might continue to pursue the
tendering of services, but other decisions such as
whether town halls should be demolished should
properly wait until an elected council has been
returned.
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Some commissioners are making massive financial
commitments - for instance, the Shire of Delatite
has borrowed an additional $600 000. The trend in
many elected councils was to reduce or even
eliminate borrowings and payoff debt. Some
commissioners are gOing backwards. Brimbank City
Council has borrowed an additional $10 million. The
Shire of Saw Saw has rescheduled all loans and is
now making interest~y repayments. At the turn
of the century when presumably an elected council
will be in place, that council will have to start
making massive repayments on the principal.
Mr Jasper interjected.
Mr LEIGHTON - The point I am making is that
there was a fairly healthy trend in local government
of reducing or eliminating borrowings.
Kennett-appointed commissioners in a number of
councils have turned the clock back. Many of the
rate reductions and so-called savings are illusory
because their operations have been financed by
borrowings. Members on both sides of this house
would agree that is a bad practice. The
commissioners know they are there for only a year
or two, and that elected councils will have to pick up
the pieces.

I turn to deal with a number of specific councils, to
give examples of what is happening under
commissioners and why there should be a return to
elected councils. The City of Franlcston has
implemented a new municipal rating system
without public consultation. The introduction of a
differential rate which advantages those who are
better off in the community -namely, commercial
flat and unit owners -has led to a continuing
theme.
I have examined the operations of a number of
different councils. Commissioners have changed the
system of rating, usually in the absence of
community consultation. That can happen when
you get rid of democracy. Commissioners have
banned weeldy press conferences and any direct
communication with the press because of criticism
of their actions by the local media. An elected
government must surely maintain a level of
accountability to the community through the media,
but Frankston has banned that communication.
I draw to the attention of the house a serious concern
about Franlcston council drawn to my attention in
strong terms by a resident, Colin Hampton.

Mr Cooper - Tell us his credentials.
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Mr LEIGHTON - He is the endorsed ALP
candidate for Frankston East. In less than 12 months
he will be in this house.
Mr Cooper - Do you want to put money on that?
Mr LEIGHTON - On election night, Frankston
East will be the first to change hands. In a letter to
me, he states:
On investigation I found that the chief commissioner
Mr Tom Sweeney had on his pecuniary interest form
placed nil in all sections which was in stark contrast to
the other two commissioners whose forms took nearly
a week to read, what with all their stocks and shares
and landholdings methodically registered.
When I had the audacity to ask the question from the
public gallery and later in the local press, why he had
failed to register any interest, I subsequently received a
letter from Mr Sweeney's solicitors as well as the paper
that published the story, threatening both the paper
and myself with legal action if we did not apologise for
our comments.
On closer examination it was found that Mr Sweeney
had a mortgage with the Commonwealth Bank on a
property he jointly owned in Doncaster and in his
pecuniary interest form had failed to declare.

On first appearances this seems okay but in his role as a
commissioner with the city he has been negotiating
with this same bank the loss of the Quayside Shopping
Centre, partly owned by council. This deal will mean
the loss of substantial amounts of land and money by
the council to this bank, so in fact he did have a
pecuniary interest, if not somewhat distant he should
have registered it
The Minister for Local Government should be asked
the question, 'Is the chief commissioner in breach of the
act in this matter?'

I would be interested to hear a response from the
Minister for Local Government in the other place.
The commissioners are appointed by the state
government. No wonder they want to ban any
contact with the media - then they do not have to
answer such claims. A democratically elected
council has a level of accountability; appointed
representatives do not.
Mr Maclellan interjected.
Mr LEIGHTON - Unless you are the Premier
banning the 7.30 Report.
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Mr Cooper interjected.
Mr LEIGHTON - But there is a suggestion. I am
putting the view that the commissioner ought to be
declaring matters, such as a mortgage, in his
pecuniary interest statement
Mr Maclellan - Why should he? He is a
commissioner in Frankston.
Mr LEIGHTON - You are joking if you are
trying to convince me that the Chairman of
Commissioners for the City of Frankston could
return a pecuniary interest declaration - Mr Maclellan - Saying, 'No interests in
Frankston'.

Mr LEIGHTON - That is, 'Nil' in all sections.
He had an interest from the same - Mr Cooper - You are alleging he has lied.
Mr LEIGHTON - Yes, I am and I am happy to
allege that because he will have more difficulty
suing me than he would other people who want to
raise that issue but who have no protection.

Mr Cooper - You would not be prepared to say
it out on the steps, would you?
Mr LEIGHTON - No, that is one of the
privileges you and I, as members of this place, enjoy.
You will have your opportunity to rebut what I am
saying.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER -Order! This exchange
has gone far enough. The honourable member for
Preston will address his remarks through the Chair.

Mr Cooper - Slander!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Momington has been here
long enough to know that when the Chair is on his
feet, the honourable member should accord the
Chair the respect of this place. The honourable
member for Preston, through the Chair, without
interjection.
Mr LEIGHTON - Thank you for your
protection, Mr Deputy Speaker. I cannot accept a
pecuniary interest statement from the Chairman of
Commissioners of the City of Frankston, Mr Tom
Sweeney, that would include 'Nil' in every section of
the appropriate form. He has a financial interest
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with the same bank with which he, as the chairman
of commissioners, is negotiating.
The budget document of the Frankston council,
which had no detail because of so-called commercial
sensitivity, met the Kennett government's 20 per
cent rate reduction, only to take out a further
$1 million loan. Commissioners have actually turned
back the clock in local government - it is not the
sort of budgeting we want local councils to
implement.
The next council I refer to is Moonee Valley. It is
busy destroying, selling and tendering out various
services that its local community has worked hard
over the years to develop. For instance, it has been
suggested that the Sam Merrifield library be moved
to the community centre and, despite community
protests, the commissioners will not guarantee this
will not happen. The commissioners have withheld
$170000 allocated by the previously elected City of
Essendon for the upgrade of the Sam Merrifield
library. The money has been placed in a fund and
will be expended on other purposes.
Elections are scheduled for that council next March.
The commissioners are undertaking a review of
what is known as the civic triangle - that is, the
area bounded by Pascoe Vale Road, Mount
Alexander Road and Kellaway Avenue.
It includes a number of important buildings such as
the courthouse, the museum, St Thomas's Church,
and the Essendon Senior Citizens Club. The review
is to determine the long-term future of this site.
There has been no consultation with residents or any
of the groups affected by the review and why for
goodness sake is this matter so urgent that it has to
be dealt with before March 1996?
Maybe, as I said, councils are required to do certain
other things under the legislation, but they are not
required to move on matters such as this before
March 1996. However, the commissioners are taking
their lead from the Minister for Local Government
who knows some commissioners will be there for
only another six months. He is encouraging the
move on these issues.

The future of buildings of importance to the
community should be decided by the community
through its democratically elected council. The
council is also making changes to the Aberfeldie
Park athletic track. Despite the fact that the council
set up an advisory committee some 10 years ago, the
commissioners employed a consultant - again, they
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have taken the lead from the state government - to
report on the future use of the park. The
commissioners did not consult with the advisory
committee. The athletic track has always been
accessible to the community but the commissioners
are now moving to the user-pays principle and
residents will be able to access the park only at a
time specified by the commissioners.
Commissioners in this municipality have made
rating changes. They have moved from site value to
CIV without any consultation with the local
community. I shall give the house an idea about the
thinking of these commissioners who will only be
there until March 1996. One of the commissioners,
Bruce Cameron, informed a public meeting of the
Moonee Ponds community group that he would like
to implement a 20-year plan for the City of Moonee
Valley. What cheek! These people have been
appointed from outside; they do not represent the
area and they will not be there after March 1996. It is
ludicrous for them to be suggesting the
implementation by them of a 20-year plan. That is
why council elections need to be brought on so
urgently.
The Shire of Cardinia, which takes in the electorate
of the Minister for Planning, has shown great
priorities. It has axed the welfare officer's position
despite the fact in six months the welfare officer
assisted 524 people.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr LElGHTON - Yes, he did a good job but the
commissioners have got different priorities.
Mr Madellan interjected.
Mr LElGHTON - But, the Citizen's Advice
Bureau is giving some money and expecting
overworked, underresourced volunteers on a
shoe-string budget to do the same professional job.
By the way he laughs I hope the minister - Mr Madellan - You should read the next issue
of the local paper where the local Community
Advice Bureau comes back and says it was the best
decision made.
Mr LElGHTON - It is a decision that should
have been made by an elected council. We have still
only heard half the story because these
commissioners have different priorities. Their
priorities are not things such as a welfare officer's
position. Their priorities are things such as $90 000
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on city signs and the exorbitant use of taxis. For
goodness sake, the number of vehicles - Mr Maclellan - Mr Deputy Speaker, on a point
of order, the honourable member for Preston
mentioned the exorbitant use of taxis. The house and
the honourable may not be aware that one of the
commissioners in the Shire of Cardinia has a severe
disability and necessarily uses taxis for mobility. I
believe the honourable member would inadvertently
be misleading the house if he implied an exorbitant
use of taxis by somebody who would be able to use
any other form of transport, which is not the case. I
believe he owes an apology to somebody with a
severe disability. He has called into question the
propriety of that person and I believe he should not
repeat that slur in this place.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER -Order! There is no
point of order. The content of what the minister has
raised is a personal explanation, which he has the
opportunity to make at the end of the debate.
Mr LElGHTON - I am sure he would have had
the same opportunity to offer that rebuttal in his
right of reply, but he has chosen a point of order to
do so.
Mr Madellan interjected.

Mr LEIGHTON - Use your right of reply.
Mr Madellan - Don't slag people!
Mr LEIGHTON - Use your right of reply! You
have got your right of reply!
Mr Maclellan - You ought to be ashamed of
yourself!

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Preston is now testing the
Chair by provoking interjections across the table and
I will not tolerate it
Mr LEIGHTON - Another council I shall refer
to is Brimbank, which will not have elections until
1997. One of the major decisions being made by
commissioners, which again I do not believe they
have any right to make, is the disposal of the
municipality's mobile library. They are getting rid of
that library despite the fact that Sydenham and
Taylors Lakes have no similar services. Certainly,
that municipality covers a fair amount of territory
and that is the sort of decision an elected council
should be making. It should decide how it will best
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service its community in the important provision of
services such as libraries.
The commissioners have also cancelled the hard
rubbish collection on nature strips. They are
contemplating changing the size of rubbish bins.
That will be a decision that would be difficult for a
future council to reverse. It is a bit like trams: once
you get rid of them it is difficult to get them back.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr LEIGHTON - No, they have got wheelie
bins, but I refer to the change in size. As I said earlier
in my contribution, Brimbank is one of the councils
that has been borrowing funds. Brimbank has
borrowed an additional $10 million. So much for the
trend in local government to reduce borrowings!
The City of Glen Eira - which will not have
elections until 1997 - tendered out the management
of two of its swimming pools: the East Bentleigh and
Caulfield municipal pools. They were major services
to the community and that was another tendering
process that did not go smoothly. The suggestion
from Glen Eira is that the manager of the Caulfield
municipal pool resigned, probably under pressure,
after he had won the original tender.
The City of Stonnington commissioners have
completed a budget that will reduce rates by
30 per cent - that is, $17 million. Although that
might sound good, the Stonnington election will be
held in March 1996, so the new council will have just
three months to sort out the budget and find the cuts
to justify the $17 million reduction. It is pretty
obvious that that will mean cuts in services.
The City of Greater Geelong, one of only three
elected councils in Victoria, had some pretty nasty
experiences at the hands of its appointed
commissioners. The commissioners sold off the
Newcombe Community Centre. The Ingamels land
was owned by the Uniting Church, which offered to
sell it to the City of Greater Geelong, a proposal the
commissioners rejected. Residents are faced with the
consequences of the Uniting Church's redesignating
the land, which will result in that important site
being carved up into building lots, with only 25 per
cent kept for parkland.
The local community wanted to keep the Geelong
concert hall because it had the best acoustics in
Geelong and was frequently used for choral recitals.
The commissioners changed it into - -
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Mr W. D. McGrath interjected.
Mr LEIGHTON - The feedback I am receiving
from the local community is that it was a popular
venue.
Mr W. D. McGrath interjected.
Mr LEIGHTON - Yes, that is what the local
community is telling me. However, the decision to
either keep it as a concert hall or, as the
commissioners did, turn it into office space should
have been made by the local community through its
elected council. It should not have been made by the
commissioners. The City of Greater Geelong
commissioners dosed maternal and child health
centres all over the place. They closed them at
Whittington, Clifton Springs, Bell Post Hill, Bell Park
and Vines Road. The commissioners also reduced
kindergartens hours from 10 to 8 per week.
One of the most controversial issues Geelong people
have faced in recent times concerned the relocation
of Coode Island to Point Lillias. The response from
the commissioners was that they did not need a
policy because the state government had one. That
of course was true because they were simply
creatures of the state government; they were not
appointed to represent the local community. That
policy position was overturned immediately an
elected council was restored to the city.
The recycling service, which was provided once a
week, is now available only once a fortnight.
Garbage collections in the central business district of
Geelong have dropped from three a week to one.
That means that businesses such as restaurants have
their garbage picked up only once a week. It will be
interesting to see what things are like over summer.
Nevertheless, the commissioners were more
generous when it came to themselves. For example,
ratepayers contributed about $7000 to the rent paid
by commissioner Toni McCormack.
Home Help was completely changed. That is
affecting people particularly from
non-English-speaking backgrounds, who have been
given helpers who speak different languages, which
has caused a lot of upsets. Meals on Wheels charges
were also increased. They are just some of the
experiences residents and ratepayers of the City of
Greater Geelong endured while the appointed
commissioners were at the helm.
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The City of Kingston commissioners have decided to
move the rating base from site value to capital
improved value, the sort of decision that we believe
should be made only by an elected council. TIlat
decision follows three referendums in the old City of
Mordialloc, each of which resulted in an
overwhelming vote against CIV. The commissioners
are very much flying in the face of the views of the
local community. The introduction of CIV will lead
to rate increases of about 30 per cent in the City of
Kingston. As part of the 1995-96 budget process the
commissioners decided to sell $2.3 million of public
assets and use $1.4 million of reserve funds to prop
up rates for the coming year. In a number of
municipalities the so-called savings or rate cuts are
illusory. Commissioners are funding the cuts by
eating into reserves or by borrowing money.
It has been decided to stop members of the public
and community groups meeting in the mayoral
rooms of the former City of Mordialloc - and that is
a continuing theme across local government That
affects ordinary community groups, families and
battlers who selllamingtons to raise funds so they
can mail out their newsletters. Facilities such as
town halls and other municipal buildings belong to
the community. Commissioners should work with
the community and assist community groups. They
should not be raising charges.

The City of Kingston commissioners decided to
approve the expansion of Southland with very little
public consultation. They decided to sell Henry
Street, Cheltenham, to a sandmining company. The
area is part of the proposed green wedge that will
constitute the sand belt open space project. The City
of Kingston commissioners have made a range of
decisions on financial and environmental matters, as
well as those that have affected community group
activities. Decisions such as those should be made
by elected councils, not by commissioners. The
Kingston council election is not scheduled until
1997. It should be brought forward: there should be
an immediate return to an elected council in the City
of Kingston.
The City of Monash has done many mealy-mouthed
things such as selling off the children's playground
in Cheel Street, Oakleigh, despite the protests of
residents whose children play there.
TIlat is the attitude of commissioners to their local
community. libraries will go out to tender in
Monash early next year. The commissioners have
given the chief executive officer the power to seal
council documents without the documents actually
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going to the council. The same is the case with
planning applications - they no longer need to go
to the council. I suppose one reason the
commissioners do not want any involvement in that
area is that they have been too busy with other
activities. They seem to be spending their time
drafting local laws.
It is a pity that Hansard cannot record the size of the
document in front of me because it is large. The
commissioners will have local laws with hefty fines
for just about every situation you can imagine in
Monash.
To give you an idea of the attitude of the
commissioners to their local community, I shall read
one of the by-laws proposed for access to municipal
places. On page 11, local law 9, Access to Municipal
Places, the document reads:
The council or an authorised officer may:
9.1.1 determine the hours when any municipal place
will be open to the public;
9.1.2 restrict access to a municipal place or part of a
municipal place;
9.1.3 close any municipal place or part of a municipal
place to the public; and
9.1.4 charge fees for admission to or the use of a
municipal place or part of a municipal pJace.

Breaching any of these provisions can lead to a
$500 fine. It shows the attitude of the commissioners
to local community in the City of Kingston: if we do
let them in we will charge them, but baSically we
will give ourselves the power to keep the
community out of the town hall, and if they break
this by-law we will fine them $500.
The City of Greater Bendigo will hold elections in
1996. The commissioners in this municipality are
quite entrepreneurial; they seem to be getting into
all sorts of property deals. In particular they want to
sell some properties so they can finance others.
Again it is the community facilities they want to get
rid of so they can move into what they consider
more interesting properties to buy. One of the
properties they seem intent on selling is the
Kangaroo Flat car park and public toilet block. In
trying to defend its decision the council has been all
over the place in the language it has used. It has
been saying selling is an option, that there is an
option to sell Cabemet Glen, and that there is an
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invitation to sell, whereas the view of many in the
local community is that it has actually signed an
agreement to sell. It is no wonder members of the
local community in Bendigo are calling for an
investigation into this matter.
The CEO of the City of Greater Bendigo, Mr Peter
Semmer, has admitted that this matter, particularly
the advertising, has been badly handled. He is on
record as saying that if objectors convince the
council the sale should not go ahead it will call it off.
However, Mr Peter Ross-Edwards, the chairman of
commissioners and a fonner member of this house,
has ruled out a halt to the sales. It is a bit like
railway stations: we do not want the community
having access to public toilets - sell them off.
The property deals Mr Peter Ross-Edwards has in
mind include: the purchase of the ANA Downtown
Motel in View Street for $690 000; offices at 48 View
Street for $176 000; and the Somerset Reception
premises at 46 View Street for $30 000. The council is
also looking at other projects with costs running to
several million dollars. Those sorts of decisions
concerning the sell-off of local community facilities
need. to be made by elected commissioners in the
next few months.

Mr Jasper interjected.
Mr LEIGHTON - It is not a matter of my
discussing it with Mr Peter Ross-Edwards.
Mr Jasper - You are saying it is wrong.
Mr LEIGHTON - I am saying it is wrong for a
chairman of commissioners who will be there only
until March next year. He only has only six months
to run.
Mr Jasper - How do you know it is not logical?
You are saying anything!
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Mr Jasper - Did you raise the issue of
Mr Ross-Edwards?
Mr LEIGHTON - No, I did not, and I do not
think it appropriate, Mr Deputy Speaker.
Mr Jasper -It might be a good idea.
Mr LElGHTON - Mr Peter Ross-Edwards is
only there until March next year; he should not be
deciding what community facilities he flogs off,
which speculative properties he buys and which
deals he locks future elected councils into.
Mr Jasper - Why wouldn't you discuss it with
him? Are you saying he is wrong?
Mr LEIGHTON -It is a reason for bringing
forward council elections.
Mr Jasper - You're not sure, are you?
Mr LElGHTON - Selling off things like car
parks and public toilets - Mr Jasper interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! H the
honourable member for Murray Valley asks that
once more I will ask him to leave the chamber.
Mr LEIGHTON - Please don't chuck him out,
Mr Deputy Speaker. That is typical of the attitude of
liberal Party members. They think all community
facilities are indulgences or jokes - something to
laugh about.
Mr Perton interjected.
Mr LElGHTON -Is that how the member for
Doncaster conducts himself?
Mr Perton interjected.

Mr LEIGHTON - Those sorts of transactions
should not be made by short-term commissioners.
The DEPUlY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair
would appreciate it if the honourable member for
Preston would at least acknowledge the Chair from
time to time. The procedure of the house is normally
that you address your remarks through the Chair. I
am being a little facetious in those comments.
Mr LEIGHTON - Thank you, Mr Deputy
Speaker.

Mr LElGHTON - The very simple point is that
when it comes to selling off community facilities,
that is a decision that can and should be made only
by an elected council consulting closely with its local
community. It is far better placed to give high
priority to the needs of its local community.
Ballarat will also be having elections in 1996. The
changes in rates in Ballarat will hit hard. There will
be substantial rate increases to young families on
low incomes in the former Grenville shire. This
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council is into selling off historic buildings such as
the Edgewater Cafe in Wendouree Parade.
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Mr Perton - Do you want a bet?
Mr LEIGHTON - Yes, you are on.

Mr Perton - Why should that be a state-owned

facility? Go on!
Mr LEIGHTON - Why shouldn't the
community make the decision?
Mr Perton interjected.
Mr LEIGHTON - Why shouldn't the
community make that decision through its elected
council?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Preston should ignore
interjections.
Mr LEIGHTON - Those are the sorts of
priorities that should be made by an elected council
for, on behalf of and with its local community. This
council is also tendering out important services such
as the swimming pools at Brown Hill, Black Hill and
Buninyong. One of the next areas that will be
affected under CCT will be home help. The next
municipality I would like to turn to - -

The DEPUTY SPEAKER -Order! The
honourable member for Doncaster is extending the
hospitality of the Chair.
Mr LEIGHTON - I now turn to two issues
concerning the City of Darebin to demonstrate my
point that the commissioners are making decisions
they do not need to make and have no right to make.
Because they know that unless the reasoned
amendment is passed tonight there will be elections
in March next year, they want to lock in any elected
council to their decisions.

The first issue is the expansion of the Northland
shopping centre in East Preston. The decision to
extend the centre was a difficult one for the former
council to make. At one stage a panel was set up and
although a vigorous debate ensued in council,
including divisions on votes, the necessary decisions
were eventually made to agree to the expansion of
Northland. I imagine the Minister for Planning
would approve of that.
Mr Maclellan interjected.

Mr Perton - Are we at Manningham?

Mr LEIGHTON - We are at Darebin now. I am
not sure I am going over to the Yarra to visit you,
Victor.
Mr Perton - Manningham is terrific. Tell us
about our commissioners. They are terrific! I turn to
the City of Darebin, which is an amalgamation of the
old City of Preston, most of the former City of
Northcote and a small part of Coburg. Darebin is
one of the 20 municipalities that will have elections
in March 1996. The commissioners, clearly
understanding that elections will be held next year,
have decided not only to make a number of hard
decisions and pr~pt the return of an elected
council, but in particular they have decided they will
make those decisions in such a way that will lock in
future elected councils, including locking them in
financially.
Mr Perton interjected.
Mr LEIGHTON - No, they do not We will have
a test of that next year. It is pretty clear in my mind.
It was put to the test in Geelong and you ended up
with a Labor coalition council. You will also end up
with a Labor council in the City of Darebin.

Mr LEIGHTON - No, this predates you,
minister. I am referring to decisions of the former
council. It was a difficult issue for the local
community and the former council, but ultimately
the council approved the extension of Northland
and made changes to parking and traffic
arrangements.
Importantly the former council assured the residents
of Wood Street, the street that runs along the back of
the Northland centre, that their properties would
not be compulsorily acquired. The council resolved
that with any proposition to acquire residences on
one side of Wood Street so that it could be widened
to allow for traffic leaving the centre, it would be up
to residents to voluntarily sell their properties.
The Darebin commissioners have just entered into a
financial deal with the Gandel Group under which
that organisation is to put up money for the
expansion of Northland, including the acquisition of
all the properties on one side of Wood Street. The
commissioners are pretending to honour the
decision of the former council and saying the
acquisition is voluntary - that it is up to the
residents whether they sell their properties.
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The latest information I have is that the process
could nut for a couple of years. However, the
financial deal the commissioners have signed with
Gandel provides that if not all residents have
voluntarily sold their properties to the council in a
couple of years and the street widening does not go
ahead, the council will have to hand the money back
to Gandel, despite the fact that the council will then
be left holding properties for which it will have paid
a premium. The commissioners are making loaded
offers to local residents to induce them to sell. I am
sure at least half will sell, but the other half are
adamant they will not sell.
The commissioners are locking future elected
councils into a deal under which they will have to
either overturn the decision not to compulsorily
acquire the properties or break the deal with the
Gandel. If some future council reneges on the deal it
will have to hand the money back and will be left
holding residential properties ratepayers will have
paid an inflated price for.
The decision in question did not have to be made
before March 1996. Not only have the
commissioners decided to make that decision, they
have made it in such a way that it locks in the next
elected council to either breaking a financial
agreement and repaying a substantial amount of
money or overturning a resolution of a previous
council involving an undertaking to residents that
their homes would not be compulsorily acquired.
The other example from the Gty of Darebin
concerns a rushed decision of the commissioners
made without meaningful community consultation
that will effectively destroy the Preston town hall.
Although the commissioners claim the town hall is
to be retained, only the facade will remain and the
entire interior will be demolished and converted into
offices at a cost of $6.5 million. That decision did not
have to be made this side of March 1996. It has
nothing to do with meeting the various tendering
targets under compulsory competitive tendering.
The decision is a move by the commissioners to
deprive any future elected council of the
opportunity of making the decision in consultation
with the local community and also lock that council
into a substantial financial arrangement The
$6.5 million value of the proposal is approximately
20 per cent of council's annual budget.
However, in moving to finance the $6.5 million
destruction of the Preston town hall the
commissioners are only allocating a third of the
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money in this year's budget. That means that an
incoming elected council will have to find the other
two-thirds in future budgets if it decides to go ahead
with the destruction of the town hall. Presumably
when the elected council takes office it will find that
the commissioners have signed agreements in such a
way that it locks the council in and the council will
have to pay substantial penalties to break those
contracts. It may well be a decision to which the
incoming council has to give serious consideration.
There should be a warning for the commissioners
and the council officers in the City of Darebin that if
at the end of the day the elected council finds that it
is stuck with this white elephant of plush offices for
council officers they may be used as a facility for the
community, particularly given that the community
has had no say in the decision.
I have raised a number of examples across a number
of municipalities which demonstrate that
commissioners appointed by the Kennett
government are making a range of decisions and
have changed the very basis of the rating system in
their municipalities without consultation with their
local communities. They are locking future elected
councils into financial decisions not of their making.
The commissioners will tie up large parts of the
budgets for incoming elected councils. They are
struggling with a number of these deals in such a
way that the councils are effectively locked in
because a penalty will be attached if they seek to
change the arrangements.
I have raised a number of examples which show that
many of the so-called savings or rate reductions in
municipalities are illusory and, in some cases,
commissioners are funding those savings by
increasing borrowings that will leave future
incoming councils to pick up the pieces. I have
raised a number of issues where decisions do not
have to be made by appointed commissioners, such
as the destruction of town halls, until councils have
elections in March next year or 1997. The
commissioners are acting with the encouragement of
the government, and the Minister for Local
Government understands that time is on the wing.
The commissioners are being egged on by the
minister to make such decisions.

In the case of some municipalities, such as the Oty
of Darebin, they know that because there will be
elections in March next year the decisions they make
now will be made in such a way that they cannot be
undone by an elected council. It is for those reasons
that we believe there should be an immediate return
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to democratically elected councils throughout
Victoria's 78 municipalities. Certainly March 1997 is
too long to wait. Enormous damage will be done by
commissioners in the meantime, but, as I have
demonstrated in the case of the City of Darebin,
March 1996 is also too long to wait. It is for those
reasons a reasoned amendment has been moved.
The opposition remains fundamentally opposed to a
number of provisions in the bill, such as the option
for councils to conduct elections purely by postal
ballot. The opposition will not support any
measures to facilitate that. It is also a retrograde step
to eliminate the position of deputy mayor. It does
not make sense, given the increase in council sizes,
to reduce the number of councillors.
There are other provisions in the bill about which
the opposition has ongoing concerns. The opposition
has moved a reasoned amendment, and if that is
negatived the opposition will oppose the motion to
read the bill a second time.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr COOPER
(Momington).
Debate adjourned until next day.

COMPETITION POLICY REFORM
(VICTORIA) BILL
Second remIing
Debate resumed from 7 September; motion of
Mr KENNE1T (Premier).
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - The
opposition does not oppose the Competition Policy
Reform (Victoria) Bill because it supports
competition. During the course of this debate I will
make a number of remarks about the nature of this
legislation and the difference between competition
policy and privatisation, and I shall direct attention
to a number of the policy decisions taken by the
government which are germane to this bill.

At the outset I indicate that this legislation mirrors
legislation which, I understand, has been put in
place in New South Wales, legislation which flows
from the competition policy agreement reached at
the Council of Australian Governments (COAG) this
year. It is legislation designed to improve the overall
efficiency of the Australian economy and for the
federal government and the state governments to
continue with the process of micro-economic reform
so that our economy becomes more efficient and we
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are able to take advantage of trade opportunities,
particularly in rapidly growing markets throughout
the Asia-Pacific region.
It is evident from this legislation that there is some
question about what competition policy will mean
in practice. In that respect I refer to an article that
appeared earlier this year at about the time of the
debate on competition policy in the Financial Review
headed, 'Truth of competition reform'. The
journalist analysed material from the Industry
Commission, from some of Hilmer's work and
material presented to COAG. He worked out what
that may potentially mean in terms of productivity
and efficiency gains across industry sectors.
The article suggested that in a number of industry
sectors there would be the following efficiency
gains: for example, the reform of statutory
marketing of commodities could save Australia
$790 million. The deregulation of the unincorporated
sector could save $1.4 billion; loosening building
regulations - $1.2 billion; cutting building approval
red tape - $2.9 billion; contracting out by the public
sector - $3.6 billion; deregulating taxi licensing $460 million; deregulating newsagents $130 million; less government regulation of
quality - $1.2 billion; rail competition $1.1 billion; electricity and gas competition$2.1 billion; road regulations -$670 million;
uniform road regulation across the states $40 million; ports reform - $80 million; Telecom
reform - $27 billion; Australia Post reform $290 million; and Federal Airports Corporation and
Civil Aviation AuthOrity Reform - $125 million.
They are the potential gains, according to the
Industry Commission and others, that would flow
from the competition policy reforms to which the
Victorian government is a Signatory. Are the
Premier and the government serious about
achieving the sort of efficiency and productivity
gains possible in the Victorian economy or will they
continue to pay lip service only to competition and
efficiency? Will they actually give effect to some of
the broader policy commitments they have made?
I ask the Premier tonight is he intending, in the state
of Victoria, to loosen building regulations which,
according to the Industry Commission, would
generate national gains of $1.2 billion? The Premier
has an obligation to tell the people of Victoria
whether or not he intends to loosen building
regulations to generate so-called savings that would
flow from this area.
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The second area is cutting building approval red
tape. Does the Premier intend to cut building
approval red tape as proposed by the
Industry Commission or is he again simply
prepared to pay lip service to those things and not
take the action which he says would take the
Victorian economy onto a more competitive path?
What about the deregulation of taxi licensing? The
opposition does not support the deregulation of taxi
licensing.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The conversation across
the table cannot continue. The Premier will have the
opportunity of refuting what is said at the
opportune time. The Leader of the Opposition will
address the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY - Deregulating newsagents? No
answer on that one. Less government regulation of
quality control - what is the answer to that one,
Premier? Will you deregulate quality control in the
Victorian economy? That is a section 51 as well, is it?

Mr Kennett - Nor do we.
Mr Weideman interjected.

Mr BRUMBY - I put it to the Premier that we
have gone down this list, beginning with the
loosening of building regulations. Are you going to
loosen building regulations? I ask again: are you
going to loosen building regulations?
Mr Kennett - Go down the list.
Mr BRUMBY - Answer the question.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition must address the Chair and not use the
first person to ask questions of the Premier.

Mr BRUMBY - So the Premier cannot answer
the question on loosening the building regulations.
On cutting building approval red tape - he might
or might not. Will the gains be achievable there?
Deregulating taxi licensing is on the list The Premier
signed up with the other governments to an
agreement that commits - Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - You're the one saying there are
hundreds of millions of dollars worth of reforms but
you will not make them, so there is an exception in
that area.

Mr BRUMBY - You've signed up with the
Hilmer reforms. Are you going to do these things or
just talk about them? Newsagencies? No answer.
Taxis? No answer. Building regulations? No answer.
The SPEAKER - Order! The debate cannot be
conducted in an orderly fashion if the Leader of the
Opposition poses questions to the Premier in the
first person. He may raise questions with the
Premier through the Chair but a dialogue across the
table is disorderly.
Mr BRUMBY - We will just continue going
through the list so that the Premier has a full
opportunity later to respond to these matters. Road
regulation - $670 million. The only regulations the
government has put in place have added
regulations. He has not deregulated, but perhaps
that is what the Premier will do. Are you going to
deregulate the road regulation industry? We will
keep going through the list: uniform road regulation
across the states?
Mr Kennett - We're already doing it.
Mr BRUMBY - On trucks?
Mr Kennett - Yes, you should know.

Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - Newsagencies?

The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition must address the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY - This is just like question time
today. When the Premier gets a hard question, he
cannot answer it. He spits the dummy. That is what
you did today!

Mr Kennett - I get harder questions from my

dog.

Mr BRUMBY - Already doing it on B-doubles
through suburban back streets in Victoria ? Yes, it is
your policy. Ports reform -what about that? You
are extracting a dividend from a port that is making
a loss and you want to put a bridge across docklands
that will cost about $300 million to move the ports
you will put out of action. Where is the competition
in that? That is hardly pro-competition. So we will
keep going.
Mr Kennett - Keep going, keep reading from the
Australian FifUmcial Review!
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Mr BRUMBY - When will you make a
statement to the house, Premier, about what you are
going to do on competition policy? What will you do
about taxis? What will you do about newsagencies?
What will you do about building reforms? You have
never made a ministerial statement - not once since
you have been Premier.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to address all his remarks through the
Chair and I ask the Premier to remain silent. If he
wants to refute what the Leader of the Opposition is
saying he will have the opportunity when he closes
the debate.

Mr BRUMBY - I refer to the signing of the
Council of Australian Governments (COAG)
agreement. The newspapers at the time had some
interesting headlines. The Herald Sun, of Wednesday
12 April states 'Reform pact earns Kennett's praise'.
The article reads:
Premier Jeft I<ennett last night praised the historic pact
on competition reform saying it created a 'borderless
country'.

And so on. However, the reality is that as we go
through the list of pro-competition reforms, we find
that the government has no intention whatsoever of
making Victoria a more competitive economy. In
fact, everything the government is setting out to do
in so many policies is making the Victorian economy
considerably less competitive.
For instance, today in question time we dealt with
the City Unk contract. The Premier confirmed on
radio 3AW this morning that there were material,
adverse-impact clauses in the City link contract that
would require the government to pay compensation
to the Transurban consortium if a government made
decisions that reduced the through way to the
Transurban consortium.
We asked a question about those matters today, but
received no answer whatsoever from the Premier.
Yet tonight we are debating a bill that allegedly
concerns competition. Therefore, I invite the Premier
in his response tonight to focus on those issues of
competition relating to the City Unk contract.
I invite the Premier also, in his contribution tonight,
to talk about the Melbourne casino and the
competitive environment the government created in
respect of the gaming tables. More than 200 gaming
tables were put into the Melbourne casino, and the
government has approved, in principle it seems, a
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further 160 gaming tables and, in addition, some
thousands of gaming machines.
I would have thought for a government that prides
itself on competition, it would not have locked itself
into anticompetitive arrangements in relation to the
Melbourne casino.

One of the features of this government is that it has
managed to confuse competition with privatisation.
It is a government which has a veritable fetish for
privatisation and it is driven by ideology. No matter
whether we are looking in the health sector, the
water industry, the electricity industry, vet labs or
Heatane gas, we find that this is a government that
confuses competition with privatisation.
I want to look at some of the areas the government
has privatised, using competition as an excuse, since
it was elected to government. One of the first to go
was Heatane gas, which was sold off for
$129 million. The promise made at the time was that
prices would fall and service levels would rise. The
purchaser of Heatane gas has already been referred
for anticompetitive behaviour. What has happened
with Heatane gas is that for tens of thousands of
consumers the price of gas has increased by more
than 30 per cent and the cost of gas cylinders has
doubled.

The Premier can sit there and talk about
competition. The reality is that in one of the first
areas that he privatised the result has not been lower
prices; the result has been higher prices, higher
rental rates for gas cylinders and a worse deal for
consumers. If I am wrong about these matters, I
invite the Premier to refute them. Anybody who has
been out in country Victoria knows that the impact
of the Kennett government's privatisation is higher
prices, lower quality of services and a doubling of
the rental charge for gas cylinders.
Heatane gas was the first privatisation. It is a failure
for consumers and for competition, which did not
provide a better deal for consumers. That is one
reason why you have Victoria headed in the wrong
direction. That is the first test The second test-Mr KenneH interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - You can't answer! You're just a
dummy-spitter! You can't answer questions in
Parliament. Answer the questions! You've got the
opportunity, Premier - answer the question. Spat
the dummy, couldn't answer the question, and
refuses to do it now.
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Have a look at Tabcorp, which was sold by this
government at a share price of $2.25. The share price
today is close to $3.50. The loss to the people of
Victoria because of the mismanagement and
incompetence of this government is close to
$3 billion.
Mr Jenkins interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - Don't get into that. The range
that was set for Tabcorp shares was $2.25 to $2.75, so
even if you had sold at the top price you set, you
would still find that today the price is $3.50 and the
loss to Victorian taxpayers is hundreds of millions of
dollars, and you know it. You flogged off a state
asset for well below what it's worth. The honourable
member for Ballarat West couldn't care less about
the hundreds of millions of dollars. They closed
three schools in your electorate and you couldn't
care less.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the house to come
to order. The Leader of the Opposition, in silence.
Mr BRUMBY - Hundreds of millions of dollars
have been lost in the Tabcorp sale.

Mr Jenkins interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - The honourable member can do
the calculation. The shares today are worth $3.50;
they were sold for $2.25. Who has extracted the $1.25
premium? Not the people of Victoria, not the
taxpayers of Victoria, but the people who purchased
the shares. Who's the guilty party? Who's to blame?
Who is it? You are! You're the person who lost the
money!

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Chair realises it is
late in the day and people are becoming tired, but I
ask for the cooperation of the house to allow this
debate to proceed in an orderly fashion.
Mr BRUMBY - The other thing that has
occurred with Tabcorp is that already, even in the
short time it has been in place, we have seen
pressure put on betting arrangements. If you are a
phone better, you find the cost of phone betting is
going up &om 50 cents to $2. The government might
say 'So what', but there are hundreds of thousands
of phone betters across Victoria. Many elderly
Victorians and many disabled Victorians like to bet
I
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on the races and have to bet from home using phone
betting. They are now being discriminated against. If
you are fit and well and can walk to a TAB you can
place a 50 cent bet, but if you are old and infirm or
disabled, it will now cost you $2 to place a phone bet
with the TAB.
So do we say that service levels of the TAB have
improved? Has the price gone down? Have costs
been reduced? They haven't. The service to
consumers has become worse, not better, as a result
of privatisation.
Tabcorp is the second test. The first one is Heatane
gas. In either case, are consumers better off? The
answer is no. Have prices come down? The answer
is no. Have cost structures been driven down? The
answer is no. Have service levels improved? The
answer is no.
The third test is the BASS ticketing agency, of which
50 per cent has been sold off to Ticketmaster. Within
a short time there has been public debate about the
cost of BASS tickets doubling to cover new service
charges. Have prices gone down? Have services to
consumers gone up? The answer is they haven't
The next one is Centaur, the vet labs. I see the
Minister for Agriculture is here. He is on record as
saying when he sold off vet labs that employment
would increase dramatically - in fact it would
increase by more than 100 people - costs to farmers
would go down and services would be maintained.
This situation is a major and profound
embarrassment to the minister and the government.
We started off with four good, working veterinary
laboratories across Victoria providing services to
Victorians. Now we have two left, and they are
basically shopfronts. All the staff have left; the costs
to farmers have gone through the roof. For basic
services such as worm tests, the cost has doubled.
The price has gone up; it has doubled.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - What about the Benalla vet lab?
What's happened to that?
Mr Kennett interjected.

Mr BRUMBY - You couldn't care less about
country Victorians. If you look at all the areas the
government has sold off you find the same things. If
you look at Heatane gas, you find the price has gone
up and service levels have gone down. If you look at
Tabcorp, the services to consumers have not got
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better; they have got worse. If you look at BASS, the
cost of tickets is going up, not down. If you look at
Centaur vet labs, two of the labs have closed and the
cost to consumers has gone up considerably. I
wouldn't have thought that that is a good measure
of performance for a government that prides itself
on its competition policy.

Among the other things we must consider is the
government's sale in the electricity industry of
United Energy. It was sold for about $1.5 billion,
plus a franchise fee - so we are talking about a total
net gain to the government of about $1.8 billion.
That sale of United Energy was described by Terry
McCrann, the Herald Sun commentator, as a
$3 billion disaster for Victoria.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY -1hat's what Mr McCrann
said - a $3 billion disaster. Do you want to see the
headline? A $3 billion disaster - that's what he says
about you, Premier. Whatever you're doing, you're
bumbling, aren't you? What have you done with
Onelink? More competition, automatic ticketing
machines that should have been in place when,
Premier? February 1994. Where are they?
We can look at the electricity industry, which has
been described by Terry McCrann as a $3 billion
disaster - and so it is. If you look at these areas
being privatised you must ask the question - -
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Mr Finn interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - Do we have a standing order
about members being in their seats? I turn to the
question of Melbourne Water.
Mr Kennett - You do support the bill?
Mr BRUMBY - We support the bill. As I said at
the beginning, we support competition; but what
you do is confuse competition with privatisation.
And when it comes to looking after your mates Ron
Walker and Uoyd Williams at the casino, when it
comes to doing secret deals, when it comes to
rigging contracts so that they get awarded the
licence at the casino you are not interested in
competition, Premier, are you? You are interested in
looking after your mates. You are interested in
looking after the federal treasurer of the Uberal
Party. Competition for you exists only as a device to
give contracts to your mates, doesn't it? That is what
it is about. Tell us about the casino - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! It is impossible for the
Chair to conduct this debate while there are
continual interjections across the table. I ask
honourable members at the table to come to order.
Those members on my right who are interjecting out
of their place are disorderly.

The SPEAKER - Order! The Chair is in a
quandary. The Chair cannot recall anything in the
standing orders that would cover the situation, but I
am glad the honourable member for Richmond has
left the chamber.

Mr BRUMBY - The other area of so-called
competition which this government has
endeavoured to introduce concerns Melbourne
Water. If you look at what the government has done
with the reorganisation of Melbourne Water and
with the transfer of debt levels between Melbourne
Water, if you look at all of the reports that have been
produced by London Economics and others you see
it has given away the organisational advantages of
Melbourne Water and the economies of scale and in
so doing it has cost Victorians around $50 million.
That is what they have done by doing away with the
economies of scale for Melbourne Water, by
breaking it up, by transferring debt and by putting
in place these so-called new pro<ompetition
policies. All they have done is wipe $50 million off
the value of Melbourne Water.

Mr BRUMBY -In relation to electricity, no other
state government anywhere in Australia is selling off
its electricity industry. No other government or
developed country around the world is so confusing
the aspects of competition and privatisation as is this
government

If you look at all of those areas that have been
subjected to the Kennett government's style of
competition policy you will find that they all involve
substantial losses to the Victorian taxpayers. You can
look at Heatane gas, Tabcorp, BASS ticketing,
Centaur and electricity, where Terry McCrann says

The SPEAKER - Order! The time appointed
under sessional orders for me to interrupt the
business of the house has now arrived.

Sitting continued on motion of Mr GUDE
(Minister for Industry and Employment).
Mr DolUs (to Mr Kennett) - I'll give you a kiss!

Honourable members interjecting.
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$3 billion has been lost because of the privatisation
of the electricity industry.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - Government members might
not care about a $3 billion loss, but it is a significant
loss for the Victorian people. What about the
Onelink contract that should have been in place in
May 1994? It was not in place and the cost to
taxpayers is more than $100 million. You can go
through the list.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I warn members on my
right that I will take action against them. Their
barrage of interjections is disorderly. I ask the house
to come to order.

Mr BRUMBY - You can start with electricitythat is $3 billion; Melbourne Water is $50 million;
Heatane gas, unspecified loss probably running to
$100 million; Tabcorp with the loss to consumers
from a current share price of $3.50 against a sale
price of $2.25 being more than $200 million; and
Centaur veterinary laboratories with the cost to
farmers through cost increases and closures running
to millions of dollars.
Mr W. D. McGrath - Millions of dollars?
Mr BRUMBY - Yes, because farmers used to use
those services; now they can't use those services.
You go through that list and then you put - -
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refer to in a moment. We put this out on Monday.
Compulsory competitive tendering is a disaster
across Victoria. Wherever you look at compulsory
competitive tendering it is a disaster.

If you consider East Gippsland, 300 jobs have been
taken out of Baimsdale and Orbost alone through
compulsory competitive tendering. Add that to the
80 jobs that have been lost to Orbost because of
cutbacks in the Department of Conservation and
Natural Resources and you see a disaster.
Right across Victoria local government jobs are
being lost through compulsory competitive
tendering. They are being lost in the areas of family
services, children's services, art galleries, libraries
and a whole range of other essential services. We all
know the horror stories relating to meals-on-wheels
being tendered out. We know about the services that
used to be provided where people would knock on
the door and go in and talk to the citizens concerned.
What is happening now? Because of Ccf they knock
on the door or ring the door bell and if no-one
answers they leave the meal on the doormat. All of
the value and benefit that used to be there to care for
elderly people in the community has been removed
because of Ccf. That is happening right across
Victoria. You can look at art galleries and libraries.
Not even Margaret Thatcher in Britain applied
compulsory competitive tendering to libraries and
art galleries.
Mr Jenkins - Perhaps she should have.
Mr BRUMBY - She didn't. Is that what they
should be doing in Ballarat?

Mr DolUs interjected.
Mr Jenkins - That is exactly right.
The SPEAKER - Order! If the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition thinks he is annoying the Chair and
disrupting the debate he is doing a very good job.
Mr BRUMBY - You go through that list and you
get a number, as I say, according to independent
commentators such as Terry McCrann, that the cost
to Victorians runs into billions and billions of
dollars. We should also look at recent so-called
pro-competitive measures which have been taken by
this government, such as compulsory competitive
tendering. Compulsory competitive tendering has
been introduced across the state.

Mr Kennett - Do you know what it is?
Mr BRUMBY - Yes, we do. We have a paper on
compulsory competitive tendering, which I will

The SPEAKER - Order! The Chair has listened
carefully to the interjections of government
members. I advise the honourable members for
South Barwon, Monbulk, Ballarat West and Knox,
who are interjecting and out of their places, that I
shall take action against them if they continue to
interrupt proceedings.

Mr BRUMBY - As practised by the Kennett
government, compulsory competitive tendering
means the mandatory exposure of local government
services to competition. It means that over three
years councils must progressively adopt compulsory
tendering practices for 20 per cent, 30 per cent and,
finally, 50 per cent of their budgets. The legislative
definition of 'council budget' means assets,
depreciation and other items not relating to service
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provision, so councils will be forced to tender out all
their services.
I have been briefed on the issue by a number of
councils, and I am informed that the legislation will
force the contracting out of more than 100 per cent of
non-contestable services. I ask the Premier to explain
how councils can contract out more than 100 per
cent of those services. In many cases more than half
of council services are not contestable.
Last week I met the art galleries association and was
told that the legislation will force art galleries to
tender for their curator positions. Because costs will
be forced down - that will be combined with
de-sessioning - many galleries will have to sell off
valuable pieces of art. No matter where one looks,
one sees that compulsory competitive tendering is a
disaster. The opposition wants local government to
provide quality services efficiently and effectively.
Democratically elected council should decide what
is best for their ratepayers.
The honourable member for Monbulk shakes his
head when I mention democratically elected
councils. The government hates democracy. It
cannot stand democratically elected councils and
does not believe they should make decisions about
the services that should be tendered out. The
opposition believes elected councils should have the
capacity to make decisions about the services that
should be contracted out.
We on this side of the house say emphatically that
elected councils should be making decisions about
the services that are competitively tendered for.
Compulsory competitive tendering is a mistake. It
did not work in Great Britain and it is not working
here. Compulsory competitive tendering is a job
killer throughout country Victoria. Whether in
Castlemaine, Ballarat, Swan Hill, East Gippsland or
Horsham, it is a shambles. Country jobs are being
lost to larger firms in major provincial centres or in
Melbourne.

In the United Kingdom compulsory competitive
tendering has seen the establishment of
anticompetitive practices.
Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - I would like you to answer the
questions that you refused to answer in question
time. Compulsory competitive tendering has not
been a success in the United Kingdom because it has
not been conducive to the creation of a competitive
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environment. It has led to anticompetitive practices
and monopolies - and, in some cases, a number of
oligopolies.
When councils contract out road making they will
sell off their road-making equipment and become
the captives of private firms. Far from driving prices
down, that will have the effect of increasing prices.
A number of issues have to be resolved. How will
the government ensure the equitable distribution of
services across the state? How will consistency and
quality be assured? How will the affordability of
services be assured, and how will the charging
practices of private contractors be controlled? To
whom will people complain if private contractors
make mistakes or fail to deliver the services councils
will no longer be responsible for providing? What is
the legal relationship between ratepayers and
private contractors? What will happen to the
thousands of volunteers who now run local
government services? How will the public gain
access to information if the contracts between
councils and private contractors are commercial in
confidence? What environmental standards will
councils apply to contracted services, and who will
monitor them? How will local communities shape
services to accord with their needs and expectations?
How will vital jobs and the pay and conditions of
local work forces be protected. Why the need to rush
into the tendering out of council services before
elected councils are reinstated? Those questions
have not been addressed by the Kennett government
either because it does not know the answers or
because it does not want the community to know.
The commissioners have given varied responses to
those questions. Sometimes they give glib
assurances but avoid responsibility for the decisions
they make. A recent example concerns the Chief
Commissioner of the City of Port Phillip, who
refused to answer questions about the tendering out
of local library services. He claimed the
responsibility for the tendering process rested with
the employees of the council, so he could not
provide information - Mr Kennett - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the Leader of the Opposition is reading directly from
a document. I ask that it be tabled in its entirety.
Mr Batchelor - Mr Speaker, I seek to move that
the whole text be incorporated in Hansard.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Premier has asked
the Leader of the Opposition to table the document
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It is a reasonable request, and I ask that the

Mr Kennett interjected.

document be tabled.
Mr BRUMBY - The honourable member for
Thomastown has moved that the document be
incorporated in Hansard.

The SPEAKER -Order! The house must deal
with one thing at a time. The Premier has asked that
the Leader of the Opposition table the document
from which he is quoting. The request is reasonable,
and I ask the Leader of the Opposition to comply.
Mr BRUMBY - I am happy to do that. The
manager of opposition business has moved that the
document entitled Delivering better services to local

communities - Labor's plan for reliable local government
services be incorporated in Hansard.

Mr BRUMBY - What about a compromise? I
will read the summary at the beginning.
Mr Kennett - Read it all.
Mr BRUMBY - The document reads:
1.

THE ICENNEIT GOVERNMENT'S AGENDA AND

ccr
I<ennett government changes to Victorian - -

Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - Yes, it is. It is the executive
summary:

The SPEAKER - Order! The rules of the house
are clear. Any member who wants material
incorporated in Hansard has to first approach the
Speaker to see whether it is suitable for
incorporation. That has not been done; therefore, I
cannot accept the motion.

Kennett government changes to Victorian local
government have seen sweeping attacks on local
democracy including the unprecedented sacking of
elected councillors, the installation of
government-appointed commissioners, and municipal
amalgamations imposed against the wishes of local
communities.

Mr BRUMBY -It will take a long time to read
this important document It concerns compulsory
competitive tendering. The Premier has invited me
to read it into Hansard. If that is what he wants, I will
do so.

The government's agenda challenges the ethos of
Victorian local government which has traditionally
endeavoured to represent the aspirations of local
communities - not the aspirations of political parties
or state governments.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will be heard without interruption.
Mr Kennett - Come on, read it

Mr Batchelor (to Mr Kennett) - You couldn't
read it; that's your problem.

Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - I am worried about you getting
your 8 hours sleep tonight.

Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - I hope you answer some
questions tomorrow.
The SPEAKER - Order! Debate cannot proceed
with members interjecting across the table. I ask the
house to come to order while the Leader of the
Opposition delivers his speech.

The aggressive changes have not been confined to
attacks on local democracy or boundary changes, and
include radical changes to the operating principles and
structures of local government in Victoria.
A chief weapon in the challenge to operating principles
and local government structures is compulsory
competitive tendering (CCT). The doctrinaire and
inflexible implementation of CCT, more than most
other elements of the coalition's local government
policy agenda, threatens the nature and value of
services provided by municipal government in
Victoria. It does this because it indiscriminately
requires services to be tendered on the assumption this
will drive the cost of services down, and disregards
other important aspects of council services such as
quality, reliability and appropriateness.
The ccr agenda ignores the quality of existing services
and any preferences on the part of residents and
ratepayers to retain existing services because they
already adequately meet their needs. CCT ignores who
is best to do the job.
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The speed and scope of the implementation of ccr in
Victoria is based on legislative compulsion, not on the
strategic managerial, economic or social judgment of
commissioners or council staff.

The social impact of ccr on residents and ratepayers,
including frail, older and disabled people and families
with young children, are not issues that concern the
Kennettgovernment

The government has said that it is better for local
communities if services are tendered, but has provided
no safeguards in respect of service quality or reliability.
The Victorian legislation which compels tendering
applies without exception. It was not until August 28
1995, after months of complaints about manipulation of
tendering processes, that the government finally
released a 'voluntary' council code for competitive
tendering.

ccr threatens the democratic rights of local

Budget cuts and CCT
The state government's legislated requirement that
councils deliver rate reductions of $300 million will
strongly affect the outcome of ccr and local
government service delivery. For all councils it means a
drop in rate revenue and finding savings which are in
many cases in excess of 30 per cent of service budgets
(Emst).

Evidence is emerging from 1995-96 council budget
documents (Yarra and Kingston etc) that some councils
are balancing budgets through asset sales and paper
manoeuvres.
In the context of ccr, the legislated rate reductions will
force councils to prefer tenders on the basis of the
cheapest cost, at the expense of other considerations
such as quality and reliability.

1l\e Industry Commission raised similar concerns in a
1994 report noting:
'Government officials can be risk averse, with
respect to costs, and rely on price alone in selecting
providers ... Where budget cuts are operating in
parallel with funding reform there may be
considerable incentives to focus on obtaining the
lowest price for services'.

1l\e assumption of proponents of ccr is that
competition results in more efficient and cheaper
services. This paper shows that the premise is open to
question, and that ccr does not always deliver
cheaper services or better outcomes.

communities, residents and ratepayers to influence
local government decisions on services; such rights are
attached to taxing powers in all other democracies.

Honourable members interjecting.
The AcrING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! The behaviour of members has become quite
silly. I ask the house to come to order. I ask
honourable members on both my right and left to
cease private conversations. I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to deliver his speech in a voice audible
to the Chair and the house as a whole.
Mr Batchelor - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the Premier has invited the Leader of the
Opposition to read the document into Hansard. We
seek your leave to have the document incorporated.
That is the alternative to the honourable member's
having to accept the invitation to read the document.
It is in a suitable format for incorporation in Hansard.

If you were of a mind to consider that request, that
would enable'the document to be incorporated. The
Premier finds the document so important and
necessary that he has asked that it be read to the
Parliament. If that is not your wish and if you were
to rule against the Premier's decree, it would be up
to the Leader of the Opposition to decide whether to
continue to read the document. We seek your ruling
on whether the document can be incorporated in

Hansard.
The AcrING SPEAKER - Order! I am not
quite sure what the point of order is. The point at
issue is not whether the document can be
incorporated in Hansard. The Speaker has already
ruled on that matter. I have just asked that the house
come to order and that the Leader of the Opposition
present his speech in a voice audible to the Chair
and to the house as a whole. I invite the Leader of
the Opposition to resume his speech at the level
required, and I ask the house to come to order.

Rejecting government by the market

Mr BRUMBY - The document continues:

ca represents a radical experiment with'government
by the market'. Victorian Labor rejects 'government by
the market' because it puts at risk services upon which
local communities rely.

1l\e value of a professional and motivated local
government work force, the impact of massive job
losses and declining pay conditions are not issues that
concern the Kennett government 1l\e impact on rural

COMPETITION POLICY REFORM (VICTORIA) BILL
Wednesday. 11 October 1995

ASSEMBLY

communities is not an issue that concerns the Kennett
government Environmental and economic impacts on
local communities also do not concern the Kennett
government. 1bese issues, however, are central
concerns of Victorian Labor.

CCT tmd pritHltisation
CCI' is an acknowledged part of the Kennett
government's philosophy on privatisation. There have
been many government statements which verify this. It
was succinctly stated by the Treasurer in a speech
delivered in Sydney last year, when he said:
I want to suggest that contracting out is far more
subtle and effective than is generally realised. It
will form part of virtually every reform we
undertake.
In the same speech the Treasurer spoke of asset sales
and an objective of 'shifting activity from the public to
the private sector' which. he said, equates with 'best
practice because it allows quid access to superior
performance'. 1be Victorian ALP believes the
Treasurer's statements are ideologically driven and fail
the test of economic responsibility.

Feed Hilmer, James Quinn and a range of other
economic commentators have recently stressed that
contracting out or outsourcing is not always the best
managerial or economic practice. Hilmer stressed the
importance of at least retaining core competencies and
said that if outsourcing is to occur, it must be managed
strategically so as to deliver economic benefits.
The U1IIl7IS1De1'ed questicms

There are many essential questions about CCI' which
the Kennett government and the commissioners have

not answered.

Earlier I detailed the list of questions, including:
how will an equitable distribution and range of services
across the state be assured; and
how will the consistency and quality of services across
the state be assured?

The document contains a range of other questions to
which I alluded earlier. It continues:
In April 1995 a paper produced for the Industry
Commission by the Commonwealth Ombudsman
highlights the complexity of issues particularly with
regard to standards and accountability surrounding the
contracting out of government services. 1be paper said
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contracting out was leading to the emergence of a new
range of complaints from service recipients. These are
listed at attachment no. 1. A case study which
illustrates the problems that can arise because of
unclear relationships and arrangements between
government agencies, private contractors and clients is
at attachment no. 2.

Mr Leigh - Shall we surrender?
Mr BRUMBY - You can have it incorporated,
otherwise we will go on until 3.00 a.m. I am happy
to do that. That is what you did last time - you
gave in. You will give in this time! After we finish
with the CCI' paper, we will read the one headed,
'Competition Policy in Electricity'. The document
further states:

Community assets are at risk
The community is entitled to an independent
assessment of the merits and outcomes of CCI'.
In today's Victoria, because of the policies of the
current government, the nature and delivery of
programs upon which individuals and families rely is
changing radically. Despite impressive achievements in
enhancing work practices and emphasis on quality, in
some cases services are being disrupted, reduced and
are becoming less reliable. In other cases, the services
are disappearing altogether. This is because of the
i1l<onceived nature and major upheaval associated
with the government's municipal changes. The
government accepts no role in monitoring impact of
council amalgamations or CCI' on services. It is left to
the community to try and monitor what is happening
to their local services.
1be privatisation, closure and sale of libraries,
community pools, maternal and child health, child care,
youth. home and community care services and hostels
for the elderly are causing particular anguish to local
communities. It is unacceptable to the Victorian ALP
that unelected commissioners are determining the
future of services which are vital to the daily lives of
people and the future of communities.
Commissioners should be restricted to acting as
caretakers. However, despite community concern, they
are making far-reaching decisions with long-term
consequences. Contracts entered into by commissioners
and the sale of infrastructure and equipment have
long-term consequences and will restrict and bind
future councils where local democracy is fully restored
by a future Labor government
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VICI'ORIA

The Kennett government's CCI' policy means
mandatory exposure of local government services to
competition through a process of public tendering.
Over three years councils must progressively expose
20, then 30 and finally 50 per cent of council budgets to
CCI'. The legislative definition applied to a council
'budget' includes assets, depreciation and other items
not related to service provision. This means that many
councils will be forced to tender out all or nearly all
services, regardless of the relevant merits of doing so.
The Kennett government only sees a role in forcing the
targets to be met and does not care about the impact.
The Kennett government does not see an issue when it
comes to compatibility between services for people and
competition, nor does it value the considerable
experience and professionalism of the local government
work force.
Councils must provide annual compulsory competitive
tendering statements to the minister. If they have not
reached their targets, remedial action may be taken by
the minister to force the CCI' agenda.
Councils can establish in-house tender teams which
may bid for the right to continue to do the work
currently done by council employees. However, there
are no guaranteed rights for existing local government
workers to bid in the CCI' legislation. Even the rights of
UK council workers to bid for their jobs were protected
under the British legislation.

The Minister for Local Government has recently given
formal warning to commissioners not to prefer
in-house bids by the existing work force even if they tie
with an external bidder. This is further evidence of the
Kennett government's political motives in the CCI'
agenda.
3.

THE UK EXPERIENCE

The contracting out of services by governments in
Australia and other parts of the world is not new.
However, ccr is a relatively new phenomena. The UK
provides the only example of a comprehensive CCI'
agenda across local government It is important to note
that the CCI' changes underpinned the decimation of a
tangible role for local government in the UK.
CCI' is largely a product of the Thatcher government's
policies in the 1980s.ln 1980, under the provisions of
the Local Government and Land Act, a specific range of
services were exposed to competition with the private
sector. The initial services were construction and
maintenance of buildings and highways.
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In 1988, the Local Government and Land Act expanded
the scope of CCI' adding another seven services to the
Thatcher government's CO agenda. These services
included refuse collection, street cleaning, building
cleaning, vehicle maintenance, grounds maintenance,
general cleaning and catering in education and welfare.
In 1989 the maintenance of sports and leisure facilities
were added to the list. Notably, human services were
only added to the conservative CO agenda some 10
years after the experiment began.

The presumption of policy makers in the UK which
formed the basis of marketing and implementation of
ccr is that ccr directly results in a reduction of the
cost of providing services. However, the UK experience
found the significant cost in the implementation and
monitoring of CCI', and exposed serious difficulties in
ensuring good quality services and outcomes.
Research funded by the UK Department of the
Environment on the early experience of CO in local
government indicated an average reduction in the cost
of services of no more than 6.2 per cent across a range
of services - not a reduction overall. Furthermore,
such was the variance in cost outcomes around this
mean, that the researcher stated that.
... the only safe conclusion to be reached is that it
would be unsafe to reach any definite conclusion.

This research has recently been replicated to cover the
experience of the same example of UK councils over the
whole period that CO has been in operation, from
1989 to 1992. The average reduction in cost savings
remains around 6.2 per cent. At the same time, the
average cost of making the various preparations in
tendering procedures and organisation averaged
7.s per cent of first year costs.
A comprehensive survey of 300 UK CCI' contracts
awarded under the 1988 legislation found that the
equivalent of 271 full-time jobs were needed to
supervise the CCI' process at a cost to the British
ratepayer of £3.85 million.
A separate study of 448 contracts awarded around the
same period calculated the cost of tendering to be in the
order of £41 million. In addition, another £4 million
was spent on consultants' fees taking the total cost
generated by these contracts £45 million.
Administrative, legal and management costs of
contracting out council services are unavoidable. The
UK experience demonstrates that competitive
tendering is an expensive exercise. Given the
substantial costs involved, the community is entitled to
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know precisely what the CCT experiment is costing
their community.
4.

TIlE VICTORIAN CONTEXT
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competitors; the prohibitive cost of equipment and
infrastructure for some services; the cost of service
delivery particularly in remote areas allows little scope
for profit

Commissioners are not accountable
The aim of implementing CCT in Victoria under the
I<ennett government, as in the UI< under Thatcher, is to
deregulate and drive down workers' pay and
conditions, dismantle local government services and
disempower local government as an independent level
of government This is apparent because there are no
targets for efficiency, quality or the reliability of
services. Local councils currently differ widely in their
emphasis on outcomes and are able to do so because
the Victorian legislation is silent on the issue.

Questions of service quality, supervision of outsourced
suppliers, the social impact on people who need the
services, and the impact existing on the existing work
force and local communities mayor may not be
addressed, depending on the want of the
commissioners.

CCT does not make economic sense
Contracting out in local government actually generates
Significant costs according to a 1990 report of the
Evatt Research Foundation. The issue of whether the
main cost advantages of providing the service reside
with contractors or day labour is far from certain.
The qualifications which should be applied to any
simple claim that contracting out and competitive
tendering reduce costs significantly have also been
recognised in reports published by the Organisation for
Economic Development and Cooperation and the
Australian Commonwealth Government's Advisory
Board.
The Evatt Research Centre undertook an exhaustive
study of contracting out of council services and related
issues when they surveyed 831 municipalities
nationwide in 1990. The analysis of the survey
identified trends and highlighted the confusion and
complexity involved in simply comparing the cost of
private services with public sector services.

CCT ignores whether or not a truly competitive market
for delivery of services exists. The potential for effective
competition varies depending on the type of service
involved and the region. CCT ignores that in some
regions, particularly rural Victoria, there is little, if any,
real scope for greater efficiency or better outcomes
through competition. The range of reasons for this
include the laclc of any or any viable and experienced

Whether cost savings can be achieved depends on a
wide range of factors such as the type of service, the
size and location of the council and the size of the
service to be delivered.
The scope and potential for greater efficiency depends
on a range of variables including the presence of
genuine sustained competition according to the report.

For competitive tendering to achieve greater efficiency
there must be genuine sustained competition. The Evatt
paper points out the lack of competition in the
Australian environment and it notes that three out of
every four local authorities in Australia are outside the
immediate regions surrounding the capital cities. More
than 90 per cent of these councils have local economies
which are either solely or largely based on a single
industry.
In this context, the smaller market combined with the
highly capital intensive nature of some services, such as
modem garbage collection, make genuine and
sustained competition unlilcely in many areas of
Australia.

Very few councils surveyed as part of the Evatt
research specifically mentioned competition as an
advantage of contracting out Many councils in fact
referred to anticompetitive outcomes of using
contractors. A number of councils referred to a laclc of
bids for services being a problem, especially in boom
times. Other councils referred to the dangers of
dependence on contractors, especially rural councils.
Contractors can hold councils to ransom if a council is
totally dependent on a contractor to perform particular
types of work.

CCT works Ilgllinst competition
Conveniently those who advocate CCT place a heavy
emphasis on the potential for the competitive tendering
process to allow for competition between the internal
bidders, that is the existing work force, and private
contractors.
Should the in-house tender not win the contract, it is
most likely to be dismantled, staff redeployed and
equipment sold. Therefore, in the second round of
tendering the council will not enjoy the benefits of
competition between the in-house supplier and outside
contractors. It will be difficult for a council to
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re-establish services in-house should it be highly capital
intensive or require expertise which will be lost to local
government, particularly when councils are faced by a
sole monopolistic private supplier. In this situation, the
public authority will be forced to accept a costly
outcome or face the difficulties of costing and
re-establishing its own service. This illustrates the
dangers of concentrating on the theoretical application
of principles at one point in time and ignoring the
reality of the longer term scenario.
Evidence is now emerging in the Ul< of a small number
of large, multi-national firms dominating the various
service sectors exposed to competition. In refuse
collection, four companies have secured 48 per cent of
the market and in school meals, three companies have
secured a massive 78 per cent of the market. Across
central government, local government and health, only
six companies have 60 per cent of all information
technology contracts.
Early experience with tendering in Australia suggests
that the same firms that are dominating the UK
markets are moving in on contracts in Australia,
meaning more overseas ownership of Australian
services. A recent example is the entry on to the market
of Berkeley Challenge, a subsidiary of P and 0, which
recently won a contract for street cleaning from the
Melbourne City Council.

CCI' tramples on local democracy, and uses fear of job
losses to silence the concerns of workers in the system.
There are a range of examples including maternal and
child health nurses employed by the City of
Stonnington and aged care workers at the City of
Melbourne who are frightened to speak publicly about
their concerns over the policies of the commissioners
and the Kennett government
CCT and the human cost

'Since the privatisation of meaIs-on-wheels my
elderly mother no longer receives tasty, nutritious
home-made soups. Instead she gets an anonymous
paper packet containing a greyish powder - no
list of ingredients, no instructions. The general
standard and appearance (so important) of the
meals, has also declined'. The Grey alternative,}o
Goodman, Eltham. Access Age 22.7.95.
The best way to show the impact of current policies on

the community is to provide illustrations of the impact
on people.
Aged care and other human services provide emotive
and extremely worrying examples. The sensitive and
complex issues involved in these areas of service
delivery mean that the forced tendering of services can
directly lead to anxiety and distress.
The council auspiced, commonwealth-funded Amaroo

Finally, it is important to note that the CCT changes in
the UK have been implemented over a period of 12 to
13 years and even included an 'on paper' attempt at
assessing the relative merits of contracting particular
services over time. The CCT agenda in Victoria will be
implemented over three years and there is not even a
token show of assessing the outcomes by the Kennett
government All but three councils have been under
commissioner control for the first stages of CCT. It is
anticipated that at least 70 per cent of councils will have
been under commissioner control for the entire CCT
implementation period.

lAck of consultation
The government has overlooked the need for
community involvement concerning the future of local
services, just as it has overlooked the democratic right
of residents and ratepayers to elect councillors.
At best the Kennett governmenrs CCT agenda is a
reckless experiment with government by the market
which disregards the importance of local government
services to communities. It is a radical agenda and it is
more radical than the CCT agenda implemented by the
Thatcher government in the UI<.

Aged Person's Hostel at Knox and the Milparra Hostel
at Frankston are home to more than 100 frail old
people. The hostels provide security, good services,
continuity of staffing and a caring environment Many
older residents no longer have families and their
relationships within the hostel, including with staff, are
important friendships. The news that the hostels were
to be tendered has caused much distress among
residents and their relatives. This is unnecessary and
unfair on older people who are entitled to peace of
mind.
There is a growing body of evidence showing
disruption to services, anxiety and uncertainty among
service recipients and workers in the area of home care,
child care, maternal and child health and youth
services.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - Do you want me to repeat that
part?

Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr BRUMBY - I have been asked to repeat that
part and I shall:
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municipal work forces that had been 'successful' in the

tendering process.

There is a growing body of evidence showing
disruption to services, anxiety and uncertainty among
service recipients and workers in the area of home care,
child care, maternal and child health and youth
services.

Most winning municipalities sacked employees.
Remaining employees commonly suffered a reduction
in pay and conditions. The UK experience shows that
ccr precipitates big job losses regardless of who wins
the tendering process.

Mr Leigh - Can you say that again?

Just as Premier Kennett and Minister Hallam have so
zealously imported ccr from Britain, so too have they
secured for Victorian local government the certain
knowledge that jobs will go. This is dearly evident by
recent happenings within the flagship of so-called
'efficient' management, the City of Melbourne.

Mr BRUMBY - I have said it twice. Point 5
concerns the impacts on the work force and
community. We could have adjourned this debate
unti110.00 a.m. tomorrow, but you want to keep
gOing. If you want to keep going, }effrey, we will
just keep going.
Mr Kennett - We will finish it tonight.
Mr BRUMBY - I do not think we will, because
we will be going well after midnight. We will not
finish it tonight, so we will finish it tomorrow.

Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - No, you said tOnight.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! This debate will continue in an orderly
fashion. The Leader of the Opposition will address
the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY - The document continues:
5.

IMPACJ'S ON 1HE WORK FORCE AND
COMMUNITIES

The UK experience, as outlined in both independent

and government commissioned research, is that ccr is
associated with redundancy and retrenchment of local
workers. For example, research commissioned by the
British Minister for Local Government found that job
losses in excess of 25 per cent have occurred in specific
service sectors as a direct result of the introduction of
ccr. The same study showed an average job loss
across all CCI' service sectors of 13.5 per cent
This research as well as other bodies of evidence
estimate that more than 120 000 Britons have lost their
livelihood in the pursuit of CCI' efficiency. Such
alarming reductions in staff are significant enough, but
the truly regressive nature of CCI' is better illustrated
by a study conducted by Britain's most prominent
public sector unions, which found that in the first
15 months of ccr there had been reductions in

The Kennett-government-appointed City of Melbourne
commissioners decided that 35 services traditionally
carried out by the municipal work force should be put
out to tender. An expected 1000 to 1300 jobs will go, job
losses that will add to the 500 pink slips already
handed out over the past four years. Despite the effects
the government presses ahead with ccr, and in so
doing provides the Victorian public with yet another
disturbing example of public policy Kennett style.

UK research, sponsored by major public sector unions,
has clearly demonstrated a connection between ccr
and a deterioration in levels of remuneration and
conditions of employment.
These negative employment effects are not confined to
the UK; they also pervade the USA, where contracting
out is well established. Research there points to
significant decreases in working hours and the number
of full-time service providers. This is ostensibly the
product of more than two-thirds of all contractor
employees being employed in a part-time or casual
capacity. The USA research also outlines a decline in
arrangements for holiday and sickness pay,
disciplinary procedures and pensions.

Further to these effects, the displacement of municipal
labour places in jeopardy the goals and objectives of
affirmative action, equal opportunity and so on. The
UK Equal Opportunities Commission recently released
a consultants report on the impact of ccr government
on women's employment and pay. The findings show
that women working in the female-dominated
industries of cleaning and catering have experienced
severe cuts in hours, pay and conditions in both local
authorities and the private sector as a direct result of

ccr.
JOB LOSSES - CCI' in the four services surveyed had
a different impact on women and men with widening
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inequality in pay and conditions for part-time women
workers and full-time male wor1cers in manual services.
Women's employment fell by 22 per cent and male
employment by 12 per cent in the four services during
the first round of tendering. Other findings included:
Women accounted for % per cent of the net job
loss.
Employment fell by 13 per cent in residential and
home care services between 1988 and 1993.
Part-time employment fell by 22 per cent and
full-time employment by 12 per cent in the first
round.

curs IN HOURS -In addition to a decline in jobs, the
hours worked by part-time staff reduced under ccr.
Average hours in building cleaning declined by
25 per cent and in catering by 16 per cent Contractual
hours in refuse collection remained the same, although
the actual hours worked increased. This reduction
forced more women into multiple jobs with some
part-timers working for 2 or 3 hours on several
contracts to increase their earnings.

The decline in hours also meant that a greater number
of women had weekly earnings below the national
insurance lower earnings limit and were often excluded
from employment protection insurance.
WOMEN'S PAY SQUEEZED BY ccr - The research
shows that differences in pay levels between full-time
and part-time workers have widened since 1988. Pay
levels increased in refuse collection during the first
round of tendering, primarily through the increased
use of bonuses. In cleaning and catering pay rates did
not increase and in some cases declined for part-time
workers. Bonus pay was removed, local pay rates
introduced and privatisation of some contracts resulted
in pay cuts. Other findings included:

SURPLUSES GENERATED BY LOW PAID
WOMEN - Surpluses on DSO trading accounts for the
four ccr services totalled 517.4 million in the 39 case
studies in 1991-92. Female dominated services
accounted for over 90 per cent of the surpluses. In some
local authorities, low-paid women in catering and
cleaning are effectively subsidising council expenditure.
COMPETITION VS COMMITMENT - What effect do
change processes as dramatic as that of CCI' have on
the morale and the productivity of a council's
employees? CCI' is likely to be far from a cost-free
process in terms of its effect on existing employees. The
evidence in this respect is by no means clear and often
anecdotal. However, an indicator may be a recent
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membership survey undertaken by the ASU which
showed that ASU members in local government rated
job security as the issue of most importance to them
before pay and conditions and health and safety.
A process that provides continuing uncertainty for
employees will undoubtedly have a negative effect on
staff morale. It is certainly inconsistent with building an
enterprise based on commitment.
Although the implementation of CCI' is relatively new
in Victoria, early experience reveals a replication of the
UK experience with experienced local government
workers undergoing loss of morale and an ultimate
sacrifice of pay and conditions in order to undercut
private contractors and save their jobs. There is also
emerging evidence that workers with higher skill levels
are leaving councils and taking paclcages, to avoid the
ongoing job insecurity.
6.

CCI' AND RURAL/PROVINCIAL COMMUNITIES

In some respects the worst affected by CCI' will be
those small rural communities whose future depends
upon municipal employment and the local shire
budget Reductions in local government jobs will lead
to a decline in levels of disposable income and
expenditure, adding to the already formidable burdens
of struggling local economies.
In addition to this direct impact, those local
employers - the commercial viability of whom is
directly linked to providing support products and
services to their municipality - must suffer as local
government operations are taken up by contractors and
invariably relocated in provincial - -

Mr Dollis interjected.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - The Premier is a very slow
learner, Mr Acting Speaker.
Once a small community reaches this stage, its very
future is in jeopardy; as young people move away in
search of better employment opportunities and various
agencies (for example, branches of financial
institutions) are forced to cease operations because of
the depressed environment These are but some of the
hidden effects or impacts of CCI', yet they remain some
of the most significant

These examples highlight the fact that in many
instances local government is more than simply a
service provider or profit maker, instead, local
government is often the 'lifeblood' of the community.
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Simi1arly, local government not only provides for the
tangible or physical needs of its community. Local
government services and operations often facilitate
unprofitable yet immensely valuable community
programs and activities. However, cheaply run local
government is not necessarily an effective or equitable
local government

A relevant commentary on CCI' was provided by
Mr Bruce Scott, the federal shadow Minister for
Local Government and member of the National
Party. He said:
We must acknowledge in some areas there may be
special considerations where it may not be in the best
interest of the community (to apply CCf) ... ca may
not be necessary for some already successful services.

A number of case studies are attached to this paper,
and they are contained in the volumes the deputy
leader has just brought into the house. I will proceed
to move through those case studies one by one. I will
say this about CCI': the fact is there is a better way
of doing things with local government in Victoria.
The view that Labor has put about CCI' combines
sound financial management and investment in
people through quality health, education and
community services, a clean environment, a
flourishing democracy and a strong focus on
industry and jobs. The vision we have is the right
vision for Victoria, and local government is a key
part of that vision.
In government Labor would restore democracy
across local government. We would restore
consultation and local participation to the operation
of each municipality. We would ensure the
provision of affordable quality services to local
communities that are delivered on the basis of need
and in accordance with local expectations. We
would support councils to plan strategically to meet
the needs of local communities, and we would
promote fiscally responsible management across
local government and encourage the prosperity and
development of the resources of municipal districts.

The aim of every council must be to deliver quality
services efficiently and effectively. Ratepayers and
the community generally must get value for money.
Councillors must consult widely and they must
make decisions based on objective criteria that
indicate whether in each case outcomes will be
better or worse for the community. They must take
account of people and not just figures. We must do
the best job we can, and those council decisions
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must be central to the long-term future of local
government.
Key criteria in the decision-making process include
quality, cost, access and equity, and the broader
social and economic impact on individuals and
communities. That is why Labor believes the forced
tendering of services through the process of CCI' is
not the right direction for local government or for
Victoria. CCI' has shown in the United Kingdom,
and is now showing in Victoria, that it cannot meet a
combination of goals that are required to deliver
good public policy. CCI' has been forced on local
communities with little or no debate. Its flawed
introduction has been made easier by the sacking of
local councillors and the installation of
commissioners.
Labor believes the delivery of council services,
including any decision to tender or privatise
services, should not be made by unaccountable
commissioners. Labor reaffirms the view that
democratically elected councillors are best placed to
understand the needs and wishes of local
communities and to assess on a cost-benefit basis
when it is or when it is not in the best interests to
tender council services.
In terms of CCI' the fact is that the undemocratic
nature of the Kennett government's municipal
changes, including the sacking of elected councillors,
legislative rate reductions in a pre-election period
and CCI' are unprecedented in the western world.
Debate concerning the present CCI' experiment in
Victoria must be understood in this light and must
be seen as part of the Kennett government's broader
industrial, ideological and political agenda, which
ignores democracy and social outcomes.

Major problems are already occurring with CCT.
They include: firstly, the loss of control over the
delivery of services which are essential to
communities; and secondly, higher service costs
associated with the tendering process and the
monitoring of contracts, and higher costs because of
a bias against in-house bids. What we are seeing
right across Victoria is a whole new army of red tape
and bureaucrats being created, sitting in councils,
writing up contracts and deciding who will get
them. There are no cost efficiencies through this
procedure, only additional red tape, additional
bureaucracy and unproductive use of resources.
Thirdly, there are problems ensuring contract
performance and the entry into the market of
under-capitalised and inexperienced private
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operators; fourthly, there is uncertainty around
service delivery due to contracts that do not
sufficiently identify service requirements; fifthly,
there are low quality outcomes because of an
inability of councils to manage the contracts they
have entered into, and a lack of any meaningful
benchmarking or any strategic approach to the
tendering out of services.
The sixth problem with ccr is the continuing
insecurity among service recipients about access,
affordability and the quality of services among frail
older people, people with disabilities and families
with young children. The seventh problem is
uncertain avenues for complaint resolution; the
eighth is declining pay and conditions due to private
companies seeking a competitive edge at the same
time as requiring Significant profit; and the ninth
problem is massive job losses, particularly in rural
and regional areas, and the potential for many more
jobs to go, which will impact widely on many
families and communities.
It must be remembered that a key part of the
government's broader agenda involves driving
down the size of the public sector work force and
reducing the cost of services by reducing the cost of
labour without giving consideration to broader
issues. Recent examples include the loss of pay and
conditions of staff of Melbourne City Council in all
services won by in-house bids. In the case of staff at
the city pool, this involved pay cuts of around 20 per
cent For aged-care workers it meant a $3 reduction
in already low hourly rates of pay and an extension
of deemed normal working hours from 6 a.m. to
11 p.m. The changes have resulted in the loss of
experienced staff and disruption to services.

In addition, the Kennett government has failed to
address important social, legal and economic issues
about ccr. That is right! While the Kennett
government in all those areas is forcing down the
pay and conditions of ordinary workers, there have
been plenty of pay rises for department heads and
for the heads of health region networks, and plenty
of pay rises for Ross Wilson on the contract that the
Treasurer signed for $8 million - but no pay and
improvement in conditions for ordinary working
Victorians.
The questions that have to be asked include: how
can the provision of local government services for
profit be consistent with the commitment to provide
high-quality social and environmentally responsible
services? How can private contractors be held
accountable for providing responsible and holistic
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social services in the same way as public sector
employees are accountable? Is it appropriate for the
private sector to usurp and profit from services and
social programs upon which vulnerable members of
the community rely? What is the role and who is
responsible for volunteers if services are privatised?
Should private sector employees have the same
access to information about client service recipients
as public sector employees?
The question of how and to whom complaints are
made if things go wrong and the legal relationships
between those who receive services, private
contractors and councils are also unclear. These are
only some of the questions and issues the Kennett
government has failed to address. Other issues such
as public ethics and the role of the public sector, the
cohesion of local government and its relationship to
the community, notions of democracy and
accountability and social responsibility have also
been neglected by the government
The ccr agenda of the Kennett government is ill
conceived and puts at risk the services on which
local communities rely. Accordingly, ccr is rejected
as a legitimate policy alternative by most decent
thinking Victorians. I have referred to the
background paper the Premier expressed such
interest in. I now want to move to the issue of
competition in the electricity industry.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! I draw the attention of the Leader of the
Opposition to page 365 of 21st edition of May, which
deals with the quotation of extracts from documents.
I understand he is now proposing to move from
reading a document that the house agreed should be
read into the record to reading another document.
I put it to the Leader of the Opposition that the
acceptance by the Speaker of the reading of the first
document does not apply to his reading of a second
document. The reference at page 365 of May is now
relevant and he should not presume that he is now
able to read an entirely new document into the
record.

Mr BRUMBY - I am familiar with what May
says at page 365 of the 21st edition. Earlier I said that
because this is a debate about competition policy I
would in due course give my views on the Victorian
electricity industry and the need for competition as
distinct from the privatising of it Before I do that I
wish to refer to nine appendices to the previous
report on CCT because the Premier has asked me to
read them into Hansard. I am reluctant to do that, so
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I will take your advice on the matter. On the issue of
material being read, page 366 of the 21st edition of
May states:
The rule against reading speeches is in any case,
relaxed for opening speeches ...

This is obviously an opening speech on a significant

bill that deals with a big issue for Victoria and
Australia. I refer to cuttings taken from newspapers
at the time the Premier entered into the Hilmer
agreement. The headlines include two from the front
page of the Herald Sun, '$4.2 billion win' and
'Reform pact earns Kennett's praise', and some from
the Age, such as 'Now for the hard part: long wait
for pact payouts', 'Hilmer: let's see quick results'
and 'Deal is done for an era of competition'. This is a
big issue. It warrants a Significant and detailed
response from the opposition, and I am
endeavouring to provide that response tonight. I
have referred at length to compulsory competitive
tendering, and I intend to refer at length to
competition.
Mr Deputy Speaker, prior to your taking the chair I
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government has done as a $3 billion disaster. The
Premier can sit there and shake his head from side to
side, but Mr McCrann has described the sale of the
SEC as a $3 billion disaster. Here is the newspaper
cutting, Jeffrey! It says 'Our $3 billion disaster'. Who
did it? The Premier of Victoria did it.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of
the Opposition should not invite interjections across
the table, and he should refer to honourable
members by their correct titles.

Mr BRUMBY -In an article headed 'Our
$3 billion disaster', which was published in the
Herald Sun of Thursday, 24 August, Terry McCrann

states:
The sale of the bits of the old SEC is going to be a
financial disaster for Victorians, costing us billions and
billions of dollars as taxpayers/owners.
A reasonable figure would be around $3 billion - over
$600 for every Victorian. Even higher figures are

arguable. The arithmetic is simple, chilling and
undeniable.

was about to refer to the electricity industry, which
is a big issue. The government has a program of

selling off the industry.
Mr Leigh - Supported by the Keating
government.
Mr BRUMBY -It is absolutely not supported by

the Keating government. Not only do government
members tell lies at question time, but they are
telling lies now. They tell lies when the truth should
do! To say the Keating government supports the
privatisation of the electricity industry is not true.
Mr KenneH interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - I know what he says about you.
He thinks you are a complete idiot.

Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair
does not intend to tolerate that level of interjection
across the chamber. If honourable members want to
play games the Chair will be happy to accommodate
them. The Leader of the Opposition will continue,
without interruption.

Mr BRUMBY -One of Melbourne's leading
economic commentators, Mr Terry McCrann of the
Herald Sun, has described what the Kennett

As well, small businesses and householders as
customers are going to pay a further $3 billion in extra
electricity prices as a result of a deliberate state
government decision to reduce the state debt quickly.

Government members may disbelieve it, but an
independent financial commentator has said that the
government's plan to sell off the electricity industry
is costing Victoria $3 billion, or $600 for each
Victorian. I should have thought that is a
catastrophic loss, particularly in view of the
pounding each Victorian family has taken under the
government in the form of a $1500 increase in taxes
and charges.
Victoria has the highest taxing and charging Premier
in its history. Every time a problem arises in Victoria
he puts on a new tax to deal with it. It doesn't matter
whether it involves Tattslotto, tobacco, fuel, motor
registration, bank transactions, the SEC, the Gas and
Fuel, kindergartens or TAFE colleges - the Premier
sees a new tax as the solution to every problem that
arises.

Because of the sale of the SEC every family must pay
an extra $600 on top of all the other costs that I went
through earlier such as the sale of Heatane gas, vet
labs, BASS ticketing, Tabcorp, the changes to
Melbourne Water and the $100 million loss on the
Onelink consortium, which adds up to close to $4
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billion worth of losses that the Victorian taxpayers
have to pick up because of the Premier's
incompetence.
This is a government that can cut but cannot
manage. It is a case of get the chainsaw out and cut,
but the government cannot manage. Whatever major
projects one looks at in this state, be it the ambulance
service or the health system, which is in crisis; the
education system; Onelink; privatisation of
electricity, water and gas, or now City Unk, the
Premier has botched and bungled from beginning to
end. Last night you sent your upper house lackey
the Minister for Roads and Ports to be the fall guy to
take all the flak, and you ran him out on This Day
Tonight where he got cut around. Where were you
on This Day Tonight? You know, all of the backbone,
'I'm a courageous leader'- -

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of
the Opposition, through the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY - It is the same with all the Hilmer
material: the Premier is happy to get up and say,
'This is a big thing I have done for Victorians', but as
I asked at the beginning of this debate, when we go
through the areas of competition are you going to
put newsagents out of business? No. Are you going
to put taxis out of business? No. Are you going to
put B-doubles in back streets? You won't answer
that one! Are you going to loosen building
regulations? No. Are you going to loosen quality
controls? No answer on all questions. You are happy
to take the credit on the so-called good news but
when it comes to the bad news, the hard part of
government, you send your lackey from the upper
house to wear all the pain of your mistakes as
Premier. That's right, isn't it, Premier? Poor old Bill
Baxter is out there taking the blame for your bungles.

The government has bungled the City Unk project
from beginning to end. It bungled it first in relation
to the size of the project Despite all of the advice, it
is an extravagant and over-engineered project way
beyond what is necessary to meet Melbourne's
transport needs.
Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - It has a lot to do with
competition policy.
Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - This is the question you refused
to answer when you spat the dummy today during
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question time because you said on radio this
morning, Premier, that you will provide
compensation to the City Unk-Transurban
consortium.

Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - That is what you would not
answer today. Tomorrow you will get a chance
during question time to answer those questions.
Mr Kennett - You're a loser.
Mr BRUMBY - Why didn't you answer the
question today?

Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! It is late at
night-Mr BRUMBY - It will be a lot later before we
finish.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Do you want
to take the Chair on?
Mr Brumby - I don't think I do, but the Premier
did.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! While the
Chair is on his feet it is customary that he be given
the opportunity to deliver the message he is seeking
to deliver. I ask all members to comply with that
custom. The Leader of the Opposition, through the
Chair. The Premier's interjections or any other
interjections are also disorderly. H the Leader of the
Opposition directed his comments through the
Chair there would be fewer interjections across the
table.
Mr BRUMBY - During question time today the
Premier was asked a straightforward question about
City Unk and the inconsistencies between his
remarks and the remarks of the Treasurer and the
Minister for Roads and Ports. Earlier by interjection
the Premier asked what this had to do with
competition policy. It has a lot to do with
competition policy. I would have thought that in the
future we want a transport system that does have
some competition in it between the road links, the
freeways and the public transport systems. The deal
that the Premier referred to and admitted to on radio
3AW this morning is one where he has said that
once the City Unk proposal is constructed, if there is
any other form of competition that is provided by
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government - that is, other major roads or public
transport infrastructure - the taxpayers of Victoria
will have to cough up. That is abhorrent, disgraceful,
unnecessary and extravagant, and will cost
Victorians dearly.
The Premier must address the fundamental question
of why there are so many disparities between the
comments of his Minister for Roads and Ports - the
fall guy, Mr Baxter - his Treasurer and the Premier
himself in relation to the question of risk and
competition.
As the Premier knows, this project could be built as
a government project financed by the
3-cents-per-litre Better Roads levy instead of paying
an effective cost to taxpayers of around 18 per cent,
which is what the Premier wants to lock Victorians
up for the next 34 years.

The Premier says that this is a project where there
will be no debt for our children. The fact is that
children born today will be paying for this project
for the next 34 years. The Premier has created a
contingent liability of more than $7 billion for the
people of the state. A $1.7 billion project has become
a $7 billion contingent liability. People at the
working age of 30 years will be paying tolls until the
day they retire at age 65. Otildren born today will be
paying it for the next 34 years. The next 10
governments in this state, Labor or Uberal, will be
locked into contracts despite having no bipartisan
support and no mandate from the Victorian
community. Clauses have been signed by this
government that prevent any future government
from improving the transport infrastructure to an
extent necessary to improve transport.

Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - Mr Speaker, there are
continuing inane interjections from the Premier. I
shall respond to those interjections.
Mr Kennett - You're a poor little fellow!
Mr BRUMBY - You couldn't answer the
question today; you were pathetic and hopeless
today. Why is it, Premier, whenever there is a tough
job to do you send out one of your ministers, but
you cannot do the tough jobs yourself? No
backbone; can't do the tough jobs yourself, so you
had to send poor Bill Baxter out Where were you on
the 7.30 Report tonight? Why don't you face the
press; what are you scared of on the 7.30 Report and
on Today Tonight? The only time you went on
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television was on A Current Affair and you mucked it
up and committed a near contempt of court. You
had to get rid of Bemard Bongiomo. Why don't you
go on radio and television shows? No 7.30 Report, no
Today Tonight; what are you running away from,
Premier, and why did you have to send Bill Baxter
out tonight to do the job for you on Today Tonight? It
is your project; your new spirit of Victoria.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair has
been patient and this is the last time. If the house is
disorderly again I intend to suspend the sitting
indefinitely and leave the chair. We cannot continue
to carry on in this manner. I am talking about
members on both sides of the chamber.
Mr BRUMBY - The fact is that this is important
legislation and the Premier would have Victorians
believe that this state is headed in the right direction.
I ask: are we better off today with taxes and charges
being the highest in Australia than we were three
years ago?
Are we better off with larger class sizes? Are we
better off with longer waiting lists or with the crisis
in the ambulance system or with the $3 billion
disaster from selling off our electricity industry?

Mr Ryan - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I appreciate that the Leader of the
Opposition's remarks must be taken in the context of
his having the first reply, but we are debating the
Competition Policy Reform (Victoria) Bill.
The purpose of the bill is to apply certain laws of the
commonwealth relating to competition policy as
laws of Victoria. We have heard this diatribe from
the Leader of the Opposition, and it is not a matter
of any relevance.

Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair
cannot hear the honourable member for Gippsland
South. H the Chair is to have any opportunity to rule
on the point of order, I must be able to hear it

Mr Ryan - Despite the diatribe, the Leader of the
Opposition should be brought back to the purpose
of the bill, and I ask that he confine his comments to
it and not manufacture reasons for deliberately
flouting the ruling you have just made so as to cause
a purposeful disruption to the house.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! There is no
point of order.
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Mr BRUMBY - This is a wide-ranging bill and it
deserves such comprehensive debate. When the
decision on competition policy was made back in
April at the COAG meeting the Age reported it
under the heading, 'Deal is done for era of
competition'. The Age article under the subheading
of 'The Big Picture' says that the states will compel
their own authorities - electricity, gas and rail - to
compete with the private sector and interstate firms.
The article says it will require state-owned
commercial activities to face the same tax levels as
private firms; it will make industries, professions
and trades regulated by states subject to a national
competition code which abolishes rules inhibiting
competition.
The commonwealth will increase state grants
permanently by an amount rising to $600 million a
year by 2001 and 2002, and indexed for inflation;
and it will increase state grants to match both
inflation and population growth each year. That was
the agreement reached, and the opposition
supported the new era of competition. But we make
this distinction: there is a huge difference between
competition and privatisation. For instance, in the
casino industry in Victoria today there is no
competition: there is only one casino and this
government has signed up to the most
anticompetitive regulations to which any
government in Australia has ever signed up. The
government is big on the rhetoric of competition, but
when it comes to the practice of its mates running a
casino it has the most anticompetitive regulations in
place which restrict competition and maximise profit.
In the past few weeks the Premier has indicated in
the house that he has accepted in-principle
proposals to expand the casino. One has to ask: if the
government is interested in competition, as it
allegedly is, and if it wants to see real competition in
the Victorian economy, why doesn't it add to the
size of an existing monopoly and not create, for
example, some competition to that industry?
We know why you would give additional machines,
space and licensing capacity to the casino: you do
that to maximise the anticompetitive aspect and to
maximise the monopoly impact of that casino in
Melbourne. You do it because you are keen to see
those running the casino do even better in the future.
This government talks big about competition but in
reality, when it comes to looking after its mates it is
pretty happy to have cosy monopolies in place to
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maximise profit and ensure that anticompetitive
practices remain.

We see it in some other areas -not just in relation
to the casino. We see it in areas where there is a lack
of competition in the Victorian economy, which this
government will not tackle.
I mentioned before the mistakes the government has
made with privatisation, where it has confused
competition and privatisation, where it has
privatised corporations of the government into
marketplaces which are fundamentally not
competitive. The result has been that prices for
consumers have increased and service levels have
decreased.
We want to see a more efficient Victorian economy
and an outward looking economy with a focus on
trade opportunities in the Asia-Pacific region, but
we want to see genuine competition, not just hear
the rhetoric of competition. We do not want to see
monopolies like the Crown Casino monopolies or
the government mixing up privatisation and
competition.
For example, the changes made in the electricity
industry are a joke. I referred to the changes earlier,
and they were referred to by Terry McCrann as a
$3 billion disaster for this state. It was a case of
$600 per Victorian because of the government's
privatisation disaster in relation to electricity.
Make no mistake, the Victorian voters know about it
and at the next election, should the government be
re-elected, what it has on the agenda is the sale of
Melbourne Water and the Gas and Fuel. It has
already fattened up the retail divisions of Melbourne
Water to ensure that that process can occur.
The next election will be a referendum on the issue
of privatisation, and voters will have a clear choice
not just on education, health, taxes, charges and
democracy but on privatisation. H people want to
vote to sell off the rest of the SEC, Melbourne Water
and the Gas and Fuel, they can vote for the Liberal
government, but if they want to keep those in public
ownership they will vote for the Labor Party.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - We could have adjourned this
debate an hour and 37 minutes ago but there is a fair
way to go yet and we will just keep on going
because the Premier is a very slow learner.
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Let me go to the issue of electricity, because the
future of the industry hangs in the balance. Whether
Victorians continue to benefit from low-cost, reliable
and equitably reliable power which has been
fundamental to economic and social development in
Victoria depends very much on the choices made on
the future of the electricity industry. We recognise
that changes are occurring rapidly in the industry
and, where appropriate, they should be embraced.
However, we also recognise the need for balance
between changing to improved circumstances and
preserving what we have which is right.
In breaking up and seeking to sell off the SEC the
Kennett government has shown that it does not
understand this need for balance. Worse still, it has
shown that it respects neither the wishes of the
people of Victoria nor their democratic rights.

The fact is that the overwhelming majority of
Victorians are opposed to the Kennett government's
plan for the SEC because they recognise that its
break-up and sale is not in their best interests. It will
see a transfer of valuable publicly owned assets to
overseas interests. A rushed sale at fire sale prices
will seriously affect state finances, which will mean
either higher taxes or less money for services such as
schools, hospitals, trains, trams, and police and
emergency services.
Victorians can see that the sell-off of the electricity
industry will mean higher prices and more fees and
that private companies seeking to maximise profits
will simply neglect the environment.
Moreover, Victorians are opposed to the sell-off of
the SEC because the Kennett government does not
have and has never had a mandate to sell the SEC.
Did we hear the Kennett government before the last
election going to the people of Victoria saying, 'If
we're elected we're going to sell off the SEC'?
Opposition Members - No!
Mr BRUMBY - Did we hear them say before the
last election, 'We're going to sell off Heatane gas'?
Opposition Members - No!
Mr BRUMBY - Did we hear them say before the
last election that they were going to set up the City
Unk with a toll for road users?

Opposition Members - No!
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Mr BRUMBY - Did we hear them say that they
were going to sell off the vet labs? Did we hear them
say that they were going to sell off BASS? Did we
hear them say that they were going to sell off
Tabcorp?

Opposition Members - No!
Mr BRUMBY - The fact is that there is no
mandate whatever for these sales, and that is why
Victorians oppose them and oppose them
vigorously. There is absolutely no mandate
whatever to sell the SEC. This is a dishonest
government. It didn't have the courage to raise these
matters with the Victorian people before the last
election and won't have the courage before the next
election to reveal its true intentions in relation to
Melbourne Water and Gas and Fuel and whatever
else it can sell off in the future.

The government's plans for the SEC have always
been shrouded in secrecy. They were shrouded in
secrecy before the election and have been for the two
and a half years since. Even now the sale
information memorandum for United Energy is
subject to the most extreme and tmjustifiable
confidentiality provisions. Other companies are
given access to the balance sheets of Victorian
electricity companies, but ordinary Victorians are
not.
The Kennett government has already spent an
enormous amount of time, effort and resources on
moving towards the break-up and sale of the SEC.
On the basis of the costs associated with the sale of
the TAB, it is estimated that the government is
willing to spend up to $400 million to see everything
sold off. This is after wasting around $2 million on
the advertising campaign. Do you remember the
$2 million advertising campaign prepared by DDB
Needham? It did not and cannot explain how
Victorians will be better off if the SEC is sold. It
didn't work, did it? It was hopeless, like the current
campaign with all those big signs about City Unk
and how they are fixing up the mess. They are not
fixing up the mess; they are just creating a massive
bungle. I will come back to that a bit later in the
debate tomorrow.

In establishing our policy for the Victorian electricity
industry, we on this side of the house have been
driven by one very simple objective: what type of
electricity industry is needed to best serve the
interests of the people of Victoria?
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With that aim in mind, policies have been
established in a number of areas to ensure that:
firstly, public ownership of Victoria's electricity
assets which provide essential services are
maintained;
secondly, the sale processes commenced by the
Kennett government are immediately halted
when Victorian Labor is elected;
thirdly, majority foreign ownership and control of
Victorian electricity assets is prevented;
fourthly, a safe and secure supply of electricity is
provided to all households and businesses at
affordable, equitable and competitive prices,
including the maintenance of a uniform electricity
tariff for domestic consumers;
fifthly, electricity is produced in Victoria
according to strict environmental standards to
protect present and future generations;
sixthly, demand management, fire abatement and
a range of specified community service
obligations are provided by or paid for by the
individual electricity companies;
seventhly, a comprehensive system of
government-funded community service
obligations exists to protect pensioners and
low-income earners;
eighthly, a fully integrated system of regulation
and consumer protection mechanisms exist which
protect the interests of ordinary Victorians by
implementing community-approved minimum
standards and conditions of service, covering
areas such as disconnections, connection fees,
supply charges, security deposits and so on,
incorporating stringent reporting requirements
and processes of accountability to both the
government and the community at large and
instituting a consumer advocacy and protection
network; and
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efficient, reliable and publicly owned electricity
industry capable of competing in the national
electricity grid and able to take advantage of
infrastructure opportunities throughout the
Asia-Pacific region.

The opposition's policies are also designed to ensure
that an appropriate balance is reached between
social, economic and environmental goals, so that all
Victorians share in the benefits of an efficient
industry through lower electricity prices, that those
less advantaged are protected and have access to a
supply of electricity as a basic right and that
environmental concerns such as greenhouse and
global warming are addressed in a sensible and
integrated fashion.
The challenge for Australia and Victoria is to ensure
the development of an electricity industry that will
assist us in meeting the challenges of the 21st
century. However, the globalisation of the world
economy and international competition simply force
us to do better and not forget who we do better for.
In relation to electricity we have to ask the question
that is crucial to the element of competition versus
privatisation: why is it that the Victorian
government is the only state government in
Australia that is privatising its electricity industry?
No other governments around Australia are selling
off their electricity industries lock, stock and barrel.
The only government doing that in Australia is the
Victorian government. Why are we doing it? Are we
doing it because it provides for competition? Are we
doing it because it's a good deal for Victorians?

Opposition Members - No!
Mr BRUMBY - Are we doing it because it will
generate better prices for consumers?

Opposition Members - No!
Mr BRUMBY - Are we doing it because it will
mean a better deal for country Victorians?

Opposition Members - No!
finally, direct access to competitive pricing
arrangements from the wholesale electricity
market is sustained and extended for large and
medium-sized businesses and Victoria's public
finances are not adversely affected in the long
term by ill-conceived and hastily concluded sales.

Mr BRUMBY - Why are we doing it? Because it
is ideologically driven and this government has an
obsession with privatisation. We have to ask some
questions about this government, don't we?

Opposition Members - Yes!
We on this side of the house want to ensure that
Victoria continues to enjoy the benefit of a strong,
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Mr BRUMBY - Are we heading in the right
direction?
Opposition Members - No!

Mr BRUMBY - Are we heading in the right
direction when class sizes have increased more than
in any other state in Australia?
Opposition Members - No!

Mr BRUMBY - Are we heading in the right
direction when we've got a crisis in the ambulance
service?
Opposition Members - No!

Mr BRUMBY - Are we heading in the right
direction when school retention rates have
plummeted?
Opposition Members - No!

Mr BRUMBY - Are we heading in the right
direction when our taxes and charges are the highest
in Australia?
Opposition Members - No!

Mr BRUMBY - Are we heading in the right
direction when all our essential assets are being sold
off?

Opposition Members - No!
Mr BRUMBY - Are we heading in the right
direction when this government is demolishing our
democratic traditions? Are we heading in the right
direction when jobs are being lost in country
Victoria through compulsory competitive tendering?
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Mr BRUMBY - How many of them disappeared
in the last quarter? I'll tell you - 216 Victorians
every day of the week, 7 days a week, 36S days a
year are leaving Victoria for greener pastures in
New South Wales and Queensland. Why are they
leaving? Two words - The SPEAKER - Order! There seems to be some
confusion about the roles of honourable members. It
would seem to the Chair that the Leader of the
Opposition is now assuming the role of a
cheerleader. I ask him to ask those behind him to
observe the forms of the house and to cease
interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - The monthly summary of
statistics for August this year published by the
Australian Bureau of Statistics clearly reveals the
exodus figures I referred to earlier. The population
and demographic statistics are a good indicator of
the way Victorians view the Kennett government
and its competition policies. It is worth looking at
the net migration interstate rate for the year ended
30 June 1994. There are more recent statistics for the
1995 quarters.

The net migration interstate rate for New South
Wales for that year was a loss of 13 000 people; for
Victoria, a loss of 31895; for Queensland, a gain of
49 000; for South Australia, a loss of 3466; for
Western Australia, a gain of 3664; for Tasmania, a
loss of 2162; for the Northern Territory, a loss of
1515; and for the ACf, a gain of 151. The state which
clearly has by far the highest loss of population
interstate is Victoria.
Mr Dollis - Why?

Mr BRUMBY - Two words.
Opposition members - Jeff Kennett

Opposition Members - No!

Mr BRUMBY - The answer is that this state is
not headed in the right direction. We saw classic
evidence of that this week when ABS figures on the
Victorian exodus were released.. You know, Victoria
onthe-Opposition Members - Move!

Mr BRUMBY - On the nose, and on the take.
Victoria on the move - and where are Victorians on
the move to?
Opposition Members - Queensland!

The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition not to incite those behind him to interject
in that fashion. The debate should be conducted. in
an orderly manner.

Mr BRUMBY - This is fundamental to the
economic and growth prospects for Victoria. When
you speak to the Master Builders Association or
major construction firms in Victoria they will tell
you the major problem with this state is that people
are leaving because of government policies. If you
are in the housing industry or the construction
industry and you are looking at where you will base
your investment in the future, you find that firms
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are moving to Queensland in huge numbers. 1his is
a net loss of 31 000 people. The gross loss is
260 Victorians every day. That means for the period
of this government - three years - a city the size of
Ballarat or Greater Bendigo will be totally
demolished or removed from the state map, as
represented by the number of people that have
moved to New South Wales or Queensland.
It is a huge loss in terms of GDP. The independent
calculations reveal that the loss is in the order of $2
billion. In turn it has other impacts. The Premier
does not seem to worry about the loss of Victorians
from the state, and one reason he doesn't is because
the analysis undertaken of the fall in Victoria's
unemployment rate masks an unrealistic trend. If
you factor back in the population numbers that have
been lost through state migration the unemployment
rate would be around 11.5 to 12 per cent. So the
Premier is not unhappy to see this exodus from the
state, even though it means in effect fewer jobs,
fewer investment opportunities and less growth in
the long term, because it artificially deflates his
unemployment figures and brings them down into
the 8 per cent category, whereas they should really
be about 11 or 12 per cent if our population level had
grown at the same rate as other states.
These are interesting statistics. These monthly
summaries of figures show many things - and we
have plenty of time tonight to discuss it - but one
other statistic here concerns registration - -

Mrs Peulich interjected.

Mr BRUMBY - You should talk to the Premier
about that We could have adjourned this debate at
10.00 p.m. but we are going through to 3.00 a.m. He
is the one to blame. The Premier wanted the debate
to go through to 3.00 a.m. We are debating it.
Mr Doyle - Do you always do what you are
told?
The SPEAKER - Order! Will the Leader of the
Opposition ignore interjections and address the

Chair.

Mr BRUMBY - There are a number of other
statistics which I will be referring to in this debate.
Mr DolUs - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, at
this very late hour of the night I would like to inform
Parliament that the Cohen family has just had a little
girl, Sarah Jessica. I thought as the house was sitting
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late we might as well congratulate them because the
news just came across to Parliament House.
The SPEAKER - Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr BRUMBY - I was referring earlier to the City
Link project which is an example of a project
relating to competition policy. Certainly on the face
of the undertakings given by the Premier this
morning on radio 3AW they would seem to breach
the very legislation we are debating in the house
tonight. The legislation which the government has
introduced is the Hilmer legislation, the competition
policy legislation, and on radio 3AW this morning
the Premier agreed with Transurban that if there are
any transport improvements provided in the future
which would cause a demonstrable loss of
patronage to Transurban the government should
compensate Transurban for that. I would have
thought that was quite inconsistent with the
legislation before the house.
It is clear that the banks are walking away from this
government and the government has bungled and
has made a series of mistakes in relation to the City
Link project. The government bungled firstly in
relation to the financing of the project It ignored
advice from EPAC and from the New South Wales
Auditor-General that privately financed roads are
much more expensive and lead to transport
distortions.
Secondly, the government has made mistakes about
the scale of the project. The City Link project is
extravagant, overengineered and extremely
expensive. It fails to take account of the Western
Ring Road. The Western Ring Road is making
dramatic improvements to transport movement
times throughout the western suburbs. It took about
35 minutes to move from West Gate to Tullamarine
prior to the construction of the Western Bypass.
Once the Western Ring Road is complete that travel
time will be less than 20 minutes, perhaps 15
minutes. The problem with the City Link project is
that it is too big, it tries to do everything at once, it is
extravagant and it will cost us $1.7 billion.
The third problem is the mix of the project. There is
no public transport link or rapid transport link,
despite every road engineer, traffic engineer and
town planner recommending that. Even worse, there
appear to be adverse impact clauses which require
or seek compensation to be paid by the government.
The major mistake the government has made relates
to toll roads. This is a huge mistake. Vicroads gave
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the government of the day advice in 1984. The
advice from Vicroads was quite categorical: don't
use tolls; people will avoid using freeways; and if
you do that the numbers simply don't add up.
The survey conducted by the RACV showed that
each day about 80 000 vehicles in the northern
suburbs of Melbourne would avoid using the
Tullamarine Freeway and about 70 000 vehicles
would avoid using the South Eastern Arterial.
Approximately 150 000 cars a day at $4 each a return
trip - or $5 or $6, as some people say - adds up to
about $600 000, or in excess of $4 million a week. So
approximately $200 million a year of prospective
tolls will not be collected, which is why the project is
not viable.

Sitting suspended 12 midnight until 12.32 a.m.
(Thursday)
Mr BRUMBY - Prior to the suspension of the
sitting I referred to some aspects of the
government's privatisation program and how that
was being confused with competition. I pointed out
that in many cases the government had privatised
assets in the name of competition only to produce a
less competitive environment. I referred particularly
to BASS Victoria, Heatane gas, Tabcorp and Centaur
International Pty Ltd, but there is worse to come.
The imposition of compulsory competitive tendering
in local government is forcing massive cuts in child
and maternal services, preschools, child care and
libraries. It will not be long before electricity service
charges rise, and I refer to the inspection of homes
and broken wires and connection fees. How soon
will it be before elderly Victorians and single-parent
or low-income families have to pay for the
introduction of pre-payment meters? How soon will
it be before electricity blackouts damage small
businesses, as has already happened with dairy
farms in rural Victoria? Recently I read reports in the
Portland and Warmamboolloca1 newspapers about
power blackouts and surges causing great damage
to dairy farm operations. That has occurred only
since the corporatisation of those utilities.
For how long will Victorians have to continue
paying the highest taxes and charges in the country
rather than enjoying the benefits of services paid for
from the dividends of public utilities? H the
government is re-elected more publicly owned
assets will be sold. That will mean the electricity, gas
and fuel and water utilities will be sold.
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It is fair to say that there has been no consistency in
the way water industry reforms have been
implemented throughout Australia. The
South Australian government is attempting to
franchise all its operations. The New South Wales
government is corporatising the Sydney Water
Board, but that is being retained in public ownership
as a government monopoly. The Victorian
government is splitting up Melbourne Water and
our water utilities are on the auction block.
The opposition believes the disaggregation and
privatisation of Melbourne Water is absurd public
policy. It does not make sense and is the wrong
direction for Victoria. It will not only result in
significant losses through economies of scale and
scope but also lead to the degradation of
Melbourne's parks and waterways. The
privatisation of Melbourne Water will occur only if
the Kennett government is re-elected. I doubt that
those policies are consistent with the legislation,
because the privatisation of Melbourne Water will
create a monopoly that will not act in the public
interest.
Environmental protection requires a coordinated
response throughout Melbourne, which is difficult
in a nominally competitive environment. Competing
companies would have little incentive to implement
processes that protected common areas such as Port
Phillip Bay and other outflow areas. The lack of a
coordinated environmental strategy will not only
damage Melbourne's parks and waterways but
place serious pressure on water quality. The
formation of a single integrated water system last
century was designed to guarantee water standards
and overcome environmental problems.
The problems associated with the disaggregation of
Melbourne Water have been exacerbated by a
system of regulatory controls that are at best
rudimentary, with four government departments
overseeing various aspects of the water supply. The
Kennett government's pricing decisions and the
introduction of the so-called toilet tax highlight its
lack of understanding of the water industry and the
damage that is caused by misplaced economic
incentives. Privatisation will lock in those changes,
an unfortunate part of the proposals. They will
create private monopolies in the water industry and
not ensure open competition. The Herald Sun
commentator, Terry McCrann, has described the
privatisation of the electricity utilities as a $3 billion
disaster, but under this government's policies the
disasters will not stop. Everything will be up for
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grabs if the government is re-elected - and
Melbourne Water will be history.
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And you will be, will you?

The Premier answered:
I conclude with a few comments about the City Link
legislation and the conflicting comments about the
issues that are involved. I note that the Premier has
now squibbed it, although he initially wanted the
debate to continue until 3.00 a.m. He also squibs
debate on the 7.30 Report and This Day Tonight. He
does not want to be held accountable. I refer to the
wildly conflicting statements made by government
ministers about the sharing of risks and whether the
government has said that it will effectively
underwrite City link. I raise those issues because if
the government has given such commitments
questions will be asked about the competitive policy
reforms being debated tonight. If the government
has given commitments relating to compensation for
adverse impact, serious questions will be raised
about the legality and objectives of the legislation.
On the question of the risk in underwriting, the
Minister for Roads and Ports said in his press release
last night that 'the public purse will not be
underwriting this scheme'. I put the emphasis on the
word 'not'. In May this year in another place the
minister said that 'the successful consortium is to
take all the commercial risk'. I stress the word 'all'.
The Treasurer has a somewhat different view. At the
meeting of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee in September he said:
... at the moment we have not given any guarantee
but ... the sharing of rislc between the government, the
taxpayer and the private sector is something that is
being looked at

He continued:
There will be certain risks that are better for the
government to bear.

The Premier has a different view altogether from the
views of the Minister for Roads and Ports and the
Treasurer. The Premier seems to agree with the
Treasurer about sharing some risks but goes on to
give a blanket guarantee where the government puts
in place other transport infrastructure. This morning
on 3AW he said:
•.. where we do something that deliberately
disadvantages the project now or in the 34 years, which
has a demonstrable effect on the project, then of course
we should be prepared to make up any loss. Right.

Neil Mitchell then asked:

Yes.

There cannot be a more categorical statement than
the one made publicly by the Premier this morning
on 3AW. When asked whether there will be
compensation if anything a government does in the
future has a demonstrable effect on tollway
throughput, the Premier said yes. That is clearly a
material adverse-impact clause.
The Minister for Roads and Ports has said on the
public record and in another place that there is no
underwriting and the consortium carries all the risk;
the Treasurer has said there are no guarantees at this
stage but there is a shared risk between the
government and the consortium; and the Premier
has said something different again, conceding there
is a shared risk plus a guarantee on material adverse
impact. The government needs to clarify its position,
but that is not the end of the matter.
In an opposition briefing in September
representatives of the City Link AuthOrity confirmed
that governments would pay Transurban
compensation if there was 'any material adverse
impact' on the project as a result of major changes to
transport policy.

The City Link AuthOrity and the Premier have said a
material adverse-impact clause requires the
payment of compensation by any government in the
future that makes changes to transport policy that
have a demonstrable effect on tollway revenue
flows. The spokesperson for the Minister for Roads
and Ports last month denied emphatically that there
was any such clause or agreement There are a
number of wildly conflicting statements from
government spokespersons - the Minister for
Roads and Ports, the Treasurer, the Premier, the City
Link AuthOrity and the press secretary to the
Minister for Roads and Ports - on whether there is
a material adverse-impact clause.
Speaking hypothetically, the public wants to know
what would be the impact of such a clause given
that the Premier has referred to roads such as
Alexandra Avenue, Toorak Road and other roads
that could be affected by the proposals Transurban
has in mind. If, for example, Transurban were
interested in removing clearways along Toorak
Road, thereby ensuring that leaving the freeway was
a less attractive option, what would be the legal
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implications for the government? If, for instance,
Transurban wanted to make major changes to
Alexandra Avenue, either closing or narrowing it,
what would be the implications for the government?
Victorians are concerned tJ:te government has gone
too far in its proposals regarding the Melbourne City
Link Authority. It has mucked up its financing and
scale; it has mucked up the mix between public and
private transport; and it has made huge errors on
toll roads.
This is landmark legislation. The opposition wants
to see a genuinely competitive Victorian economy,
but that cannot be when the government confuses
competition with privatisation. The government has
privatised Heatane gas, BASS ticketing, regional
veterinary laboratories and a range of
instrumentalities, but that has produced not a more
competitive market but a monopolistic market. The
consequence has been predictable.

Far from achieving lower prices and better service
for consumers, higher prices and lower levels of
service have resulted. Inevitably, the same will occur
with the provision of electricity. Terry McCrann has
described what has occurred as a $3 billion disaster
for the industry. Competition is not being created.
The federal government has not required that states
privatise services to meet the requirements of the
national competition policy.
The Labor party's proposals keep the electricity
industry in public hands and meet all requirements
of the national competition policy. In fact, Labor's
policy creates more competition, particularly for
small business users, than the government's policy
proposals.
I have already expressed my concern that water
services remain for all time in public ownership.
Once governments start selling water or franchising
water distribution arrangements, inevitably they
lose control of that vital asset and phenomena such
as that seen in Britain occur - higher prices, lower
levels of service and, in many areas, major problems
with the quality of the water leading to problems
such as hepatitis.

There are many other issues I could touch on tOnight
but the hour is late. The opposition has also
produced major papers on competition in health.
The government is obsessed with privatisation. The
Minister for Health announced today that there will
be a new private hospital in the Latrobe Valley. The
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government seems to believe the only way of
providing services is through the private sector.
As I pointed out earlier, the costs to taxpayers of the
government's decisions are already extraordinary:
$3 billion was lost on the sale of electricity services;
$100 million was lost because of the government's
failure to introduce the Onelink program; hundreds
of millions of dollars were lost when TAB shares
were sold for $1.25 below their market value; and
money was lost when Heatane gas and BASS
concerns were sold. Onelink can probably be thrown
on the pile. Some $3 billion to $4 billion has been lost
to Victorians for all time through the government's
mismanagement. The government has shown it can
cut and cut, but that is all it can do; it cannot manage
the health system, the ambulance system,
privatisation programs, corporatisation programs,
taxes and charges - Mr Bracks - Government members cannot
manage their behaviour.

Mr BRUMBY - It is true that government
members cannot manage their behaviour.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - That woke a few of them up.
The opposition supports the legislation. The debate
tonight has been important. I thank particularly
opposition members, and those on the government
side who have given me such support tonight; I
thank them for their contribution to the debate!
It is important that we have the time to debate
important pieces of legislation. Obviously, the
debate would have been better scheduled tomorrow
morning when it would have been more relevant,
rather than being between 11.00 p.m. and 1.00 a.m.
today. This government so often runs away from
debate and public scrutiny.

Last year the Leader of the House scheduled the
reply of the Leader of the Opposition to the budget
to this time of night. What is it about this
government that makes it scared of major public
scrutiny, of having major bills debated during the
day? That is a matter for the Premier who will not
make himself available for any current affairs
programs and for the Leader of the House who
schedules these debates during the night.
Or DEAN (Berwick) - One of the disadvantages
of being the next speaker is that I have been forced
to remain in the house, while others have vacated
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the place, to listen hour after hour to what has been
called by the Leader of the Opposition his
contribution to the debate on what is clearly one of
the most important bills ever to come before this
house.
When the Leader of the Opposition came into the
house tonight, and before he totally overreacted and
decided to use this debate on this bill as simply a
political exercise - a juvenile political exercise at
that - he said, firstly, that he supported the bill and,
secondly, that he regarded this as a very important
piece of legislation. That is probably the beginning
and end of my agreement with the speech of the
Leader of the Opposition and his behaviour tonight
When he announced that this was one of the most
important pieces of legislation to come before this
house - with which I totally agree - the Leader of
the Opposition had the opportunity to take hold of
the ball for once and explain to the house where the
opposition stood on this legislation. He had the
opportunity to delve into the legislation in depth, to
talk about the COAG meetings, to tell us the
potential it has for Victoria and, if necessary, to
disagree and explain where the opposition differed
from the government.
He spoke of CCI', of local government
commissioners and of question time. He engaged in
a process of abuse against the Premier. He did all
these things, but not once did he grapple with those
parts of this legislation that need to be discussed
because of the importance of this bill.
The six elements, none of which he referred to,
include the extension of part IV of the Trade
Practices Act and the likely implication on
competition in this state as well as the effect on real
production in Victoria which, I might add, is
estimated Australia-wide to represent nearly
$23 billion over eight years, of which this state will
obtain a large proportion - in fact, it will obtain
about 30 per cent more than the other states. I would
have thought that would be the first port of call for
the Leader of the Opposition.
The second thing he could have talked about
relevant to the discussions between the Premiers
and the Prime Minister is the possibility of price
oversight in the states, which has not yet been a
matter of state operation. He could have talked
about competitive neutrality and what that meant,
about how it will affect us in Victoria and what
reaction we are likely to have as a consequence of
that new concept.
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He could have talked about the structural reform of
public monopolies and compared his policy with
our policy. He could have told us whether he
wanted to privatise or not privatise, to corporatise or
not corporatise, or what he would do with
newsagencies and other areas; he could have called
for a response from the government on such matters.
He could have said, 'You do not have a response,
but I do'. Nothing was heard about that
He has come into the house and decided that this is
an opportwlity not to grasp this new legislation with
such massive impact, but simply to knock the
government. At any time, anyone from the
opposition can engage in an exercise of negative
knocking. It takes real foresight and ability to say,
'This is what the legislation does, we agree with it.
This is what we want to see done'.
He could have talked about a review of legislation
that restricts competition. He could have talked
about a review of all legislation across Victoria, to
see which areas of legislation restrict competition.
He could have talked about the access to essential
services. I wonder whether this bill and the COAG
agreement is simply too big for the Leader of the
Opposition. Does he really know what is meant by
access to essential services? Does he understand
what Professor Hilmer was doing?
One of the extraordinary things he said tOnight and
which alerted me to the fact that he possibly does
not understand what Hilmer was on about, or about
what every Premier and the Prime Minister were
trying to achieve, was his reference to the
privatisation debate.
As can be seen from a study of his report, Professor
Hilmer went through a process whereby we can use
competition to increase productivity to an extent
that Australia will take giant steps forward. The way
in which Hilmer said this could be done was to take
government enterprises and extract from them the
natural monopolies and those areas that must
remain regulated, and put them to one side; then, to
say, 'What we have left are those areas of these
enterprises that can engage in competitive conduct'.
We must then take these competitive areas of
government enterprises and put them in the market.

The very basis of the Industry Commission report, in
line with the thinking of Hilmer, is that you will do
that by a process that includes privatisation. Hilmer
makes it clear that the trend worldwide is towards
privatisation. He makes it clear that privatisation is
probably the most efficient way of achieving that
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goal. One must ask: does the Leader of the
Opposition understand that? Has he read the Hilmer
report?
The Leader of the Opposition refers to a number of
areas, and says, 'Do you iptend to privatise this?
Will you introduce competitive mechanisms into
those areas? Why have you not done that?'. He does
not understand what COAG has decided.
The first thing it decided is that this is a process; we
are at the start of the process and it will take a
number of years to effect, but we will go through
this process.
Clause 51 provides that each state will have the
opportunity to exempt certain areas. Why? Because
the states and the federal government have realised
that for them to all agree and go down the same line
is not what federalism is all about. Federalism is all
about the states cooperating so far as possible, but
each retains its own individual government and its
own independent ability to make decisions. New
South Wales will make different decisions to
Victoria and the federal government will make
different decisions to other states. Some will exempt
some areas, others will exempt other areas. It is all
within the agreement. It is not necessary for all states
to agree about an identical approach; that is the
process. One must ask whether the Leader of the
Opposition understands the process.
One of the most important things the Leader of the
Opposition could have approached was the way in
which the mechanism or this particular process of
competition policy would achieve its ends.
It is perhaps the absolute essence of this whole
process that competition will be used as a tool or a
weapon or a template to redistribute resources
throughout this country. It is not some black and
white concept whereby individuals must go one
way or the other. It is a process whereby
competition allows you to redistnbute resources. 1
sometimes believe the opposition has a complete
misunderstanding of how competition will be used
to create this productivity increase through
reallocation of resources. I sometimes think the
opposition believes productivity means simply
employee labour - that you have to work harder or
be more efficient or that somehow the working unit
of labour has to increase its output This is a total
misunderstanding of the notion of productivity.
Productivity is simply a measure whereby you take
the total output and you divide it by the size of the
work force. That is the only way you can find
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whether the end result is one where the country's
standard of living has increased.
If your output has increased but your work force has
increased at a greater rate, then you have gone
backwards, so productivity is just a measure. It is
not a process where increased production is
necessarily created through longer working hours or
different working programs. What it does - Mr Bracks interjected.
Or DEAN - Just listen because you're one of the
greatest offenders! Listening to you on wage policy
makes it clear to all of us that you have little
understanding of what competition is about.

Mr Bracks interjected.

Dr DEAN - I will get on to that area of
competition. Taking competition, competition
reform and a given level of resources, the output
from those resources will increase. It is effectively
the only time in our lives that, by being smarter and
using this competition force to reallocate resources,
we will end up with more production from the same
resources. It is a notion of something for nothing by
being smarter and more intelligent about the way
we work.
You take given labour, you take given resources,
you take given capital, you add the competition
process and the end result is a greater output of
goods. That is a simple process that seems to be
completely misunderstood by the opposition. Unless
it grasps the simple concept of how that process of
competition can be injected, it will miss out on the
developments that are occurring on a worldwide
basis.
The results that can be obtained from this process
are massive. If you look at the anticipated benefits
from this simple process introduced by Hilmer you
will see that increases along the lines of $26 billion is
something this country cannot afford to do without.
It is important with this competitive model - and
again it is something that the Leader of the
Opposition entirely missed - that we use this as a
tool; it should be our servant and not our master.
Economists have gone through processes for a long
time now whereby they will follow one particular
area of theory to its end point. We have had the
Keynesian theory where Keynes made the point that
demand and controlling the demand will control the
production process, therefore we will be able to
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increase production infinitely. Everybody ran down
that line and it was found that that was not the total
panacea. It was found to be a little like revving a car
without putting it into gear: you get a lot of noise
and a lot of light, but unless you get the production
occurring the Keynesian-demand-type philosophy
did not work.
Then along came the Friedmanites. They said, 'Let's
look at the supply side. If the demand side does not
create the end result perhaps the supply side will, so
we will fiddle with infrastructure and monetary
policy and that will create more investment and that
will create more supply'. Again, that was not an end
of itself. I sometimes think both Keynes and
Friedman never expected it would be a total panacea.
The interesting thing underlying those two concepts
ever since economists have got together to analyse
the way in which economies work is competition.
Ever since Adam Smith talked about the invisible
hand and how competition worked in a situation
where you had infinite numbers demanding
resources from an infinite number of well-informed
consumers, whether it was Keynes or whether it was
Friedman, at the basis of everything was
competition. It is only now that we are finally
realising that this weapon of competition if used to
its end point -that is, as far as it can go -will be a
magnificent tool with which we can work.
Effectively that is what Hilmer has said. He has said,
'Stop talking about the old welfare economics model
where you tried to take a government enterprise and
pretended it was a private enterprise. Where you
gave it targets, you gave it false taxation and you
tried to pretend that it was going to operate
competitively'. He said competition quite clearly is
at the root of all our success in all our economic
models and that we must put as much as we can
into the market to allow that competition to operate.
That is what the Victorian government has been
doing. The United States has been doing it for a long
time and it has now been done throughout Europe
and the VK. New Zealand has been doing it longer
than we have, and that why is it is getting the results
it is getting.
Unless the opposition takes some account of the way
this process works and strives to understand it, it
will never be able to catch up with the advances
being made in the rest of the world. One of the
things this particular legislation is driving towards is
the notion that we have established the market
Hilmer has told us we must use competition and get
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as much as we can into the market, but how are we
going to ensure that that market remains a free and
open market?
The Trade Practices Act has been in operation since
1974; it emanated from the Sharman Act in the
United States where the oil companies were
attempting to monopolise the US economy. It
emanated from other areas throughout the world
where it was identified that you had to create a free
and open market There is some criticism - and I
certainly criticised it when it first came out -on the
basis that our economy is a small economy and we
need large companies and organisations to be able to
compete on an international basis. However, as I
have watched the operation of the Trade Practices
Act in Australia since 1974 I have become an
absolute convert to its ability to ensure that the
market is kept clean and open and that competition
is kept strong.
It is a simple act; it is one of the deanest acts we
have. If you compare it with acts such as the Credit
Act and other acts which take hundreds of pages to
get to simple points, part IV of the Trade Practices
Act sets out in three or four pages the way the
Federal Court has been able to maintain competition
at a high level in the Australian economy.

I will take a couple of minutes to set out in simple
terms how this important and specific act operates.
The Trade Practices Act Simply does it by dividing
the infringements of the market - that is, those
aspects which inlubit the operation of the market.
The act divides them into two areas: market power
and conduct. The legislation simply makes six or
seven major points. Once you read the sections and
know the points you know how the whole process
operates.
Firstly, the act says that if you are already dominant
you cannot use your market power to prevent
competition. That is very simple; it prohibits the
misuse of market power. TIlat section is policed by
the commission and, eventually, by the Federal
Court.
Secondly, it says that you are not allowed to merge
or enter into acquisitions that will create monopolies
and dominant market power. So when the taxi
companies decide they want to amalgamate they
may well find that the commissioner says, 'No, you
cannot do that because that will create a
monopolistic impurity in the market and
competition will suffer'. They are the two market
power aspects.
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Next the act looks at conduct; and again, the
provision is very simple. Firstly, it says that
someone cannot say that if you buy from me you
cannot buy from him. It may take a page to do it, but
that is what it says. It also says someone cannot say
that unless you buy from him you cannot buy from
me. Those two aspects of the act are simply referred
to as exclusive dealing provisions. If in any way,
shape or form you breach that conduct section, the
commission will knock on your door.

jurisdiction. They were corporations - which means
that all partnerships, all sole traders and all state
government bodies were not affected telecommunications, postal services and interstate
trade. However, the commonwealth effectively
ensured the act went as far as it could. It was hoping
it could extend its corporations powers right across
the board to affect people who were not
corporations but who had dealings with
corporations.

The act also says you cannot combine with others to
hurt somebody else in the market. It may seem
simple, but that is what it says. That conduct is
referred to as either a primary or a secondary
boycott, and you cannot engage in it The act also
says that if you sell X to a person for Y price, you
cannot refuse to sell it to me for the same price. It is a
very simple concept. It may take up another page,
but that is what it says. That is called price
discrimination. Then the act says you cannot agree
with others to all sell at the same price. That is called
price fixing, and you cannot do that Together with
one other section, that constitutes part IV of the act
That is what it says in a page or a page and a half,
and that is the mechanism that has kept Australian
markets and the Australian economy clean and
competitive since 1974.

In Dingjan v. Wagner, which was determined in
September this year - it may have been a bit
earlier - the High Court made a decision that has
affected the whole ball game. It said you cannot
extend the corporations power. You cannot say that
if A and B are not corporations but do something
that affects corporations it comes within your
jurisdiction.

The last section, the drafting of which is an absolute
delight and which was taken from the American
legislation, is a catch-all section. It simply says that
you cannot enter into an agreement, arrangement or
understanding if the probable or likely effect of it is
to substantially lower competition. That is the Trade
Practices Act
The commonwealth jurisdiction is greatly limited,
which is something else about the way the whole
thing operates that the opposition does not
understand. The reason why the commonwealth has
the power it has is not that it has a wide
jurisdictional base; in fact, it has an extremely
limited base. The only reason the commonwealth
has the power it has is that around about 1945 it
gained the ability to take over the collection of
income tax as a consequence of the decisions of the
High Court in the uniform tax cases. From that
moment on it held the purse strings. The
commonwealth could make special grants and
otherwise do what it liked because it had the
money - and it has used that power to get control.
Nevertheless, its jurisdiction is extremely limited.
When it introduced the Trade Practices Act the only
areas it could affect were those over which it had

That meant the commonwealth needed us. It meant
the commonwealth could go no further with the
Trade Practices Act without the agreement of the
states. That was good news for the states. As a
consequence the whole process has operated as
federalism should operate - through the states and
the commonwealth getting together.
It is clear that the states want the process as much as
the commonwealth wants it. As a result, the benefits
have been distributed among the states and the
commonwealth. The commonwealth did not decide
it would give us $400 million in the first year,
$600 million in the second and $800 million in the
third just because it has a kind heart. It did so
because it needed our co-operation and because it
understood that it too would benefit greatly. In fact,
it will gain far greater benefits from the process than
will the states.
This is picked up in various articles. I refer to the
21 March article by Roger Wilkins in the Business

Council Bulletin Competition Policy Supplement 1995,
in which he says:
The third thing to understand is that what constitutes a
fair share is more than the states and territories would
accrue in their own revenue. Why? Look at the figures
disclosed by the Industry Commission ...

By the way, that is the final report of the Industry
Commission, not the draft report, which it got
wrong and the views in it eventually had to change.
Roger Wilkins goes on to say:
... the commonwealth gets 66 per cent ($5.9 billion)
of the dividend;
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the states get 33 per cent ($3 billion) of the
dividend .,.

That is, without any redistribution, effectively
because the commonwealth gets it in income tax. But
according to the Industry Commission figures:
the commonwealth does 20 per cent of the work;

the states do 80 per cent of the work.
If you accept the idea that a fair share is a share that
reflects effort, then 80 per cent not 33 per cent of the
Hilmer dividend should go to the states.

That is why the commonwealth has agreed to
reimburse the states with many millions of dollars.
This process by which the Trade Practices Act will
be extended to include government enterprises, sole
traders and partnerships is but one part of the
whole. It is important to realise that we have a long
way to go. This the Leader of the Opposition simply
does not understand. Now is not the time to say
which particular areas will be privatised,
corporatised or whatever. This is the beginning of a
process.
Firstly, you unleash part IV across the board to affect
all state operations. Secondly, you take away the
unfair advantages government enterprises have.
That is effectively the old welfare economics
argument I was taught when I was studying
economics, which says you cannot have any
advantages simply because you are a government
enterprise.
You then distil from government enterprises the
natural monopolies - the railway lines, the
transmission lines, the ports and so forth - and put
them to one side. You then take the competitive
elements and put them in the marketplace. That
very simple process was set out and agreed to by
COAG.
You then look at all the legislation you have and you
take out any unnecessary protection that may exist,
whether it is for professions or whether it is for other
areas, and you say, 'That is out', unless of course
there are certain reasons why particular parts of that
legislation should be left in. Effectively COAG has
agreed that if you are going to do that, that is fine
but it is a reverse onus of proof: you have to prove
that it is necessary that you leave it in, so the onus is
on you to show that. There are many areas both in
the professions and in other areas where that is
easily shown.
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Then there is the access to natural monopolies,
which effectively ensures that all those natural
monopolies that you took out are equally accessed
by the new competitive bodies. This is the way the
world is going and it is the way this state must head.
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - The Leader of
the Opposition supports the national competition
policy and this reform bill. He also supports the
outcome of the COAG meeting, made possible by
the efforts of all the states in the commonwealth, and
joins with the government in endorsing what is
template legislation.
I will comment on some of the points raised by the
member for Berwick in what was an attempt to say
there is only one way to achieve competition. The
member for Berwick's course, which he described,
was simply to privatise. When there is any doubt
about how to achieve competition, the member for
Berwick said privatisation is the most efficient
method.

Or Dean - I was quoting from Hilmer.
Mr BRACKS - Yet by his actions the state
Treasurer is not saying that privatisation is the most
efficient way to achieve competition. He has said
whether or not the outcome is competitive we will
privatise first and ask questions later about the
competitiveness of the regime. It might mean
moving from a government state-owned monopoly
to a private monopoly. That is the outcome the
Treasurer has pursued when you look at some of the
examples and the efforts that he says achieve
competition. In reality all it does is shift ownership
and management; it does not necessarily achieve the
outcome the bill seeks to achieve, which is proper
competition.
The member for Berwick sought to say that
productivity is the key notion of our competition. H
we are to test how competition has been
accomplished, it is all about achieving outputs,
reducing overheads and costs and working smarter.
He referred to the 'invisible hand' as the best way to
ensure that that competitive regime will be met. The
member for Berwick did not debate that point He
failed to take it to the next step and say that this
always means we should privatise.
The member for Berwick failed to mention that
effective competition can be achieved through many
models - by seeking private sector competition and
by proper management.
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If the member for Berwick is saying the government
cannot manage a sta~wned enterprise to achieve a
competitive regime, to achieve productivity gains to
get the public sector state-owned enterprise to
reduce its overheads and achieve a smarter outcome,
and that it cannot manage the process, why are you
in government? H you cannot achieve effective
competition through management outcomes why
are you in government?
Let us look at some of the examples that clearly meet

the competition requirements of the Hilmer report,
yet still look at alternative models to that, which is
simply to change from a public to a private
monopoly. We have only to look at some federal
examples conveniently overlooked by the member
for Berwick.
Or Dean - The airlines, ANL!
Mr BRACKS - Let us look, for example, at the
competition for the introduction in the
telecommunications industry of the competitor
against Optus. Look at how sharp and focused and
much more competitive Telstra has become because
of a private company competing with a state-owned
enterprise. That is a positive model. It is not a model
the member for Berwick talked about because it is a
one-dimensional government.
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Let us look at other models the government chose to
ignore and the member for Berwick forgot to

mention. Looking back 10 or 20 years Australia Post
was an inefficient retail outlet needing key reform.
Although there is a long way to go, by creating
competition within Australia Post for some of the
functions, and while still keeping the whole of
Australia Post in public ownership, in seeking retail
outlets it has sharpened its performance and is much
more customer focused. If we look at those two
models we can see that there are other ways of
achieving competition in the range of options
available to sharpen up the public sector, to better
manage it, to get better outcomes, to achieve what
the member for Berwick said he would like to
achieve - productivity gains, better outputs and
reduced overheads. That cannot always be achieved
by a one-dimensionaI model that seeks to simply
replace a state-owned enterprise with a private
monopoly. To illustrate the Competition Policy
Reform (Victoria) Bill I refer to the second-reading
speech and one key clause, which states:
Under the national competition policy adopted by all
Australian governments, all jurisdictions will cooperate
to ensure universal and uniformly applied rules of
market conduct apply to all market participants
regardless -

these are the key words Or Dean -It is a halfway house.
of their form of ownership.

Mr BRACKS - He has admitted it himself. It is a
one-dimensional government that says there is only
one way to achieve competition. But of course what
the government is doing is clouding its own
ideological preference, which is to achieve
privatisation with the real outcome, which is about
competition. H you are serious about competition
you look at the whole model. You establish the
menu and ask, What is the best fit for this particular
enterprise?'. For example, in the electricity industry
sharpening up the state-owned enterprise - the
SEC with a private competitor - may have
achieved a better outcome. It probably would have
achieved a better outcome than if the government
had set up regional monopolies. The government is
effectively setting up regional monopolies to replace
what was a state-owned, state-wide monopoly.

I am certain there are better ways of achieving a
competitive regime in electricity without looking at
simply setting up and replacing a sta~wned
monopoly with a regional monopoly.

The government admits in the second-reading
speech that a uniform national competition policy
can be achieved by conducting the market test
described by the honourable member for Berwick to,
as the third paragraph of the speech states:
... apply to all market participants regardless of their
form of ownership.

The government's own second-reading speech states
that competition can be effectively achieved without
necessarily privatising because the form of
ownership is not relevant to the desired outcome of
effective competition and effective productivity
gains.
Time and again the government has admitted by its
actions that as the custodian of the state's
revenue-earning assets - the state-owned
enterprises - it has chosen not to manage those
assets itself to achieve productivity and competitive
outcomes. In privatising the TAB through Tabcorp
the government has effectively replaced a
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government monopoly with a private sector
monopoly. Heatane gas has been sold and is now a
private monopoly. Centaur has been sold off to one
private sector organisation in an aggregated. form
with no competition.
In all those cases the government has said, We will
get out of it. We will not even leave a bit in the
public sector for us to sharpen up and provide
competition. We will hand it over'. The Premier
says, 'Let's not beat around the bush: by definition
the private sector will always do it better'.

That is what the government is about. Without any
scrutiny and without picking what are the best fits
for particular industries, the government assumes
that, per se, the private sector will always do it
better. There is a lack of regard for the government's
role as a manager of the public purse and public
assets in that approach.
A clear illustration of the government's
one-dimensional view is the sale of the SEC, which
was referred to by the Leader of the Opposition.
Approximately five or six months ago I attended a
Treasury briefing during which the following key
question was asked about the privatisation of the
SEC: what is the net financial benefit to the Victorian
public?
The benefit to the Victorian public of selling off the
SEC would seem to be that the value of the forgone
contributions to consolidated revenue over several
years would be outweighed by the amount of debt
that would be retired as a result of the sale.
However, the response from the Treasury officials
was unequivocal, as has been clear from the
Treasurer's own actions since: even if the
government gets a worse deal by retiring debt it will
still do it because it believes the private sector will
do it better and more efficiently.
A clear and fundamental difference between the
government and opposition is that the opposition
has not abrogated its responsibility to be a manager
of public assets. Obviously the opposition wants to
see the state-owned, revenue-earning enterprises
sharpened up so that they are competitive and can
offer cheaper prices to Victorian consumers, but it
does not want to abrogate its responsibility by
getting rid of them because it is all too hard. That is
what the government does day after day by its
actions.
Another area of inconsistency between the bill and
the government's actions is the government's
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anticompetition transport proposals. In the
Melbourne City link proposal the government
proposes to introduce a monopoly project that is
anticompetition because it will prevent a series of
competitive roads being developed around the
Melbourne City link.
The project is about downgrading subsidiary roads,
such as Footscray Road, Toorak Road and Alexander
Avenue, and ensuring that state-owned roads will
not compete as alternative road systems to the toll
roads being developed by the government through
the Melbourne City link Authority. The Melbourne
City Link Authority Bill is anticompetition
legislation and the Melbourne City link project is an
anticompetition project. That project is about
securing the toll revenue base for the consortium
picked to develop the project. One way of doing that
is to avoid any effective competition such as
alternative arterial road systems or rail links to the
northern road system and the Tullamarine Freeway.
The Melbourne City link project seeks to prevent
that competition.
If one looks at a catalogue of what the government is
doing by its actions rather than what it is saying in
the bill, one realises that it is pursuing a series of
privatisation projects that do not and will not
produce effective competition but will simply
produce monopoly situations in the private sector of
which the state will be a hostage. The Melbourne
City link project will introduce an anticompetitive
transport system that will prevent City link access
roads, alternative roads and fast rail systems from
competing with the toll road system.
As the honourable member for Berwick said, the
Trade Practices Act provides one mechanism to
ensure that competition policy is adhered to.
However, the second-reading speech explains there
is an ability for state governments to exempt
themselves from the provisions of the Trade
Practices Act in certain circumstances, although the
government says that would happen only in extreme
situations. The second-reading speech states:
Given the Victorian government's strong commitment
to the spirit of competition, a significant case would be
needed for exemption to be provided.

Nevertheless the opening is there for the Trade
Practices Act to be exempted in certain cases by the
state. The second-reading speech continues:
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In most cases it is expected that anticompetitive
conduct should be modified so that it ceases to be
anticompetitive rather than an exemption sought.

The bill and the second-reading speech provide the
opportunity for the government to exempt itself
from the Trade Practices Act. It would need to do so
in practice with projects such as the City Unk project
for which the government is currently negotiating. I
have no doubt that that negotiation is about securing
anticompetitive arrangements for the City Unk
project for Transurban to secure toll revenue. This is
one of the most risky projects that this state has ever
seen, and it will be exposed because there is no
doubt that there is only one way the project can go
ahead, and that is if the government in some form
guarantees the project. It may guarantee no
competition for the project on subsidiary or arterial
roads or may be guaranteeing that there is no
effective fast rail link from the airport to the city. It
may be guaranteeing in some way that there is
compensation for change in circumstances where the
toll revenue, because of demand, usage, avoidance
or change of government policy, might be affected.
In any of those circumstances we are talking about a
guarantee of $1.7 billion of risk being borne by the
Victorian taxpayer. That risk is one which the state
would assume if the consortium is unsuccessful in
the project and does not achieve the figures that it is
hoping for. The RACY has assessed the situation,
and if the revenue is diminished and the project
does not succeed, who picks up the risk and takes
over the project? There is only one body to take over
the project, and the Premier knows it: it is the
Victorian government. That is what it is negotiating
now. The government may dress it up in many ways
in talking about downgrading roads, narrowing
roads and stopping avoidance to secure the toll
revenue, but for a $1.7 billion project to succeed
there must be anticompetitive measures and some
sort of government backing and guarantee. The
opposition is right in scrutinising the government's
activities.

Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr BRACKS - If the Premier were prepared to
reveal some of the arrangements that have been
made with the Transurban consortium we would
have a more transparent and open process. What the
Premier is now saying across the table may be
substantiated. We have no way of proving whether
the Premier's comments across the table are right
because the figures are not being revealed.
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A schedule in the Melbourne City Link AuthOrity
Act shows that the figures will never be revealed
because they are under commercial in confidence.
The interjection by the Premier about how wrong we
are cannot be proved because he will not reveal to
the public the arrangements to put to rest once and
for all the claims that deals are done behind the
scenes, that there are commercial in-confidence
arrangements that are guaranteeing the project and
the government will pick up the risk if there is any
failure in the performance with the
build-own-and-operate scheme.
The disturbing thing is that the government is about
the rhetoric of competition; it is about positioning
itself as a government that is seeking to ensure there
is competition. One does not judge a government by
its announcements; one judges it by its performance
on each of the tests so far, such as electricity,
Tabcorp, Melbourne City Unk and so on; it is all
about private monopolies for which the government
will be a hostage.
The Premier should, if he has nothing to hide on
projects such as the City Unk project, reveal to the
Victorian public what the government's exposure is
to the project and what the parameters are for the
negotiations. The Treasurer said today, and the
Premier confirmed, that there should be some
discussion on the sharing of risk between the
government and the consortium. There is already an
admission that there will be a sharing of risk. For the
Premier to say that this is a private sector deal is
wrong because these are projects that have
traditionally been undertaken by the public sector
contracting out to the private sector, but there have
not been projects on this scale on a BOOT scheme of
$1.7 billion in Australia's history. We are talking
about something that is different. The government is
leading Victoria into an extraordinary exposure of a
risk of $1.7 billion. Who will pick up the risk? The
only body that will pick it up, and be required to
because of government guarantees, will be the
government and the Victorian public.
The Premier is wrong when he says that it is like any
other private sector job. What he is seeking to do
with this project is to avoid not only competition but
to avoid all the usual checks on government to
ensure that there are checks and balances and
scrutiny on projects of this sort. He is using the
BOOT scheme of construction to avoid global
borrowing limits to seek to have this undertaken in a
regime that would otherwise not enable it to happen.
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The reality is that we do not need a project of this
type. We need a competitive transport system, an
intermodal system between road and rail and links
in the road system. We certainly have a common
view on the links, but what we do not have a
common view on is the extent of the project, the
unnecessary and anticompetitive nature of it, which
is one-dimensional in its outcome and will not stand
the test of time. It will be a project that will prove to
be flawed when we look back in 10 or 20 years time.
It will not solve what the government hopes to solve.

Wednesday, 11 October 1995

and territories of Australia but also in relation to its
association with the federal government.
It is a recognition that we have elements of our
market with which we must be content across our
state and territory borders, but it also recognises the
fact that Australia sees itself coming of age in the
world market, and sees itself as having to conduct
itself in a fashion which places it better on the world
stage.
It is a departure from many of the things that were

In summary, the opposition supports the bill and the
efforts of the federal government to initiate a
national competition regime across all states, a
regime that ensures that state borders are not there
to ensure there are anticompetition arrangements as
we have seen historically in the states' development.
In supporting the policy the opposition would seek
to ensure that not only is the policy adopted by the
state government but also the expression of the
policy and its outcome, which is an effective and
efficient public sector - an effective and efficient
state-owned enterprise that is able to compete with
the private sector and not take a one-d.im.ensional
view as the Treasurer has done: he has convinced
the rest of the cabinet that one will always achieve
competition by privatisation.

The causal link is not always there, and it is a flawed
link. Sometimes you might, but often you won't
achieve it, and in this state you will see the
replacement of public monopolies with private
monopolies.

Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) -Having listened
to the opposition members tonight, I am almost
speechless - but not quite. I support the bill and in
so doing I direct my comments to two fundamental
areas. The first is the actua1legislation. which I shall
quickly summarise, and then I shall take up some of
the points raised by the opposition.
Firstly, I commend the honourable member for
Berwick for his contribution. In times to come when
people want to read a definitive outline of what the
legislation means they should pick up the
contribution made by the honourable member for
Berwick tonight and have a read because it gives a
tremendous outline of the bill.
In my view the bill is one of the most profound
initiatives ever to have passed through this chamber
because it marks a new beginning for this state, not
only in terms of its relationship with the other states

put in place by way of parochial diversions when
Federation occurred almost 100 years ago. It is
moving away from many things that happened over
the subsequent decades, and indeed is the complete
antithesis of many of the elements that have torn this
country apart over the years in the sense of being
able to properly develop the many aspects of its
various resources.
It arises, of course, from the Hilmer committee

report and the work undertaken by Professor Fred
Hilmer and his associates. Essentially the report
recommended the implementation of a national
competition policy. The policy involves six elements.
The first is the extension of part 4 of the Trade
Practices Act; the second is the prices oversight of
government business enterprises; the third is
competitive neutrality; the fourth is structural
reform of public monopolies; the fifth is a review of
legislation that restricts competition; and the sixth is
access to essential services.
The bill implements the first of those six stages. 'That
occurs as a result of three agreements entered into
by the states and territories at the Council of
Australian Governments meeting on 11 April this
year. Those three agreements which all the states
and territories have signed are, firstly, the conduct
code agreement; secondly, the competition
principles agreement; and thirdly, the agreement to
implement the national competition policy and
related reforms.
The first of those - the conduct code agreement postulates that we will see the introduction of a
competition code. The bill does that In effect, as has
been explained by the honourable member for
Berwick, the bill introduces the use of part 4 of the
federal legislation in Victoria. It will see a huge
departure from what has occurred previously in this
state and country because of the almost template
legislation which will operate around Australia as a
whole. It will be a massive departure in the sense of
competition policies across our state borders.
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The competition principles agreement establishes
the agreed principles for the element of the national
competition policy, including the program for the
review of legislation restricting competition. That
will be an ongoing process.
The third agreement is the one to implement the
natural competition policy and related reform, and it
is a crucial aspect of the three agreements signed on
11 April. lbat is so because that is where there is the
real sting in the tail. Essentially, it is the mechanism
by which the state will be able to draw back the
funding that is so much a fundamental aspect of
why the parties have at last laid down their arms
and come together on a bipartisan basis for the
betterment not only of the states and territories but
the nation as a whole.
That is so because the states and territories have
signed up to involve themselves in this national
competition policy through the conduct of these
three agreements; but it is through the third
agreement that the payments will flow back to the
states.
It will happen in a way that will mean these
payments are separated out from the normal
financial assistance grants which come to the state.
They will be paid in three parts: $200 million in
1997-98; $400 million in 1999-2000; and $600 million
in the period 2001-2002.

But crucially, it must be remembered that once you
have signed up, you have to comply with the
agreement. If you do not comply you do not get the
payments, and that is an essential element of that
third agreement. The states effectively have
12 months from 12 July 1995 to get their act into gear
and have the legislation passed so that they can take
advantage of these payments which the federal
government has on offer to them through the
operation of this scheme.
In the sense of the mechanism behind the operation
of the bill and its rationale and a full explanation of
what it will mean by way of a benefit to the states,
territories and nation as a whole, I suggest that
reference be made to the contnbution of the
honourable member for Berwick.

I turn now to some of the comments made by the
Leader of the OppoSition in particular. He went
through a long diatribe on CCI' and the sorts of
terrible things that will happen as a result of it. One
of the references he made was to art galleries,
particularly in country Victoria.
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It is a shame he was not in the fair dty of sunny Sale
about two weeks ago because there on the Friday
night we had the opening of the brand-new Sale
Regional Art Gallery. This wonderful initiative on
the part of the Victorian government has been
funded by a grant of $621 000 through the
Community Support Fund, and it is an absolutely
outstanding achievement for country Victoria.
Part of the former Esso office was vacated when
Esso saw fit to walk away and leave us to our own
devices a couple of years ago. The office was
acquired by the munidpality and part of it has now
been devoted to this new and magnificent
establishment. It has been made possible by the
government initiative to which I have referred.
The Minister for the Arts, Mr Haddon Storey, came
to Sale for the evening, and what a gala occasion it
was. We trooped off to dinner later on and Sir
Rupert Hamer was there as guest speaker. There we
had a superb outcome arising directly from an
initiative of the government that would not have
happened had the government not been in power.
The Leader of the Opposition was chirping about
the supposed damage to our galleries around
country Victoria, but I would like him to come down
to Sale. I will even greet him myself and show him
around, because it is an outstanding example of
what country Victoria has to offer in terms of
galleries.
The other point I take up with the Leader of the
Opposition concerns his remark regarding electricity
and his views on privatisation of the electricity
industry.
One of the issues he was highlighting was that there
has been no privatisation anywhere else: 1t's not
going to happen' - that was his clear statement of
fact. When one has regard to the comments of the
Leader of the Opposition over the past few months,
one finds they have not always been absolutely
consistent with his current position. I refer to the
comments the Leader of the Opposition made in this
house on 29 November 1994. He made them in the
context of the debate on the Electricity Industry
(Further Amendment) Bill and he referred to a
report of a speech made by Mr Ross Bunyon, the
chief executive officer of Pacific Power in New South
Wales. He was at that time, of course, fighting a
fierce rearguard action knowing full well that
upcoming events were going to cause him some
degree of disturbance.
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In the course of his reference to the speech made by
Mr Bunyon, the Leader of the Opposition said:
He went on to talk about the position of Pacific Power.
TIlat has not occurred with Pacific Power. It will not
occur with a change of government in New South
Wales in March. There will not be a breaking up of the
generating industry into little bits, which is what will
happen in Victoria. There will not be the breaking up of
distribution companies into little bits that is being
implemented by the Victorian government.

He went on, but given the hour I won't read the rest
of it. He got part of it right, because in March there
was a change of government - God help them! in the state of New South Wales. But he got part of it
awfully wrong, because we have seen subsequently
that events overtook the pOSition put by the Leader
of the Opposition. I will come to that in a moment.
The other bit he got wrong is that it is not a question
of breaking up the distribution companies - New
South Wales had 25 of them before. They have now
been amalgamated into five - so he wasn't too
good on that part, either.
In the same speech the Leader of the Opposition
went on to say, while making comments about a
report from Generation Victoria:
The Generation Victoria report goes on to talk about
the system and how it will work. It is saying that if you
break up the Victorian system into little bits, Pacific
Power - the New South Wales government are not
mugs compared with the Victorian government and
Bob Carr, the Leader of the Opposition in New South
Wales, is not a mug because he will not break it up,
either - will come across the border and close up our
industry. We will lose jobs and we will lose our
competitive advantage.

They were the views the Leader of the Opposition
gave us on 29 November 1994. What subsequently
happened? I have here a document that bears the
date August 1995. It is the report of the review of the
structure of electricity generation in New South
Wales. It is accompanied by a letter that does not
bear a date. The letter is addressed to the Premier,
Mr Bob Carr, MP, and it reads:
Dear Premier,
I have pleasure in enclosing the report of our working
group, as well as an appendix containing the major
analyses and reports on which our recommendations
are based.
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The work has been completed well ahead of the
deadline of year end set by the government. In
summary the report recommends that
1.

Pacific Power be disaggregated.

2.

A choice be made between two options for
disaggregation, each of which is consistent with
the government's goals of low prices, industrial
development and a commercially sound industry.

3.

Governance, management and financial structures
consistent with real competition be established for
each of the new generators.

Then it makes a couple of closing comments. It is
signed, 'Yours Sincerely, Frederick G. Hilmer,
Chair'. I might say that there are five other
SignatOries to the letter, one of them being Mr K. P.
Baxter.
I will move on and have just a quick look at the
contents of the report because a couple of aspects of
it bear mentioning in the context of the debate. At
page 3 it says:
The proposed reforms are unlikely to be the end of
structural change in generation. As the market
develops, pressures for further change will
undoubtedly emerge. The recommendations both
anticipate and are consistent with further change. Our
aim has been to create the conditions that will allow the
market to reshape the industry over time, rather than
impose a rigid bureaucratic solution.

Can we hear it coming, Mr Speaker? On page 4 it
says:
The reforms proposed for this state are not intended to
'fix' either operating or balance sheet problems. Instead
they are aimed at spurring continued improvement,
and over time allowing the industry to further develop
in what will be a growing and dynamic energy market

Then at page 12 there is an interesting discussion. It
says, when discussing the two options offered in the
paper:
There is a second issue that is raised by option A under
which Eraring is separated out.

Eraring is one of the power generators in New South
Wales. It goes on:
In the review group's view, if option A is chosen, the
additional opportunity exists for government to
consider a range of structural and ownership options
for Eraring such as joint venture or float (whole or part)

COMPETmON POLICY REFORM (VICTORIA) BILL
Wednesday, 11 October 1995

ASSEMBLY

prior to expiration of the existing lease-back
arrangements with Westpac Banking Corporation.
There are a number of advantages in such an
arrangement

It then goes on at page 14 to consider various

advantages that would be available by looking at
Eraring in its own right. The second of those is
recited as being:
Second, the value of Eraring in the national market is
likely to be greater if owned by a firm with a
generator(s) in other states. Such a firm would have
operational, marketing and financial advantages and
opportunities not as available to single stations.

It goes on:
Third, if the government wished to sell Eraring, most of
the debt in Pacific Power could be retired.

The fifth point it makes is:
Fifth, the new company, especially if an
Australian-listed firm (such as under a Qantas-type
arrangement) would be a more appropriate vehicle for
offshore expansion and risky research and
development than a wholly government-owned
company. It is rarely either politically or commercially
possible for a government corporation to use taxpayers'
money in risk ventures overseas. In contrast, this is
exactly what private Australian-based firms are and
should be doing.

Finally it deals with other issues and it says in
paragraph 1 on page 15:
Coal structure and ownership. Currently Pacific Power
supplies about 40 per cent of its requirements through
the wholly owned subsidiary, Powercoal Pty Ltd.
Whether and how this should be restructured, spun off
or sold wholly or in part is an important question.

The Leader of the Opposition says, 'No, they're only
going to corporatise. They're not going to sell it'. No,
they won't sell it! It's a bit like the cow on the dairy
farm down on the property in the country like the
area I represent - when the AI man comes along to
visit the cow she knows something's happened but
she's not quite sure what it is. I'm here to tell you
that up there in New South Wales there is a little bit
of AI under way.
In conclusion, this is tremendous legislation for this
state. It will further our position as a leader in the
country in bringing about the changes so
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desperately needed to ensure that everybody gets
his or her just and proper share of the resources of
this wonderful state and this wonderful country.
Mr KENNE'IT (premier) - I thank the members
who have contributed to this debate, with the
exception of the Leader of the Opposition. I say that
because although the opposition supports the bill and we take that on notice - we have seen tonight a
very different approach being taken by the Leader of
the Opposition and the honourable member for
Williamstown. I hope members on this side of the
house, in observing the Leader of the Opposition and I suspect many on the opposition side - have
seen a good example of how not to lead from the
front. The Leader of the Opposition's speech was not
in line with an individual seeking to carve out a
pOSition of leadership in the community. The very
fact that he had to talk for 21h hours when there is a
very important lesson in politics - Mr 8rumby interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to remain silent. If we go down that
track, it will end up in a hullabaloo.
Mr KENNE'IT - A very good adage in politics is
that you don't have to spend a lot of time speaking
to make a good speech, and often the most effective
speeches are those that are shorter. Tonight we
heard three contributions from the honourable
members for Berwick, Gippsland South and
Williamstown, which were all 30 minutes or less.
The Leader of the Opposition took two and
three-quarter hours and said nothing. While we
don't agree with the comments of the honourable
member for Williamstown, I must say his comments
were reasonably lucid, although not necessarily
accurate.

Without a doubt the comments of the honourable
member for Berwick tonight were a good illustration
of how a person can make a contribution. I am not
criticising the honourable member for
Williamstown. I am just saying that one speech
tonight was very succinct and many people would
have learnt a lot about the bill. Unfortunately we
heard nothing from the Leader of the Opposition.
We heard a different point of view from the
honourable member for Williamstown; in 30
minutes he put forward an opposition view a lot
more effectively. The Leader of the Opposition
continues to condemn himseH and his party through
his own actions.
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This piece of legislation is important, as has been
indicated by members on both sides of the house. It
is part of template legislation that came out of a
meeting of minds through a COAG arrangement. It
is breaking new ground. It seeks to introduce
competition to enable us to get tremendous benefit
from the resources we have within our society.

Yes, there are different ways of doing things and
no-one argues with that, whether it be the
honourable members for Berwick, Gippsland South,
Williamstown or me. There are different options and
menus and everyone should be able to look at those.
However, honourable members should understand
there are examples in this state where there has not
been a commitment to privatisation right through to
the final analysis, and the best example is probably
the TAC, which was one area the coalition thought it
would privatise before the last election. We did a
great deal of work and the benefits didn't seem to be
overly obvious and therefore we retained it in state
ownership. I think every activity of government
must be individually assessed and those who have
the authority of the day in government must make a
decision based on all the information as to the best
method to use to advantage the community.
The honourable member for Williamstown would
prefer to have no privatisation. That is not the view
supported by us, the New South Wales government,
the Queensland government or the federal
government, which is undertaking a large program
of privatisation. It is not across all areas, but it sold
off 20 per cent of Qantas in a trade float to British
Airways and is now floating the rest. The house will
recall what the federal government is doing with the
Commonwealth Bank and Telstra. They are all
fundamental institutions that will be privatised in
whole or part by a Labor government.
The real test for us all in considering competition is
not only to look at Australia but also to look at what
is happening in other parts of the world. It is true to
say that in most other countries in the world there
has been a major move towards competition and, in
the main, to privatisation. It is not just in the
Western countries, but particularly in the old
communist countries, partly because those countries
need to attract capital to build the infrastructure
they desperately need to put in place to get into a
competitive situation. We cannot as a country ignore
that trend. If we are going to be relevant in the 21st
century we must do a lot more with our resources
than we have done in the past and we have to be a
lot more competitive.
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The Leader of the Opposition is the antibody. He is
anti-everything. He does not want change. He
would rather turn the clock back to when Labor was
last in government because he would then feel
comfortable in government The reality is that most
people in the community understand - and they
have demonstrated that over the last three years the importance of change and the need to be
relevant, and therefore you have to test new ideas.

The Labor Party raised a number of issues tonight in
terms of specific projects. As we have seen, I don't
think there is one project that we have been involved
in that the Labor Party has supported. I cannot think
of one major project which the opposition has
openly embraced. Labor Party members argue that
their role is to oppose, but in opposing so
consistently they have now earned a reputation of
being whingers, knockers and anti-Victorian. That is
reflected in the way most of the public views the
opposition today. With only a year at most to go
before the next election the public is still looking for
an opposition who may actually put up a counter
point of view, not in opposition but in actually
carving out a new form of opportunity. We are quite
happy about the way things are going politically for
us at the moment and we hope the honourable
member for Broadmeadows will continue to lead the
opposition until the next election and beyond. But it
is not giving the people of Victoria or the Labor
backbench any solace and certainly not giving
generally the sort of intellectual thrust and
competitive force that is necessary.
Mr Brumby - You've got a lot of that!
Mr KENNE1T - Again, that is your easy jibe.
The honourable member for Williamstown was
down at the tourism meeting this morning when we
were talking about competition and the competitive
edge we have generated in that business through the
efforts of the Deputy Premier and the private sector,
but I cannot remember the Labor Party ever talking
on tourism. I don't know who your spokesman is.
Who is it?

Mr Bracks - Me!
Mr KENNElT - When did you last make a
statement on tourism?
Mr Bracks interjected.

Mr KENNETI - There is a very good
illustration. There you are.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The house is on a
collision course again. I ask the house to come to
order.

term and are prepared to frame a document that will
demand that each and every one of us rise to the
occasion and deliver the goods.

Mr KENNE1T - I have a very good illustration.
Today a very good meeting of tourism officials from
around Australia took place. They heard about the
tourist commission's new logo and performance,
which Victoria raised because it is doing much
better than the national average. It is a competitive
area, and the only comment the shadow minister
whose name I didn't know made was
anti-something, whereas we were trying to get
another event to Melbourne. He took satisfaction in
the fact that it didn't come. That is fine; I understand
it. Where is the positive element? Where is the
leadership? Where is the competitive leadership that
you argued about for 30 minutes a few moments
ago? There is none. That is why we on this side of
the house continue to give this community the
leadership it requires and which was necessary with
the change of government.

Clause 51 allows an exemption under certain
circumstances. Indeed, the federal government
specifically exempted industrial relations from
competition policy. The fact that the exemption
clause is part of the bill demonstrates the goodwill
that exists in framing the legislation. We have great
hopes for it. It is working well in developing the
national electricity grid and the national rail
authority, as well as other things happening in the
community that are either reflected in the bill or in
the processes laid down by government.

We are now at most 12 months away from an
election and we still have not heard from the
opposition any policy on any issue that actually
takes a leadership position. Tonight you have heard
other comments made about the City Link project,
and as we said earlier today and as the Treasurer
said, you could almost see the saliva running from
the mouths of the opposition members as the
statement was made last night and we pursued the
banks to get a better deal to protect the public
interest. They actually think.
Mr Brumby - You stuff up one after another.
Mr KENNE'IT - This is the point I find so
amazing. The Leader of the Opposition sits there
and uses an unparliamentary word, saying that we
have continued to stuff things up time and time
again. If we had stuffed up so many things why are
the Leader of the Opposition and his party getting
only 1 out of 5 votes from the Victorian community
at the moment? Why is the public not rising up and
saying, 'Give me John Brumby'? Why are they not
saying, 'Give me the Labor Party'? The reality is
they are not saying that The bill reflects the creative
thinking of those charged with leadership in the
country over the past three years. The former Chief
Minister of the Northern Territory was a major
contributor and he has gone, as has the former Chief
Minister of the Australian Capital Territory, the
Honourable Rosemary Follett. The former Premier
of New South Wales, Mr Fahey, has also gone. The
legislation shows that some people are thinking long

I admit that there are different models, and there is
nothing wrong with that. Ultimately individuals
charged with the responsibility of providing
leadership will have to make the right decision. I am
glad the legislation will pass. I am glad there is a
difference in the expression of views of the
honourable member for Williamstown - not that he
reflects the views of the Labor Party - and
members on this side of the chamber because that
reflects the competitive nature of the legislation.
This is only the start and I am pleased that the
Prime Minister continues to support this
government and the work it is doing - that is
obvious by his comments during the past few days.
The only sad element of this debate has been the
inability of the Leader of the Opposition to show
leadership. The Labor Party will continue to
flounder unless it has a leader who can think long
term and who does not automatically oppose
everything.

The SPEAKER - Order! As the required
statement of intention has been made pursuant to
section Bl(5)(c) of the Constitution Act 1975, I am of
the opinion that the second reading of this bill is
required to be passed by an absolute majority. As
there is not an absolute majority of the members of
the house present, I ask the Acting Clerk to ring the
bells.
Bells rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
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Third reading
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.

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

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

Public transport: northern suburbs
Mr ANDRIANOPOULOS (Mill Park) - I direct
to the attention of the Minister for Public Transport
the former Labor government's announcement in
December 1991 regarding improved public transport
services in the northern suburbs of Melbourne. The
then government particularly referred to the
extension of the Bundoora tram service to Mill Park.
Indeed, in 1992 the Labor government secured
$17 million of federal funding from the Building
Better Cities program.
When the coalition government was elected to office
the Minister for Public Transport ordered a review
of public transport priorities, with the result that the
Mill Park extension was downgraded. In fact, some
$5 million was transferred to other projects,
particularly the city tourist tram service.
Later today the minister will open the half-finished
section of the project, but the tram should be
extended to Childs Road, Mill Park, as was
originally planned, to allow the 30 000 residents of
Mill Park to make use of that public transport
service.
I call on the Minister for Public Transport, when he
comes out to Mill Park to open the half-completed
project, to finally commit the government to
completing the project and ensuring the extra
1 kilometre of line is built so that the project
terminates where originally intended - that is, in
the centre of the Mill Park suburb at Childs Road.
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Education: disabled student transport
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) - I raise with the
Minister for Education the concern of my
constituents Mr and Mrs Donald Brown of Nathalla
about the transport of their son Luke to a primary
school in Shepparton. Luke is five years old and
suffers from severe loss of hearing and a pervasive
development disorder. Mr and Mrs Brown have
enrolled Luke at the Guthrie Street Primary School
for 1996. The type and level of support offered by
that primary school is very much appreciated by
Luke's parents.
The minister will be well aware of the facilities at
Guthrie Street because earlier this year he responded
positively and sympathetically to representations by
me and my colleague the honourable member for
Shepparton on behalf of hearing-impaired children,
leading to the establishment of a great facility for
those children. That facility will be opened later this
month.
Luke Brown is enrolled at the facility. The parents'
problem is transport. The family lives north of
Nathalia some 30 minutes from the nearest
connecting bus, which is at Numurkah. For Luke to
catch that bus would entail about 30 minutes
travelling morning and night, amounting to 2 hours
travel every day, for his mother and his 2 siblings, a
4-year-old and a baby of 14 months. Luke will then
have to travel by school bus for a further
three-quarters of an hour each way, arriving in
Shepparton where he will have to be transported to
the Guthrie Street Primary School.
The Browns have applied and been refused taxi
travel. To expect any five-year-old, in particular one
suffering from profound hearing loss, to travel as
described is expecting a little too much. I ask the
minister to reconsider the matter to see whether
there is any way a better transport system can be
arranged -for example, a taxi from the family's
home at least to Numurkah and preferably
Shepparton - for this severely disabled child so he
can enjoy the standard of education every disabled
child in the state is entitled to and so the
disadvantages of this family can be overcome. I ask
the minister to give his sympathetic consideration to
the case.

Rail: passenger safety
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - I ask the
Minister for Public Transport to investigate another
terrifying incident on Melbourne trains. I have been
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advised by a Thombury woman, Mrs Nancy
Warnock, of an incident that caused her great
concern when travelling on a train from Flinders
Street on 25 September.
Mrs Wamock described to me, in graphic terms, an
incident that occurred as the train approached
Footscray railway station. I would like the minister
to thoroughly investigate and report back to me on
the incident.
Mrs Warnock reports that a gang of five hoons who
had previously boarded the train proceeded to bum
a hole in the seat fabric, then to pull out the
upholstery material from behind the fabric and to
bum that. They then threw it out the window of the
train. She was concerned about the possible effects
of the toxic fumes from the burning material because
burning upholstery foam tends to emit poisonous
fumes. The burning material was of concern to
Mrs Wamock and the other passengers.
She was also concerned by the threat posed to her,
other family members, and other travellers because
she felt intimidated by the number of people in the
gang. When she arrived at the Footscray station she
reported the incident to the station staff who, it
might also be reported, were not checking passenger
tickets. The staff said they would report the incident
to stations further down the line, to try to apprehend
the culprits.
What has happened? Were genuine attempts made
to catch the vandals after the incident was reported,
or was it yet another occasion when that could not
be done because there were insufficient staff at
stations beyond Footscray station when the incident
occurred? Will the minister give a full explanation?
What has the PTC done to offer comforting words
not only to Mrs Wamock but to other people who
may find themselves in similar situations?

Winton motor raceway
Mr DOLUS (Richmond) - I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Planning a matter
regarding the amendment to the Delatite planning
scheme. Three inquiries have been held into the
Winton raceway and its operations, including those
by the Lands Board in 1979, the AAT in 1992 and the
minister's own panel of inquiry in 1995. Each
inquiry has identified major problems with the
Winton site.

The minister will be aware that the latest panel
inquiry heard expert evidence about tourism,

623

ASSEMBLY

planning, noise control, traffic control, real estate
valuation, economic development and so on, and the
hearings were wide ranging. A large and
comprehensive report was finally submitted. The
panel report was exhaustive and made the point that
no further value would be derived from further
inquiries into the matter.
The panel appointed by the minister came to an
unequivocal finding that the present site at Winton
is unsuitable for a major motor racing facility,
including drag racing, and should not be allowed in
residential areas. None of the shire commissioners
attended the panel hearing. The planning officer
attended for about 2 hours of the four-day inquiry.
A media release issued by the shire indicates that the
commissioners intend to reject the central
recommendation of the panel report that there
should be no drag racing strip at Winton. The shire
has made an appointment to discuss the revised
amendment.
It appears the commissioners have failed yet again
to consult the local community. Following meetings
between the community and me, I decided to raise
the matter with the minister because the community
expressed its concern about reports in the local
media about the Deputy Premier's call for the
establishment of a parliamentary review panel. If
there is any substance to this report, it will be a gross
departure from the accepted planning processes and
the implications that may have for future planning
issues will be substantial.

The critical issue here is the proposed use of the site
for drag racing. The Benalla Auto Oub has put it on
the basis that unless it has a drag racing strip it
cannot justify the other extensions and new activities
proposed, and the viability of its existing operations
will be questionable.
The panel's recommendation on drag racing is clear
and unequivocal - namely, Winton is not a suitable
site for drag racing. Its conclusion has been based on
tried and true criteria - that is, noise. The fact is
that previOUS inquiries have rejected - The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.

Children's Court Clinic
Ms GARBun' (Bundoora) - I raise with the
Attorney-General the Children's Court Oinic. I am
seeking reassurance that it will continue to be
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properly funded. The clinic is an important service
to the Children's Court. It provides professional
psychiatric and psychological assessments of
children who are appearing before the court. These
are children who appear before both the criminal
and family divisions in matters of protection
applications.
Honourable members will remember that this clinic
was transferred to the responsibility of the Justice
Deparbnent following Mr Justice Fogarty's
recommendation in his report and a public outcry
that it should be transferred so it could be
independent of the Department of Health and
Community Services which was often contesting
cases.
The clinic provides vital services for magistrates, for
children and for families in crisis. Since its transfer it
has encountered severe budget problems. More
assessments than originally estimated were needed
because magistrates were requesting more, but
instead of funding it properly a number of totally
unacceptable options were proposed.
One of the options is that magistrates may be told
not to ask for so many reports. It would be
absolutely outrageous if magistrates were denied a
professional report on cases before them. Another of
the options is the application of a cap on the cost of
each report that can be ordered. The maximum
might be of the order of around $200. The best
people in the field would simply not be able to be
accommodated at that price and cheaper
professionals would have to be used. The best
professionals in the field and the best specialists
would not be available for the job, and it is
important not only to the magistrate but also to the
families and children involved that the best
information is available when the magistrate is
making a judgment that affects the lives of children
and families.
I am seeking assurance from the Attorney-General
that these options will not be pursued, because they
are not acceptable. More appropriate arrangements
should be put in place so the budget can be met and
so magistrates can continue to seek as many
assessments as they feel are necessary at the price
charged by the best specialists.

Mordialloc-Cheltenham Community
Hospital
Mr 1HWAITES (Albert Park) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Health the
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Mordialloc-Cheltenham Community Hospital. The
matter I raise is the continuation of important
services at that hospital, particularly maternity
services. There is a great deal of concern in the local
community that maternity services and other
services may be taken from the Mordialloc hospital.
At a recent public meeting held at the Monash
Medical Centre the new chairman of the Southern
Health Care Network, Mr Olaf O'Duill, said it was
too early to tell what the future held for obstetric
services for the Mordialloc hospital. He guaranteed
the continuation of casualty services at
Sandringham, which is certainly something we can
be thankful for and which presumably results from
active lobbying by the honourable member for
Sandringham.
It seems that the honourable member for Mordialloc
has not been able to achieve any sort of commitment
to the maintenance of the obstetric services at the
Mordialloc hospital. Fortunately, the very active
ALP candidate for the area, Robyn McLeod, has sent
a letter about health issues to more than 4000 homes.

Amazingly, the letter has been replied to by more
than 450 people. I am pleased to report that more
than 11 per cent of the people who received the
letter from Robyn McLeod have replied stating their
concerns about health services in the Mordialloc
area. The level of concern is high because of the
threats to maternal and other services at the
Mordialloc-Cheltenham Community Hospital.
I seek from the Minister for Health a clear
commitment that the services at the Mordialloc
hospital, particularly the maternity services, will be
retained. Robyn McLeod and other residents in the
area want a guarantee that the hospital will not lose
its important maternity services. Clearly the minister
has the power to give that commitment, because she
is responsible for the administration of health in this
state. It will not be good enough if she tries to pass
the buck to the network boards, which is what she
has tried to do to date.

City West Water: water quality
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) - I bring to the attention of
the Minister for Natural Resources a matter several
of my constituents have raised with me both over
the past week and today.

Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Keilor is entitled to raise a matter on the
adjournment and to be heard in silence.
Mr SElTZ - The matter concerns the
discolouration of the water supplied to their homes.
My constituents are having great difficulty in
obtaining from City West Water clear, clean and safe
drinking water. The affected district is arotuld Kings
Park and Delahey, including the area I live in.
A number of neighbours in my area have installed
their own whole-of-the-house filters because the
standard and quality of the water has deteriorated.
City West Water says that is not its problem. It
claims it is supplying clean water and that the
householders' pipes are contaminated. However, the
householders maintain that the district is only five
years old and that some of the houses are brand
new. Therefore I ask the minister to look at the
situation with City West Water so that it supplies
safe water and so that the water that comes out
green-Honourable Members - Green?
Mr SEITZ - The advice given to the
householders is that even if they boil the water it
will still not be safe to drink. Parents are concerned
about their health and the health of their children.
I ask the minister to take up the matter with City
West Water to see whether the poor water quality is
due to the corporatisation or privatisation of the
maintenance section of Melbourne Water, and I ask
him to ensure that those people are provided with
clean water. After all, that is the charter of City West
Water. I assume the minister wants City West Water
to provide safe drinking water to the households
that are paying for the service -rather than their
having to resort to installing water filters or in some
cases backyard water tanks to catch rain water.
People are losing confidence in the water that is
being supplied by City West Water, which is a big
concern.

The Springvale railway station is the location of one
of the major bottlenecks and traffic hold-ups in the
metropolitan area. It certainly creates a lot of delays,
especially during peak periods when the gates are
closed. Anyone who has travelled down Springvale
Road through the crossing will know the gates are
sometimes closed for more than 25 minutes between
the hours of 5.00 p.m. and 6.30 p.m., creating long
traffic delays.
I have written to the minister asking him to consider
relocating the railway station. After a meeting I
attended with members of the government we
listened to a report from the City of Greater
Dandenong commissioners and officials about the
redevelopment of the shopping centre, which would
move the centre of gravity of that shopping centre
from Springvale Road to east of Springvale Road. It
will probably be necessary therefore to consider
another crossing, and the possible relocation of the
railway station would help to alleviate the necessity
for the gates to be closed for such a long time during
peak periods.
The irony of this is that if you want something done
to your railway station you ask for it to be moved.
The department, I understand in consultation with
the City of Greater Dandenong, has set up a working
party to look at the station's relocation. While this
working party is being set up the Met is currently
refurbishing the railway station and spending a
fortune. I would have thought the department might
have waited until it saw the outcome of the
recommendation of the working party set up to look
at the relocation before it set about refurbishing the
station - spending money that may be wasted if the
station is eventually relocated.
I ask the Minister for Public Transport to investigate
this case of absolute stupidity and possible blatant
waste of the taxpayers' money. I certainly appreciate
that if the station is not going to be relocated money
should be spent on refurbishing it, but if the station
is to be relocated the money is wasted.

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

Rail: Springvale station
Mr MlCALLEF (Springvale) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport the
relocation of the Springvale railway station.

Mr HAYWARD (Minister for Education) - The
honourable member for Rodney raised the matter of
five-year-old Luke Brown. Luke has profound
hearing loss and, as the honourable member pointed
out, the government has established a special
hearing facility unit in the Guthrie Street Primary
School in Shepparton and it is very important for
Luke to travel to that facility.

ADJOURNMENT
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As the house knows, the government has a very
deep commitment to the needs of students with
disabilities. The honourable member raised the
matter of transport assistance for Luke to travel to
the Guthrie Street school in Shepparton. I will
certainly be happy to investigate the possibility of
transport assistance. A taxi service may be possible
at least part of the way to the school.

impression only of the spatial elements and not of
the noise or traffic conditions. I understand the
facility attracts wide and popular support from
spectators and those who wish to operate vehicles
there. Certainly there are residential properties in
the immediate area. Although they are separated by
distance from the raceway, the noise carries some
distance.

I thank the honourable member for the outstanding
work he is doing on behalf of the students and the
schools in his electorate; he is untiring in his
concerns and interests in relation to his constituents.
I thank him for that.

I am conscious that in an area I formerly represented
a raceway that operates once a month in the
township of Poowong is accepted by the community
and has operated for many years. It is a great
fundraiser for the local community, and the
township people and the raceway have coexisted for
many years.

Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning) - The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition raises the question
of the Winton raceway and the proposed report of
an amendment to be made to the local planning
scheme to accommodate changes to the operation of
that raceway.
As is the case with a number of motor sport and
other sporting venues, conflicts often arise and have
three characteristics: they involve people who have
previously owned property in an area and are
regarded as the original residents in the area, people
who have moved into the area since the facility was
developed and the use of the sporting facility. Often
those who have moved in since the facility was
developed are as critical as anyone else about the
use of the area.

The panel has made a forthright report that is being
considered by the council. I understand that in
reaction to the recommendations of the panel the
council proposes to forward to me an amended
proposal for an amendment. I will give
consideration to that, together with the panel report
and submissions and any other relevant matters,
before coming to a decision on the matter.
On the interesting suggestion made by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition about a possible
parliamentary process to help in examining the
matter, I have to say there is a wider question about
where the raceway would be accommodated if it
were not to be accommodated at Winton. That
question was certainly not considered by the panel,
at least not in detail. It may be that solutions can be
found or recommendations can be made on broader
issues than those that were before the panel on the
particular amendment in question.

I have visited the site. I have not been there while
the raceway has been operating, and one can get an

It is not always the case that people are totally
insensitive to the possibility of coexistence with a
facility that might, on occasions when it operates,
cause inconvenience to nearby property owners. It is
not always possible to have such a separation of
distance that everyone gets a perfect environment
and, therefore, coexistence may be necessary.

There are existing uses at Winton which, I assume,
will continue unrestricted. However, it may be that
in the course of consideration of this amendment
there are opportunities to vary the uses that have
taken place in the past while at the same time
accommodating new uses and coming up with what
one could regard as planning compromise. These are
the sorts of things that must exercise the minds of
both the council and the panel.
Ultimately recommendations are made to me as
minister. From me they come to Parliament and
eventually become the new planning rules. As I am
bound to do, I will give consideration to all the
issues, as well as to any recommendation I get from
the department. I do not have any particular
concluded view on the matter. I will inform myself
as widely as possible.
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - The
honourable member for Bundoora asked me for an
assurance that the Children's Court clinic will be
properly funded. She outlined options which she
said had been considered in relation to that clinic. I
am unaware of the options. I wonder who, if
anyone, is proposing these options and who, if
anyone, is considering the options.
I am inclined to think that this may be a similar
situation to the one that was outlined by the
honourable member for Footscray some nights ago
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when he suggested that funding for legal aid was
being cut; again something on which I have made
absolutely no decision and of which I am absolutely
unaware. There is either some mischief going on in
the Department of Justice or the honourable
members have not fully informed themselves of the
particular circumstances.

Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and
Employment) - The honourable members for Mill
Park, Thomastown, Albert Park, Kei10r and
Springvale raised matters for the attention of a
variety of ministers. I shall draw those matters to the
attention of those ministers.

Motion agreed to.
I am pursuing the issue that has been raised by the
honourable member for Footscray to discover
anyone who is putting around stories or information
regarding the legal aid budgel I will certainly
pursue the issue raised with me tonight by the
honourable member for Bundoora.
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Outer east services, 1192

110

Legislative Assembly, Department of the
Report, %9

~yflouse,906,913

Menzies, the late Dame Pattie Maie, GBE, 100

Liberal Party

Mineral water

Alleged racist remark, 1385, 1391
Lieutena.nt-Govemm

Standards, 1384, 1389

Minister for Sport, Recreation and Racing (See

Retirement, q 139

Ministers)

Little Bungalook Creek

MiDisteEs

Erosion, 108, 109

Attorney-General: contempt powers, q 1110, 1159,

1164
Fmance, former, q 99

Livestock
Cruelty to calves, 1316, 1319
Water buffalo, 1473, 1480

Industry Services: financial interests, q 772
Sport, Reaeation and Racing: greyhound lease,

q1326

LPG signage, 824, 826

Treasurer: answers, q 1085, q 1087, q 1088

M
McDonald, the late Sir William. John Farquhar, 233
Mallacoota
Lower lake, 495,500

Martin Dawes Te1ecomm1DlicatioDS Company, 962,
%7
Meat industry (See Abattoirs)
Medicare

ADD rebates, 1103, 1108
Melbourne

Air quality, 501
Theatrical events, q 994

Moira,. ShlIe of
Cobram courthouse, 430, 434
Muckatah drainage scheme, 1049, 1055

Mont Park precinctrefermce group, 377,379
Moonee Valley, City of

Doutta Galla Community Health Services, 735, 737
Moorabbin Airport
Noise levels, 1162, 1169, 1475, 1480
Privatisation, 1048, 1052

Mordialloc RSL

Proposed development, 375, 378
Momington PeDiDsu1a

Me1bomneAirport

Privatisation, 523

Melbourne Major Events Company
Chairman, q 1423

Membels
AIbertPark
attendance at Latrobe Convention Centre, 629
personal explanation, 629

Telecommunication towers, 495, 498
Mosquito plague

St Leonards, 822, 827
Multimedia industry, 1047, 1056

Murray Valley
Industry developments, 1161, 1170
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Parliamentary Library, Department of the

N

Report, 969
National Crime Authority Act, 678, 679
National Road Trauma Advisory Council, 10

Payroll tax: Ray Morgan Research Centre, 1472,1477

Neighbourhood houses

Personal explanations (See Members)

~~,61,67

Petitions

Neighbourhood watch

Ambulance service, 1395
Battery hens, 1178

Newsletter, 1388, 1389

Nelson Warehouse Direct, 173 175
1

Nightclubs

B~~~,1116

Coode Island chemical storage, 1261

Crown Casino

Liquor licences, 1547, 1552
(See also King Street Dightclub district)

City of

Commissioners, 62, 65

Nuclear testing, 71, q 96

o
Occupational health and safety
Govemmentpolicy,118O
Ombudsman

76
Geelong and District Hospital, 501
Homeowner/occupier protection, 9
Housing estate, North Melbourne, 8
Latrobe Valley hospital amalgamation, 9
Moira shire budget 1057
Narre Warren North Road, 1331
Paintball or skirmish games, 113, 245, 295, 743, 832,
932
Palliative care, 1116

Paul Owies Denyer, 113

Appointment, 23

0neIink
Contract, q 1509 q 1510
1

p
Pacific Power
New South Wales government policy, q 1
(See also Electricity iDdustry)

Paintball or sJcjnnisb field, ADakie, 736, 741

Papaya fruit fly, q 931
Parliament

Business program, 23, 248, 448, 692, 935, 1120, 1333
Oerk
appointment of, 681
retirement of, 162, 233
Electorate resources, 1183
Joint sittings, 1179
Sessional orders, 1396

Parliamentary Debates, Department of

Report, 969

expansion, 932
trading hours, 689

Dandenong-Hawthom roads tram track
misalignment, 1395
Dorset-Boronia roads railway crossing, 1395
Fawkner-Campbellfie1d Community Health Centre,

NIghtrider (See Buses)
Nillumb~

Paterson's curse, 908, 912,966,967

Police presence, Werribee, 1117
Privatisation, 9, 295, 1331, 1481
Protection of human life, 9
Public health system. 244
Rosa:nna railway station, 1261
Rural obstetricians and gynaea>Iogjsts, 501
Scallop dredging in Port Phillip Bay, 447
School1evies, 244
Shop top residences, Emerald Hill, 1331
South Eastern Arterial extension. 381
Tl-Tree Crescent, Seaford, 1057
TuIlamarine Freeway toll, 688, 1481
Warrandyte police residence, 9
Zone 1 transport boundary, 932

Petrol

Prices, 762
Planning
348 Brunswick Street, 1475, 1480
423 Punt Road, q 1328, 1384, 1390, 1547, 1553
Carlton Cricket and Football Social Oub, 1158, 1163
Police
Alzheimer's disease sufferers, 1316, 1319
Comnumications system. q 440, 520
Disciplinary and protection procedures, 969
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Investigation of allegations, q 770, 820, 826, q 878,
q924
Judicial inquiry, 1189
Marijuana crop, 1161, 1168
Numbers, 288, 293
Operation Bart, q 1111
Prahran court hearing, q 1198, q 1200, q 1201, q 1289
Project Beacon, q 1198

Task Force Victor, q 1202
Tow-truck contracts, 1385, 1389
(See also Emergency services and Violence)
Police and Emergency Services, shadow Minister for
(See Shadow ministers)
Police Paddocks Reserve, Oandenong, 733, 741
Port Phillip, City of
South Melboume roads, 961, 967

INDEX
Public Bodies Review Committee
Liquor Licensing CoIl'UItission, 10
M~~,247,629

Public First campaign, 433, 434
Public housing (See Housing)
Public Prosecutions, Office of, q 446
Public transport

ALP policy, q 1421
Automatic ticketing madtines, q 1509, q 1510
City Unk, 732, 737
Concession pass, 1314, 1317
First-aid facilities, 909, 913
Northern suburbs, 622, 627
Safety, q 928
Standards, 965, 967
~er.tibee,376,379

Port Phillip Bay

(See also Buses, Rail and Trams)

Professional fishing, 676, 679
Ports
Melboume docks, q 929, q 995
Portland: sale, 1160, 1169
Powercor

Sale,q 1325
(See also Electricity industry)

Q
Quamby House, Albury-Wodonga, 906, 913

Queenscliff
Neighbourhood House, 61, 67

R

Premier, The

Allegations by Hen. D. R White, q.770, 820, 826,
q878
Alleged breach of Crimes Act, q 924
Japanese financ:ial mission, q 1288

Rabbits
Calicivirus release program, 963, 966

Racing
Preschools

Equine morbiIlivirus, q 688

Fees, 63, 68
Funding, 1049, 1052
Places, q 686

Presiding Officers

Report, 1395
Prices
Hardware, 1198
Private Parking Services Pty Ltd, 734, 742

Radar detectolS, 173, 175

Rail
Aerosol fumes, 1051, 1054
Belgrave station, 1313, 1317
Berringama aossing licence fee, 377, 379
Derailments, q 2, q 139, q 141
Interstate luggage handling, 1545, 1552
Passenger safety, 378, 379, 622, 627

Springva1e station, 625, 627
Station security, q 928

Privatisation

Electricity industry, q 138, q 139
Melbourne Airport, 523

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Budget and financial management, 743
Budget estimates and outcomes, 1482

Regional development
Industries, q 929
Rehabilitation and Family Therapy, 1545, 1552
Reid Wood Builders Ply Ltd, 506
Representative democracy, 524
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Respite care (See Community services)

River Mmray
Levee banks, 105, 109
Rivers
Murray, 105, 109
Upper Goulburn, 169, 177
Roads

Bamford Avenue and Mickleham Road,
VV~eado~s,1107, 1108
Batman Avenue, q 998
Cooper Street, Epping, 735, 737
Declaration of main, South Melbourne, 961,967
Fitzsimons Lane and Porter Street, Templesto~e,
965,967
Frankston Freeway sotmd barriers, 169, 175
Hallam and Pound roads, Hampton Park, 1102, 1108
Nagambie-Rush~orth Road, 1160, 1168
Narre Warren North Road, 1314, 1318
South Eastern Arterial, 1312, 1317
South Eastern Freeway noise barriers, 430,437
VVarrigal and North roads, Oakleigh, 1546, 1552
(See also City Link and Speed limits)
Rotary

Farm aid, 429,433
Ray Morgan Research Centre, 1472, 1477

Rulings by the Chair
Acceptance of gag motion, 1453
Addressing Chair, 459, 484, 554, 567, 571, 581, 582,
598,752,765,809,864,865,883,1080,1349,1408
Adjournment
admissibility of matter, 59,144,290,678,1386,
1388,1472,1475,1549
attendance of ministers, 1477
correct minister to answer, 1477, 1478
debating matter, 1477
matter directed to appropriate minister, 172
matter to be raised only once, 1474
members must request government action, 288
responses, 1479, 1551

Amendments
admissibility, 1465
Availability of bills, 1093, 1514
Correct: titles, 397, 527, 535, 597
Division list, 1312
Efficacy of claim, 1340, 1401, 1497, 1499
Frivolous and vexatious points of order, 272, 1114,

1286
Grievance debate, 504
Identification of documents, 1413
Incorporation of documents, sg;, 1340
Members
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coruiuct, 143,528,529, 546,603, 1167,1462,1463,
1482,1483,1491,1494,1514
naming, 1167, 1287, 1335
Motions
admissibility, 295, 302 .
moving of, 325, 326
Notices of motion, 830, 831, 832
Order of call, 830
Questions on notice, 1514
Questions without notice
admissibility, 656, 658, 681, 7J2
debating, 4, 439,441, 529,771,879, 882, 1112, 1114,
1115,1116,1508,1511
length of answers, 1290
must relate to government administration, 1422,
1423,1425
seeking opinion, 323
supplementary, 932
use of time, 1513
Reading
~,143,596,1165,1166, 1168,1177
Reflections
on Chair, 113, 298, 1172
on members, 60,504,517,548, 641, 678, 770, 998,
1054,1074,1089,1091,1212,1362,1367,1389,1424,
1426,1457
~,5,244,318,408,410,411,458,499,548,

599,631,656,657,682,748,751, "-:>6, 757,763,834,
931,1018,1072,1073,1076,1077,1078,1085,1086,
1112,1114,1115,1214,1285,1335,1336,1337,1361,
1374,1~1408, 1409,1411,1443,1449,1455,1456,
1458,1469,1470
Rule of anticipation, 677
Sub judice rule, 970, 971,1199
Tabling
documents, 586, 864, 1165
reports, 1513
Unpar1iamentary and offensive remarks, 85, 315, 402,
488,650,681,685,743,771,1031,1088,1089,1090,
1092,1093,1094,1171,1352,1431,1459,1493

Rutherglen Research Institute, 290, 294, 733, 740

s
StLeonards
Mosquito plague, 822, 827
Save Albert Park group
Premier's statements, q 681, q 1109
(See also Grand prix)
School buses (See Buses)

School of Film and Television, q 997
Schools and mlleges
Barmah,676,679
Brunswick secondary, 822, 826
Errol Street primary, 289, 293
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Essendon electorate, 508
Keilor Lodge and Robinson estates, 679
Legal liability, 734, 742
Mooroopna secondary, 1251, 1255
Par~esecondary,1315,1318

Proposed Greenvale secondary college, 376, 379
St AIbans East primary, 824, 827
Waverley Park primary, 374, 378
Yarrawonga primary, 1385, 1389
Yarrawonga secondary, 1252, 1255

INDEX
Springvale, fonner City of
Councillors, 59, 64

State deficit levy (See Taxation)
Stawell Gift, 1050, 1056
STI (Afforestation), q 772
Subdivision Act, 1549, 1552
Sumaysia Hortica1taral Centre, 289, 293

Science and Technology

T

Government initiatives, q 141

Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
Alert Digest, 10,245,447,689,1117,1332
National scheme legislation, 137
Redundant and unclear legislation, 1482
Statutory Rules Series 1994,245
Trade Unions Act, 1482
SEC

Electrical poltergeist, Traralgon, 1185
Privatisation, q 138
(See also Electricity industry)

Second-hand dealeIS and pawnbrokeIS
Act, 1549, 1551
Stolen goods, 288, 293

Shadow ministers
Police and Emergency Services, 503

Shepparton, (See Greater Shepparto~ City of)
Skirmish school, Anakie, 736, 741
Sm.all business

Growth initiatives, q 237
Small Business October, q 1087
Smoke detectors, q 531
SolaDs

Sale,q 924
(See also Electricity industry)

Taxes
Payroll, 1472. 1477
Proposed state income, q 926
State deficit levy, 1471, 1477

Taxis
Driver licences, 171, 175
Telecommunication towers

East Bentleigh, 60, 64
~rningtonP~,495,498

Tertiary education and training

Monash University, 1179, 1392, 1395
Royal Melbourne Institute of Tedmology, 1179, 1392,
1395
University of Melbourne, 1179, 1333

Timber industry

East Gippsland, 1196
Machinery sabotage, 1163, 1169
Tolls (See City Link)

Tourism
International and domestic, q 410
Traffic in£riDgements

Unpaid fines, 1250, 1258
Trams
Bundoora

Solicitors Guarantee Fund

Report 1481
South Gippsland Aquica1tme Industry Committee,
736,742
South Gippslmd Water Authority
Waste disposal, 497,500

Speed limits
Macedon Street, Sunbury, 104, 109
Radar detectors, 173, 175

extension, q 658
service, 622, 6ZJ
Route 110. 8, 823, 82S
Route 110. 72, 1388, 1390

Transmban
Grand prix sponsorship, q IllS, q 1285, q 1287,
q 1325, q 1329, q 1421
(See also City Link and Grand prlx)
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Treasurer (See Ministers)

Webb Dock (See Ports)

Tullamarine airport (See Melbourne Airport)

WeIIibee

u
Understanding Australia project, q 1512
Unions
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Public transport, 376, 379
Rail derailment, q 2, q 139
West Coburg drug and alcohol rehabilitation centre,
105,110
WestemPort

Corruption, q 656

Sewerage services, 908, 913
Universities (See T ertialy education and training)
Western Region Centre for Alcohol and Drug

Upper Goulbum River

~endence,l73,l77

Tree clearing, 169, 177

Wheel clamping, 734, 742

Urban Land Authority

Williams, the late Morris Thomas, Esq., 915

Williamstown rifle range, 428, 437

v

Williamstown rifle range, 428, 437
Wmdsor Secure Welfare Service, 497,500

WmtoD motor raceway, 623, 626

Vehicles
~oubletnlcks,432,437,1050,1053,1105,1108

LPG signage, 824,826

Women

Government policies, q 1327

Viaoads

Women's budget

Demerit points, 107, 110

Report, 1481

Victoria Dock (See Ports)

Wool industry

Processing initiatives, q 240, q 1324

Victorian Athletic League
Stawel1 Gift, 1050, 1056

Workcover

Victorian College of the Arts
School of Film and Television, q 997

Violence

King Street nightclub district, q 238

Leckie Builders, 375, 378

Wyndham, City of
Swimming facilities, 1548, 1550
Transport infrastructure, ~6, 379

Violet Town

y

Rail derailment, q 141

Yarra Ranges

w
Wamwnbool
Rail derailment, q 139

Water

GouIbum Valley diversion, 171, 177
Infrastructure maintenance, 59, 64
Muckatah drainage scheme, 1049, 1055
Quality, 624,627
Sewerage services, 908, 913
Trade waste charge, 732, 741
Waste disposal, 497, 500

Community houses, 290, 291
Youth

Aerosol spray sniffing, 1051, 1054
SudcUies, 1315, 1319
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INDEX
MEMBERS

ANDRIANOPOULOS, Mr (Mill Park)
Adjoumment

Buses: Mill Park. 677
Ethnic Affairs Commission, 1473
Public transport northern suburbs, 622

Petitions

Trams
route no. 8, 823
route no. 72, 1388
Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 535
Legal Profession Practice (Amendment) Bill, 1261
Local Government (Elections) Bill, 103
Melbourne City Link Bill, 1075, 1358
Public Transport Competition Bill, 23

Ambulance service, 1395
Business of the house
Points of order, 1478

Program, 693, 1120, 1333
Crown Casino trading hours, 760
French. nuclear testing, 73

ASHLEY, Mr (Bayswater)
Bills

Casino <Management Agreement) (Further
~~~Bill,1507, 1514
Petitions
Dorset-Boronia roads railway acssing, 1395
Questions without notice

Ambulance services: industrial dispute, 442
Industrial relations: disputes, 882

B~ Mr (Sunshine)

Grievances

City Unk: financing, 510
Nightrider bus service, 312
Points of order, 4,59, 143,243,298,408,441,499,528,
588,658,930,932,1085,1089,1116,1165,1166,1174,
1422,1423,1429,1476,1511,1513,1548,1549
Questions without notice

CityUnk
commercial risk. 930
Victoria Dock. 995
Onelink: contract, 1509
Rail: derailments, 139, 141
Retirement of Qerk, 164

Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 564
Petitions
~vatisation,1331

Points of order, 1166, 1167, 1430

Bn.DS1lEN, Mr (Mildura)
AdjOUDUDent

Agriculture
capital works program, 289
research and development, 106

Bills
BATCHELORr Mr (Thomastown)
Adjoumment

Miscellaneous Acts (Omnibus Amendments) Bill,

1148

City Link
contractual arrangements, 1314
financ:ing,496
Cooper Street, Epping, 735
Public transport standards, 965

Grievances

Rail

Petitions

aerosol fumes, 1051
passenger safety, 378, 622

Agriculture: opposition policies, 505
Shadow Minister for Police and Emergency Services,

503

Brothel permits, 1117
Points of order, 504
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Questions without notice

Agriculture: environmental controls, 243
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Rail
aerosol fumes, 1054
Belgrave station, 1317
South Eastern Arterial: noise barriers, 1317
Speed limits: Macedon Street, Sunbury, 109
Taxis: driver licences, 175

BRACKS, Mr (Williamstown)

Bills

Adjoumment
Martin Dawes project, 962
Payroll tax: Roy Morgan Research Centre, 1472
Respite care: western suburbs, 170
Ul.A: Williamstown rifle range, 428
Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 271
Casino <Management Agreement) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 1502
Competition Policy Reform (Victoria) Bill, 612
Liquor Control (Licences and Permits) Bill, 1448
Melbourne City Link Bill, 1080, 1381
Miscellaneous Acts (Ommbus Amendments) Bill,
895, 1144
State Taxation (Further Amendment) Bill, 1098
Superannuation Acts (Miscellaneous Amendments)
Bill, 1483
Vocational Education and Training (Amendment)
Bill, 951
Business of the house

Public Transport Competition Bill, 43,46,47,48
Road Transport Charges (Victoria) Bill, 57
Road Transport <Dangerous Goods) Bill, 327,385
National Road Trauma Advisory Council

Report for period ended June 1994, 10
Points of order, 1090
Questions without notice

One1ink: contract, 1509
Public Transport
ALP policy, 1422
safety, 928

Rail: derailments, 2, 139, 141
Trams: Bundoora extension, 658

BRUMBY, Mr (Broadmeadows) (Leader of the

Opposition>

Program, 1123

Adjournment
Grievances

Narre Warren North Road, 1314

Ballarat government record, 1194
Ambulance services, 295
Points of order, 272, 656, 1402, 1478,1499

Questions without notice

Melbourne Major Events Company: chairman, 1423

Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 248
Casino (Management Agreement) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 1487

Competition Policy Reform (Victoria) Bill, 580
Constitution Act Amendment (Amendment) Bill,

BROWN, Mr (Gippsland West) <Minister for Public
Transport)
Adjoumment
B-double trucks, 1053
Buses
U-seater,l257
Nightrider,174
City Link
contractual arrangements, 1318

F1emington Road flyover, 109
Frankston Freeway: sound barriers, 175
Narre Warren North Road, 1318
Public Transport concession pass, 1317
Radar detectors, 175

The, 774, 775, 1453
Electricity Industry (Further .Amendment) Bill (No.
2),833
Forestry Rights Bill, 1433
MeIboume City Unk Bill, 1068, 1339
Miscellaneous Acts (Health and Justice) Amendment
Bill, 776
Public Sector Management and Parliamentary
Officers (Amendment) Bill, 1000

Business of the bo1Ise
Program. 693, 1335
Child protection services, 7J
Christmas felicitations, 1537
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INDEX

Commissioner for the environment, 1408
Condolences
McDonald, Sir William John Farquhar,234
Menzies, Dame Pattie Maie, GBE, 102
Williams, Morris Thomas, Esq., 916
Crown Casino trading hOUlS, 743

Bills

Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 391
Carlton <Recreation Ground) Land (Amendment)
Bill, 1277
Gas Industry <Extension of Supply) Bill, 1021
Local Government (Elections) Bill, 644
Notices of motion, 829, 830

French nuclear testing, 71
Petitions
Narre Wanen North Road, 1331

CLARK,. Mr (Box Hill)
Points of order, 5, 98, 144,296, 410,411,657,682,863,
1073,1074,1085,1090,1093,1115,1171,1421,1426,
1459,1462,1526
Questions without notice

Access Economics: state taxes, 926
Ambulance services: response times, 319, 323
Automatic ticketing machines, 1510
Business and Employment staff reductions, 96
City Link
commercial risk, 531, 533, 654, 659
contractual arrangements, 656, ~7, 686, 688, 768
financing, 528, 530
port relocation, 929
traffic management, 927, 1323
Treas~'s~er,I085, 1087, 1088,1091
Crown Casino: expansion, 411, 443, 445
Electricity industry
executive salaries, 993
SEC privatisation, 138
Gas and Fuel: Gleem Pty Ltd, 881
Government departments
budget savings, 3, 95
staff reductions, 97
Grand prix: sponsorship, 1115, 1285, 1287, 1325, 1329,
1421
Health and community services: budget savings, 1
Hudson Conway: fraud allegations, 236, 238, 239,
241,243,321,407,409,412,443,444
Save Albert Park group: Premier's statements, 681

Bills
Miscellaneous Acts (Omnibus Amendments) Bill,
1149
Points of order, 1175

COGIfiLL, Or (werrlbee)
Adjournment

Wyndham
swimming facilities, 1548
transport infrastructure, 376
Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill,448
Appropriation (Parliament 1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 630
Cluistmas felicitations, 1542

Condolences
Williams, Morris Thomas, Esq., 922
Personal explaDations, 1203
Petitions
Police presence, Werribee, 1117
Points of order, 301,1176,1427

Retirement of Oerk, 163

COLE, Mr (Melboume)

CARLI, Mr (Coburg)
Adjoumment
Adult Migrant Education Service, 495
Brunswick Secondary College, 822
Education: literacy programs, 1253
Port Phillip Bay: professional fishing, 676
State deficit levy: conscientious objector, 1471
West Coburg drug and alcohol rehabilitation centre,

105

Adjoumment

City Unk: Flemington Road flyover, 104
&rol Street Primary School, 289
Medicare: ADD rebates, 1103
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Bills
Appropriation (199)96, No. 1) Bill,466
Australian Grand Prix (Further Amendment) Bill,

1215
Carlton (Recreation Ground) Land (Amendment)
Bill, 1273
Dangerous Goods (Amendment) Bill, 728
Mental Health (Amendment) Bill,820
Miscellaneous Acts (Health and Justice) Amendment
Bill, 1237
Water (Further Amendment) Bill, 1044
Zoological Parks and Gardens Bill, 1009

Business of the house

Program, 1122
Christmas felicitations, 1543

Law Refonn Committee
Insolvent corporations, 1482

Jury service, 1481
Petitions

Housing estate, North Melbourne, 8
Points of order, 831, 1212, 1432
Police discipliJ:wy and protection pmcedmes, 979

COLEMAN, Mr (Bennettswood) <Minister for Natural
Resources)
Adjoumment
Adult Migrant Education Service, 500

ALP: gaming machine policy, 967
Anti-Ring Road Organisation, 1480
Ba.nnah Primary School, 679
Barwon Water: maintenance charges, 64
BCF fire extinguishers, 1056
Brunswick Secondary College, 826
Buses

Brimbank,500
Mill Park, 679
Calicivirus: release program, 966
Conservation and natural resources: wildfire
protection, 1389
Crown Casino: trading hows, 913
Dam construction, 967
Dandenong Hospital, 967
Education; political studies, 826
Etham Fire Brigade, 913
Essendon Airport, 827
Ethnic Affairs Commission, 1478
Frtzsimons Lane and Porter Street, Templestowe, 967
Food: price increases, 679
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Forests: policy strategy, 436
Gas: maintenance and retail sales, 913
Gladstone Park Young Citizens Group, 500
GouIbum-Murray: water diVersion, 177
Hospitals
beds, 967
doctors' remuneration, 913
Introduction agencies, 679
Jacks Day Fund, 1480
Keilor Lodge and Robinson estates, 679
Little Bungalook Creek, 109
Livestock: water buffalo, 1480
Mallacoota: lower lake, 500

Mental health: Quamby House, 913
Mineral water: standards, 1389
Moira, Shire of: Muckatah drainage system, 1055
Moorabbin Airport, 1169, 1480
Mosquito plague: St Leonards, 827
Multimedia centre, 1056
National Crime Authority Act, 679
Paterson's curse, 912, 967
Payroll tax: Roy Morgan Research Centre, 1477
Planning: 348 Brunswick Street, 1480
Port Phillip Bay: professional fishing, 679
Port Phillip, City of: South Melbourne roads, 967
Public transport first-aid facilities, 913
St Albans East Primary School, 827
So~ Gippsland Water Authority: waste disposal,

State deficit levy: conscientious objector, 1477
TlD1ber industry, madtinery sabotage, 1169
Upper Goulbum: tree clearing, 177
Victorian Athletic l.A:!ague: Stawell Gift, 1056
Western Pent sewerage services, 913
Western Region Centre for Alcohol and Drug
Dependence, 177
Wmdsor Secure Welfare Service, 500

Bills
Carlton (Reaeation Grotmd) Land (Amendment)
Bill, 777, 905, 1265, 1280
Elect:ric:ity Industry (Further .Amendment) Bill (No.
2),491,493

FISheries Bill, 630
FISheries Bill (No. 2), 534, 667
Forestry Rights Bill, 1432, 1433, 1531
Gas Industry <Extension of Supply) Bill, 535, 670
Land Revoc:ations (And Other Matters) Bill, 534, 1144
Water (Further Amendment) Bill, 327, 671, 1047
Zoological Parks and Gardens Bill, 534, 669, 1013

Points of order, 172, 1410, 1413
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INDEX

COOPER,. Mr (Momington)

DEAN, Or (Berwick)

Adjoumment
Ambulance services: officer behaviour, 1387
Public transport concession pass, 1314
Telecommunication towers: Mommgton Peninsula,
495

Bills

Public Transport Competition Bill, 39
Points of order, 1177

Questions without notice
Bills

Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 283,327,635
Local Government <Elections) Bill, 639
Port Services Bill, 805

BLF: funds,443
Legal aid: structure, 1114
Preschools: places, 686

Condolences
Williams, Morris Thomas, Esq., 923
DELZOPPO, Mr (Narracan) (See SPEAKER. The)

Grievances
Parliament electorate resources, 1183

Points of order, 144,299,323,829, 1431, 1432
OOLLIS, Mr <Richmond)
Public Bodies Review Committee

Liquor Licensing Commission, 10
R~entofCleik,167

Adjoumment
Nightclubs: liquor licences, 1547
Planning
348 Brunswick Street, 1475

423 Punt Road, 1384
Winton motor raceway, 623
CUNNINGFLUt Mr CMelton)

Adjoumment
Traffic infringements: mtpaid fines, 1250

DAVIS, Mr (Essendon)

Adjoumment
Australian Education Union: Essendon function, 1472
Moonee Valley: Doutta Galla Community Health
Services, 735
Grievances
ALP: political advertising, 508
Questions without notice
lieutenant-Govemor,139
Melboume: theatrical events, 994

Public transport safety,928

Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 456
Australian Grand Prix (Further Amendment) Bill,
1152,1203
Building <Amendment) Bill,367
Carlton <Recreation Ground) Land (Amendment)
Bill, 1265
Heritage Bill, 1124
Melbourne City Link Bill, 1375
Christmas felicitations, 1541

Commissioner for the environment, 1396

Condolences
WIlliams, Morris Thomas, Esq., 918

CmwnCasino
Trading hours, 751
Variation drawings, 1180

Naming of member, 1287
Points of order, 604, 682, 830,998, 1090, 1111, l286,
1401,1404,1425,1426,1463,1475,1419,1513,1551
Questions without notice
Grand prix: negligence claims, 1289

Planning: 423 Punt Road, 1328
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Bills

Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 405, 413
DOYLE, Mr (Malvern)

Adjournment
Planning: 423 Punt Road, 1547

Grievances

Commonwealth-state funding, 522
Melbourne Airport privatisation, 523
Nightrider bus service, 302

Bills

Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 460
Melbourne City Link Bill, 1353
Mental Health (Amendment) Bill, 814
Petitions
Battery hens, 1178
South Eastern. Arterial extension, 381

Points of order, 1340
Questions without notice
City Link: traffic management, 999
Government departments: budget savings, 97
Racing: equine morbillivirus, 688

Petitions
Paintball or skirmish games, 113,245,295, 743, 832,

932
Points of order, 288,314,315,459,548,765
Questions without notice
CityUnk
contractual arrangements, 682
tender, 654
French nuclear testing, %
So1aris: sale, 924

GARBUTI', Ms <Bundoora)
ELUOTI', MI5 (MoorooIbark)
Adjoumment

Buses: Nightrider, 172
Mental health: commonwealth aiticisms, 1255
Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 419
Grievances
Mental health: outer east services, 1192

Questions without notice
Child care: places, 241
Hospitals: doctors' remuneration, 881
Women: government policies, 1327

Adjoumment
Adult training centres, 1162
Children's Court Clinic, 623
Darebin: Mont Park precinct, 377
Knox: maternal and child health services, 907, 1550
Preschools
fees, 63
funding, 1049
Western Region Centre for Alcohol and Drug
Dependence, 173
Windsor Secure Welfare Service, 497
Bills

Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 556
Casino <Management Agreement) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 1525
Child protection services, 84
CroWD Casino trading holUS, 755

FINN, Mr (Tullamarine)

Adjournment
Bamford Avenue and Mickleham Road,
Westtneado~,ll07

City Unk: public transport, 732
Gladstone Park Young Citizens Group, 494
Greenvale: secondary college, 376
Speed limits: Macedon Street, Sunbury, 104

Grievances

Maternal and child health service, 515
Petitions
Privatisation, 9
Public health system, 244
Rosanna railway station, 1261
School levies, 244
Points of order, 554

(24)

GUDE, Mr (Hawthorn) (Minister for Industry and
Employment)

Adjoumment
Adult training centres, 1170
Aquiculture: South Gippsland, 742

INDEX
Employment job creation, 685
Exports: state performance, 530
Greater Geelong: floods, 1110
Industrial relations
disputes, 882
opposition policy, 322
Information technology industry, 1200
Regional development: industries,929

~oubletnucks,437

City West Water
trade waste charge, 741
water quality, 627

HAERMEYER, Mr (Yan Yean)

Housing
Braybrook eviction, 437
rental increases, 437
Martin Dawes project, %7
Mordialloc-01eltenham Community Hospital, 627
Murray Valley: industry developments, 1170
Police Paddocks Reserve, 741
Port of Portland: sale, 1169
Public transport northern suburbs, 627

Rail

passenger safety, 627
Springvale station, 627
Schools: legal liability, 742
South Eastern Freeway: noise barriers, 437
Ul.A.: Williamstown rifle range, 437

Adjournment
CFA: restructure, 106

E1tham Fire Brigade, 906
National Crime Authority Act, 678
Nillumbik: commissioners, 62
Police
investigation of allegations, 770, 820
marijuana crop, 1161
numbers, 288
tow-truck contracts, 1385

Schools: legal liability, 734
Second-hand Dealers and Pawnbrokers Act, 1549
Bills
Local Government (Elections) Bill, 649

Bills
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Bill, 1179
Farm Produce Wholesale (Amendment) Bill, 1179,

Business of the house
Program, 1338

1283
Melbourne City Link Bill, 1079

Grievances

Mental Health (Amendment) Bill, 424
Miscellaneous Acts (Omnibus Amendments) Bill,

1150
Public Sector Management and Parliamentary
Officers (Amendment) Bill, 1058
Trustee and Trustee Companies (Amendment) Bill,

885
Valuation of Land (Further Amendment) Bill,936

Business of the house
Adjournment,629,l(b7
Program, 248,448, 692, 935, 1120
Joint sittings, 1180
Naming of member, 1167, 1287

Points of order, 656, 657, 969, 1090, 1166, 1173
Public Bodies Review Committee, 247, 629
Questions without notice
A WU union official, 656

BLF: funds,444

Emergency services: communications system, 520
Police: judicial inquiry, 1189
Notices of motion, 830

Personal explanations, 1311
Points of order, 488, 548, 771, 879, 970, 1112, 1199,

1202,1290,1374,1475,1477,1478,1548
Police discipliDaJy and pmtection procedures, 969

Questions without notice

Former Minister for Fmance, 99
Police
investigation of allegations, 770, 878, 924
Operation Bart, 1111
Task Force Victor, 1202

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
HAMILTON, Mr (Morwell)
Adjournment

Captain's Lodge Intemational,292
Electridty industry: South Gippsland supply, 1254
Gas: maintenance and retail sales, 910
Livestock: cuelty to calves, 1316
Port of Portland: sale, 1160
School buses: safety, 821
South Eastern Freeway: noise barriers, 430
Taxis: driver licences, 171
Wanigal and North roads, Oakleigh, 1546
Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 280
Electridty Industry (Further Amendment) Bill, 493,

874
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Bills

Marcus Oldham College Bill, 936, 1004, 1131
Universitv Acts (Further Amendment) Bill, 133, 134,

135, 136, 137.

.

Vocational Education and TraiIUng (Amendment)
Bill, 326, 382,954
Questions without notice
Education
budget savings, 2
government initiatives, 99
Understanding Australia project, 1512
vocational training, 1112
Keys to Life program, 6
Sdence and technology: government initiatives, 141
Retirement of OeIk, 166

Extractive Industries Development Bill, 114
Gas Industry <Extension of Supply) Bill, 1014
Melbourne Oty Link Bill, 1366

Mental Health (Amendment) Bill, 428
Port Services Bill, 782, 805, 806, 807
Road Transport Charges (Victoria) Bill, 50
Road Transport <Dangerous Goods) Bill, 715
University Acts (Further Amendment) Bill, 132
Grievances
Electrical poltergeist, Traralgon, 1185
Melbourne: air quality, 501

Petitions

Latrobe Valley hospital amalgamation, 9
P~lJnices,762

HEfFERNAN, Mr Uvanhoe) (Minister for Small
Business and Minister responsible for Youth Affairs)
Adjournment
Fair trading: bread, 1477

Bills
Liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 777, 1000
Liquor Control Uicences and Permits) Bill, 1203,
1433,1450
Questions without notice
Glass industry: overseas investment, 1328

Points of order, 1017

Questions without notice
City Link: Batman Avenue, 998

HENDERSON, Mrs (Geelong)
Questions without notice

Rail: derailments, 2
Wool industry: processing initiatives, 1324
HAYWARD, Mr (Prahran) (Minister for Education)
Adjournment
Education
disabled student transport, 625
literacy programs, 1256
Learning assessment program. 174
Mooroopna Secondary College, 1255
Parkdale Secondary College, 1318
Yanawonga Primary School, 1389
Yanawonga Secondary College, 1255

HONEYWOOD, Mr (Wanandyte)
Adjoumment
Anti-Ring Road Organisation, 1476

Commissioner for the envUomnent, 1401
Petitions
Warrandyte·police residence, 9
Points of order, 298, 831,1402,1409,1474, 1478

(26)

INDEX
Questions without notice

HYAMS, Mr (Dromana)

Electricity industry: New South Wales, 1
Hospitals: doctors' remuneration, 1109
Premier: Japanese investment, 1288

Adjournment
Rosebud Hospital, 430
Bills

Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 539

JOHN", Mr CBendigo East) <Minister for Community
Services and Minister responsible for Aboriginal
Affairs)

Questions without notice

ALP: financial management, 683
Hospitals: enterprise bargaining, 142
Industrial relations: disputes, 1285

Aboriginal deaths in custody, 1395
Adjournment

Greater Shepparton: Tatura COmmunity centre, 293
Knox: maternal and child health services, 912
Maternal and child health services, 1052
PreschooJs

JASPER. Mr (M\lITay Valley)
Adjoumment
Abattoirs: quality assurance programs, 1104
Cobram court:h:luse, 430
Moira, Shire of: Muckatah drainage scheme, 1049

Murray Valley: industry developments, 1161
River Murray: levee banks, 105
Rutherglen Research Institute, 290, 733
Wangaratta Base Hospital, 823
Yarrawonga Primary School, 1385
Yarrawonga Secondary College, 1252
Bills

Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill. 560
Gas Industry <Extension of Supply) Bill, 1026
Government Employee Housing Authority <Repeal)
Bill, 710

fees, 68
funding, 1052
Queenscliff Neighbourhood House, 67
Respite care: western suburbs, 177
Yarra Ranges: community houses, 292
Child pmtec:tion services, 82

Community services
Oient deaths, protection and care, 1481
Questions without notice
Child. care: places, 241
Community Support Fund: distribution, 445
Health and community services: budget savings, 1
Maternal and child health services, 883
Preschools: places, 686

Petitions

Moira shire budget, 1057

KENNE'JT, Mr CBurwood) (Premier and Minister for
Ethnic Affairs)

Adjoumment
JENKlNS, Mr (Ballarat West)
Bills

Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 487
Vocational Education and TraiIring (Amendment)
Bill, 949
Petitions

Privatisation, 295

City Link: public transport, 737
Cooper Street, Epping, 737
Bills
Competition Policy Reform (Victoria) Bill, 103, 144,

619
Constitution Act Amendment (Amendment) Bill,
The, 774, 885
Public Sector Management and Parliamentary
Officers (Amendment) Bill, 1000
Christmas felicitations, 1533
Condolences

McDonald, Sir William John Farquhar,233

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
Menzies, Dame Pattie Maie, GBE, 100
Williams, Morris Thomas, Esq., 915
French nuclear testing, 96
Jo~tsiHings,
Po~ts

1392

of order, 4, 586, 771, 1427, 1513

Questions without notice

Access Economics: state taxes, 926
Ambulance services: response times, 319, 323
Automatic ticketing machines, 1511
Business and Employment staff reductions, 96
City Link
Batman Avenue, 998
COIlUJ'leIcial risk, 532
contractual arrangements, 682, 769
port relocation, 929
public surveys, 1508
traffic management, 1323
Treasurer's answer, 1092
Victoria Dock, 996
Discrimination: race and gender, 1424
Electricity industry: SEC privatisation, 138
Former Minister for Finance, 99
Government departments: budget savings, 3, 95, 97
GrandPrix
co~pactionlVork,683,685,769
sponso~,

1325,1329,1421
Industrial relations: disputes, 1285, 1287
King Street violence, 238
Leaders Forum, 1086
Lieutenant-Govemor, 139
Melbourne: theatrical events, 994
Melbourne Major Events Company: chairman, 1423
Minister for Sport, Reaeation and Racing:
greyhound lease, 1326
Premier: Japanese investment, 1288
Save Albert Park group: Premier's statements, 681
School of Fllm and Television, 997
Small business: growth initiative, Z37
Women: government policies, 1327
Wool industry: processing initiatives, 240,1324

(27)

Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 341
University Acts (Further Amendment) Bill, 130
Vocational Education and Training (~endment)
Bill, 944
Petitions
Rural obstetricians and gynaecologists, 501
Questions without notice
Drought recovery package, 772

LEIGH, Mr (Mordialloc)
Adjo1UllD\ent

ALP: Oaldeigh candidate, 1548
CrolVn Casino: trading hours, 907
Kingston
activities of former councils, 59
sports facilities, 375

Moorabbin Airport, 1048, 1162, 1475
Neighbourhood lVatch: nelVSletter, 1388
Parkdale Secondary College, 1315

Bills
Appropriation (1995-%, No. 1) Bill, 546
Commllllity Development Committee
Governor's pleasure detainees, 447
Condolences

Williams, Morris Thomas, Esq., 921
Grievances
Ambulance services: response times, 526
Points of order, 63, 113, 314, 325, 527, 545, 548, 1072,
1094,1386,1389,1425,1462,1472,1482

LEIGHI'ON, Mr (Preston)
Adjournment
I<ILGO~ Mr (Shepparton)

Adjoumment
GouIbum-Murray: lVater diversion, 171
Greater Shepparton: Tatura community centre, 291
Mooroopna Secondary College, 1251
Paterson's curse, 966
Victorian Athletic League: Stawell Gift, 1050

Emerald Hill estate, 1251
Housing

Newto'Wl\, 494
rental inaeases, 432

Bills
Domestic Building Contracts and Tribunal Bill, 1136
Government Employee Housing Authority (RepeaD
Bill, 384, 702

(28)

INDEX

Heritage Bill, 152
Liquor Control (Licences and Permits) Bill, 1448
Local Government (Elections) Bill, 568

Bills
Appropriation (1995-%, No. 1) Bill, 352

Questions without notice
Economic Development Committee

Export of environmental services, 1118

Exports: state performance, 529
Mental health achievement awards, 100
Understanding Australia project, 1512

Grievances
Office of Building: subcontractors, 506

Petitions
Shop top residences, Emerald Hill, 1331

Points of order, 1430, 14!>~

McA.RTIIUR, Mr (Monbulk)
Adjournment
little Bungalook Creek, 108
Rail: Belgrave station, 1313

Bills
LONEY, Mr (Geelong North)

Adjournment
Barwon Water: maintenance charges, 59
Paterson's curse, 908

Skirmish games field, Anakie, i'36
Yarra Ranges: community houses, 290
Bills
Casino (Management Agreement) (Further
~)Bill, 1518
Uquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 1293
Uquor Control (Licences and Permits) Bill, 1433
Port Services Bill, 791
Road Transport (Dangerous Goods) Bill, 719
State Taxation (Further ~) Bill, 1094

Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 267
Gas Industry (Extension of Supply) Bill, 1032
Grievances
Ambulance services: staffing, 517
Points of order, 272, 290, 677, 748,830, 1017

Questions without DOtice
Ambulance services: resources, 321
Auditor-General: report, 879
Discrimination: race and gender, 1424

McGILL, MI5 (0akIeigh)

Child protection services, 89

Points of order, 290, 527, 1093, 1514

Adjoumment
South Eastern Arterial: noise barriers, 1312
Questions without notice

LUPTON, Mr (Knox)

Ambulance services: industrial dispute, 443
Education: vocational training, 1112
King Street violence, 238

Adjoumment

BCF fire extinguishers, 1051
Electorate offices: safety, 433
Fair trading: bread, 1474
Fitness centres, 1159
Police: Alz.heimer's disease sufferers, 1316
Ran: interstate luggage handling, 1545
Secondhand dealers and pawnbrokers: stolen goods,
288

Vehicles: LPG signage, 824
Wheel clamping, 734

McGRATII, Mr J. F. (warmambooD

Bills

Extractive Industries Development Bill, 125
Parliamentary reports

Department of Parliamentary Debates, 969
Department of the House Committee, 969
Department of the Legislative Assembly, 969
Department of the Parliamentary Library, 969
Presiding Officers, 1395
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Points of order, 1425

McLELLAN, Mr (Frankston East)

McGRAlH, Mr W. D. (Wimmera)(Mini.ster for
Agriculture)
Adjournment
Abattoirs: quality assurance program, 1107
Agriculture
capital works program, 293
research and development, 108

Australia Post, St AIbans, 1258
Electricity industry: South Gippsland supply, 1258
Emerald Hill estate, 1258
Errol Street Primary School, 293
Insurance industry: claims, 1390
Lauderdale environmental activity partnership
block, 68
Legal aid: funding, 293
Planning: 423 Punt Road, 1390

Adjoumment
B-double trucks, 432
Frankston Freeway: sound barriers, 169
Insurance industry: claims, 1386

Bills
Liquor Control (Further Amendment) Bill, 1300
Miscellaneous Acts (Health and Justice) Amendment
Bill, 1236

Grievances
Frankston Cultural Centre: access, 5U
Petitions
Paul Charles Denyer, 113

Tl-Tree Crescent, Seaford, 1057

Police:n~,293

Points of order, 1463, 1493

Rotary: farm aid, 433
Rutherglen Research Institute, 294, 740

Questions without notice

Secondhand dealers and pawnbrokers: stolen goods,
293
Traffic infringements: unpaid fines, 1258
Trams: route no. 72, 1390

City link: public surveys, 1508
Keys to Life program. 6
Smoke detectors, 531

Bills
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (Amendment) Bill,
103,157,365
Superannuation Acts CMiscellaneous .Amendments)
Bill, 1486

Business of the house
Adjournment, 114

Grievances, 23
Program, 23, 1333
Sessional orders, 1396

Condolences
McDonald, Sir William Jom Farquhar,235

Naming of member, 1335
Points of order, 243,829,1348, 1454,1464
Questions without notice

MACLELLAN, Mr (Pakenham)<Minister for Planning)
Adjoumment
Carlton Cricket and Football Social Oub, 1163
Gas: connection charge, 1320
Housing
Newtown,498
waiting lists, 1320
Kingston: activities of former councils, 64
Knox: maternal and c:hild health services, 1552
Livestock: cruelty to calves, 1319
Moorabbin Airport, 1052
Nightclubs: liquor licences, 1552
N"illumbik: commissioners, 65
Rail: interstate luggage handling, 1552
Rehabilitation and Family Therapy, I&>""2
School buses: safety, 825

Agriculture: environmental controls, 243

Subdivision Act,. 1552

Drought recovery package, m

Telecommmtication tower.;

East Bent1eigh, 64
Retirement of Oerk, 165
University of Melbourne, 1333

Momington Peninsula, 498
Trams: route no. 8, 825

Vehicles: LPG signage, 826
Warrigal and North roads, Oaldeigh, 1552
Winton motor raceway, 626
Youthsukides,1319
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Auditor-General

Response by Minister for Finance, 1117
Bills

Builcling (Amendment) Bill, 103, 153,373
Heritage Bill, 103, 148, 152, 1117, 1130, 1131
Local Government (Elections) Bill, 103, 152
Road Transport (Dangerous Goods) Bill, 722

INDEX
Operation Bart, 1111
Prahran court hearing, 1198, 1200, 1289
Project Beac:on, 1198
Task Force Victor, 1202
Tourism,41O
Retirement of Oerk, 162

French nuclear testing, 72

Points of order, 574, 1551

MARPLE, Ms (Altona)

Questions without notice

Adjournment

Planning: 423 Punt Road, 1328
Smoke detectors, 531

Fitness centres, 61
Maternal and child health services, 1048
Bills

McNAMARA, Mr (Benalla) (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, Minister for Corrections and
Minister for Tourism)

Adjournment
Electorate offices: safety, 434
Harcourt apple festival, 1550
Nagambie-Rushworth Road: upgrading, 1168
Neighbourhood watch: newsletter, 1389
Polic:e
Alzheimer's disease sufferers, 1319
investigation of allegations, 826
marijuana aop, 1168
tow-truck contracts, 1389
Skirmish games field, Anakie,741

Appropriation <1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 543
Appropriation (Parliament 1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 637
Australian Grand Prix (Further Amendment) Bill,

1224
Extractive Industries Development Bill, 122
Fisheries Bill (No. 2), 956
Land Revocations (And Other Matters) Bill, 1141
Port Services Bill, 797
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (Amendment) Bill,
358
Public Transport Competition Bill, 33
Water <Further Amendment) Bill, 1039
Zoological Parks and Gardens Bill, 1006

CommissioDer for the environment, 1418
Petitions
Zone 1 transport boundary, 932

Bills

Australian Grand Prix (Further Amendment) Bill,
775,889
Cluistmas felicitations, 1539

MAUGHAN, Mr CRodney)

Condolences

Adjoumment

McOonald, Sir William John Farquhar,234
Williams, Morris Thomas, Esq., 917
Points of orcier, 1090, 1091

Police disciplinary and pzotection procedures, 974

Questions without notice

Grandprix
negligence claims, 1289
sponsorship, 1115, 1285, 1287
Police
commwlic:ations system. 440
investigation of allegations, 771, 879,924

Barmah Primary Sc:hooL 676

Education; disabled student transport, 622
Lauderdale environmental activity partnership
b~63

Nagambie-Rushworth Road: upgrading, 1160
Bills
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals (Amendment) Bill,

361
Child protection services, 91
Questions without notice

Papaya fruit fly, 931
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Business of the house

Program, 1121
MICALLEF, Mr CSpringvale)

Child protection services, 93

Adjournment

Grievances

liberal Party: alleged racist remark, 1385
Rail: Springvale station, 625

Representative democracy, 524
Points of order, 143,504

Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill,483
Dangerous Goods (Amendment) Bill, 723
Legal Profession Practice (.Amendment) Bill, 776
Vocational Education and. Training (Amendment)
Bill, 937

Police discip~ and protection procedures, 976

Questions without notice
Attorney-General: contempt powers, 1110
Police: Prahran court hearing, 1198, 1200, 1201
Save AIbert Park group: Premier's statements, 1109

Grievances
Occupational health and. safety, 1180

Notices of motion, 829

NAPTHINE, Or (Portland)

Points of order, 113, 440, 1388, 1391, 1424, 1425, 1479,
1483

Adjoumment
Calicivirus: release program, 963

Questions without notice
Minister for Industry Services: financial interests, 772

Bills
Miscellaneous Acts (Health and Justice) Amendment

Bill,1229
Condolences

MILDENHALL, Mr (Footscray)
Adjournment
Attorney-General: contempt powers, 1159
Children's Court, 905
Education: western submbs, 1104
Gas: connection charge, 1313
Hospitals: beds, 964
Housing: Braybrook eviction, 429
Introduction agencies, 676
Jacks Day Fund, 1474
Legal aid: funding, 291
Legal profession: tribunals, 103

Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 414
Australian Grand Prix (Further Amendment) Bill,

McDonald, Sir William John Farquhar,235
Petitions
Crown Casino trading hours, 689

Questions without notice
Gas: grid extension, 412

PANDAZOPOULOS, Mr (Dandenong)

Adjoumment
Dandenong Hospital, 963
Hallam and Pound roads, Hampton Park, 1102
Police Paddocks Reserve, 733

1220
Domestic Building Contracts and Tribunal Bill, 1132
Legal Profession Practice (Amendment) Bill, 1242
Liquor Control (Licences and Permits) Bill, 1449
Miscellaneous Acts (Health and Justice) Amendment
Bill, 1232
Trustee and Trustee Companies (Amendment) Bill,

884

Bills
Approp~(1995J96,No.1)Bill,328

Points of order, 1514
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INDEX

PATERS ON, Mr (South Barwon)

Points of order, 831, 1335, 1361, 1458

Bills

Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
Alert Digest, 10,245,447,689,1117,1332

Marcus Oldham College Bill, 1005
Petitions
Coode Island chemical storage, 1261

National scheme legislation, 137
Redundant and unclear legislation, 1482
Statutory Rules Series 1994,245
Trade Unions Act, 1482

Questions without notice

Glass industry: overseas investment, 1328
Office of Public Prosecutions, 446
School of Film and Television, 997
PESCOlT, Mr (Mitcham) <Minister for Industry
Services)

Adjournment

PERRIN, Mr (Bulleen)
Adjoumment
Fttzsimons Lane and Porter Street, Templestowe, 965

Bills
Dangerous Goods (Amendment) Bill, 732, 7J7
Extractive Industries Development Bill, 119
Melbourne City Link Bill, 1083, 1362
Public Transport Competition Bill, 29

Business investment and employment, 988
Condolences
Williams, Morris Thomas, Esq., 920

CFA: restructure, 110
Driver licences: demerit points, 110
Fawkner Community Health. Centre, 110
Legal profession: tribunals, 110
West Coburg drug and alcohol rehabilitation centre,
110

Bills
Dangerous Goods (Amendment) Bill, 326, 384, 778
Land Revocation (And Other Matters) Bill, 779
French nudear testing, 75

Questions without notice
Minister for Industry Services: financ:ial interests, m

Environment and Natural Resources Committee
Problems caused by native birds, 1178
Points of order, 1428

PEULIca MI5 <Bentleigh)

Questions without notice

Adjoumment
Glen Era: bike paths, 1106
Monash Medical Centre, 170
Telecommunication towers: East Bentleigh, 60

AWU union official, 656

Bills
PERTON, Mr (Doncaster)

Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 479
Australian Grand Prix (Further Amendment) Bill,
1211
Casino (Management Agreement) <Further
Amendment) Bill, 1522
Public Transport Competition Bill, 34

Condolences
Williams, Morris Thomas, Esq., 918
Crown Casino trading hours, 753
Notices of motion, 831

Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill. 660

Questions without notice
Children's Court, 242
Hospitals: doctors' remuneration, 1201
Maternal and child health services, 883

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
PHILLIPS, Mr (Eltham)

REYNOLDS, Mr (Gisbome) (Minister for Sport,

Reaeation and Racing)

Bills

Appropriation (1995-%, No. 1) Bill, 551
Local Government (Elections) Bill, 647
Business of the house,
Program, 1336

Adjoumment
Crown land: Golden Square, 378
Darebin: Mont Park precinct, 379
Greenvale: secondary college, 379
Kingston: sports facilities, 378

Rail
Berringama crossing licence fee, 379

Points of order, 1177
Questions without notice
Industrial relations: opposition policy, 322
Trams: Bundoora extension, 658

PLOWMAN, Mr A. F. (Benambra)
Adjoumment
Dam construction, 964
Essendon Airport, 825
Livestock: water buffalo, 1473
Mental health
national approach, 1253
Quamby House, 906
Rail; Berringama crossing licence fee, 377

passenger safety, 379
Waver1ey Park Primary School, 378
Workcover: Leckie Builders, 378
Wyndham
swimming facilities, 1550
transport infrastru.cture, 379
Bills

Professional Boxing and Martial Arts Bill, 936, 1002
Racing (Amendment) Bill, 326, 381, 701
Questions without notice
Australian Masters Games, 1330
Community Support Fund: Ford Australian Open,
324
Racing: equine morbillivirus, 688

Retirement of Qerk, 167

Bills

Gas Industry <Extension of Supply) Bill, 1034
Questions without notice

RICHARDSON, Mr (Forest Hill)

Australian Masters Games, 1330
Health: unidentified virus,

m

Tourism. 410

Bills

Building (Amendment) Bill, 371
Points of order, 144, 1430
Retirement of Qerk. 166

PLOWMAN, Mr S. J. (Evelyn) <Minister for Energy
and Minerals)
Bills

Electricity Industry (Further Amendment) Bill, 326
Extractive Industries Development Bill, 160
Gas Industry <Extension of Supply) Bill, 1037
Points of order, 834

ROWE. Mr (Cranboume)
Adjoumment

AlP: mail-outs, 1103
Food: price inaeases, 671
Western Port sewerage services, 908

Questions without notice

Gas: grid extension, 412
Retirement of Oerk, 164

(33)

Bills

Australian Grand Pm CFurther Amendment) Bill,
1219
Gas Industry <Extension of Supply) Bill, 1031
Business of the house

Naming of member, 1335

(34)

INDEX

Points of order, 971, 1336

Questions without notice
Education: govenunent Uritiatives, 98
Public transport ALP policy, 1421
Science and technology: government initiatives, 141

5EITZ, Mr (Keilor)
Adjoumment

Australia Post, 5t Albans, 1253
B-double trucks, 1050
Brimbank: home and community care, 1106
RYAN, Mr (Gippsland South)
Adjoumment
Aquiculture: South Gippsland, 736
South Gippsland Water Authority: waste disposal,
497

Bills
Appropriation (1995.96, No. 1) Bill, 470
Casino (Management Agreement) <Further
Amendment) Bill, 1498
Competition Policy Reform (Victoria) Bill, 616
Gas IndustJy (Extension of Supply) Bill, 1024
Legal Profession Practice (Amendment) Bill, 1247

Buses: Brimbank,493
City West Water: water quality, 624
Hardware store prices, 1198
Hospitals: doctors' remuneration, 908
Keilor Lodge and Robinson estates, 679
St AIbans East Primary School, 824
Workcover: Leckie Builders, 375
Youth: suicides, 1315

Bills

liquor Control (Licences and Permits) Bill, 1450
Water <Further Amendment) Bill, 1046

Child protection services, 87

Crown Casino trading hours, 758
Points of order, 599, 1175, 1470, 1490

5ERCOMB~ Mr

(Niddrie)

Adjoumment
Multimedia centre, 1047

Police disciplinary and protection procedures, 985
Bills
Questions without notice

Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) BID, 354

Gippsland: health services, 532
Legal profession: reform, 8
Police: Prahran court hearing, 1289
SHEEHAN, Mr (Northcote)

Adjoumment
SANDON, Mr (Carrum)

Conservation and natural resources: wildfire
protection, 1386

Adjournment
Learning assessment program, 169

Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 400

Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 345
Mucus Oldham College Bill, 1004
University Acts (Further Amendment) Bill, 130
Vocational Education and Training (Amendment)
Bill, 946

Points of order, 1388

SMI1H,. Mr E. R. (Glen Waver1ey)

Questions without notice
Education: budget savings, 2

Retirement of Oerlc, 165

Adjoumment

Internet, 496
Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 276
Zoological Parks and Gardens Bill, 1008
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Grievances
Deportation of Chinese student, 1187
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Bills
Gas Industry (Extension of Supply) Bill, 1020
Government Employee Housing Authority (Repeal)

Bill,713

Police disciplinary and protection procedures, 980

Port Services Bill, 799, 804
Racing (Amendment) Bill, 700
Road Transport Charges (Victoria) Bill, 56
SPEAKER, The (Hon. J. E. Delzoppo)

Appointment of aerk, 681

Petitions
Geelong and District Hospital, 501
Homeowner / occupier protection, 9

Auditor-General
Perfonnance audit, 691
Special reports,501,629, 13%
Statement of financial operations, 691

Questions without notice
Greater Geelong: floods, 1110
Regional development industries, 929
Wool industry: processing initiatives, 240

BLF Custodian

Report, 10
Christmas felicitations, 1544

STEGGALL, Mr (Swan Hill)
Condolences
McDonald, Sir William John Farquhar, 236
WiIliams, Monis Thomas, Esq., 923
Crown Casino variation drawings, 832
Deputy Ombudsman <Police Complaints)
Withdrawal of charges, SOl

Distinguished visitors, 95, 236, 527, 993, 1198

Bills
Water (Further Amendment) Bill, 1042
Business of the house
Program, 1337

Points of order, 1337
~entofaerk,167

Electorate offices

Saiety,325
Fmancial Management Act 1994
Section 46(3), 832
French nuclear testing, 76

Jointsittings, 1179, 1395
Ombudsman, 23
Public Advocate, 129,691

Retirement of Oerk, 168,233

SPRY, Mr <Bellarine)
Adjoumment
Buses: 12-seater,l254
F~:~tion,1105

Mosquito plague: St Leonards, 822
Queenscliff Neighbourhood House, 61

STOCKDALE, Mr (Brighton) (Treasurer)

Adjournment

ALP: mail-outs, 1108
B-double trucks, 1108
Bamford Avenue and Mickleham Road,
Westmeadows,l108
Brimbank: home and community care, 1108
City Link: financing, 499
Education: western suburbs, 1108
Firearms: registration, 1108
Glen Era: bike paths, 1108
Hallam and Pound roads, Hampton Park, 1108
Medicare: ADD rebates, 1108

Bills

Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 15
Appropriation (Parliament 1995-96, No. 1) Bill,22
Casino <Management Agreement) (Further
Amendment) Bill, 775,896

INDEX

(36)
Electricity Industry (Further Amendment) Bill eNo.

Notices of motion, 830

2),869
Government Employee Housing Authority (Repeal)
Bill, 326, 383
Melbourne City Link Bill, 775, 1061, 1073
Miscellaneous Acts (Omrubus Amendments) Bill,
775,890,895,896
Port Services Bill, 326, 422, 782,803,806, 807
State Taxation (Further Amendment) Bill, 630, 672,

1099

Petitions
Crown Casino expansion, 932
Dandenong-Hawthom roads tram track

misalignment, 1395
Palliative care, 1116
Protection of human life, 9

Points of order, 1449

Superannuation Acts <Miscellaneous Amendments)
Bill, 776, 897
Valuation of Land (Further Amendment) Bill, 776

Grievances

TEHAN, MJS (Seymour) <Minister for Health)

Tunber industry: East Gippsland, 1196

Points of order, 863, 864, 1073, 1088, 1089, 1428

Questions without notice
AlP: financial management, 683
Auditor-General: report, 879
City Link
commercial risk, 533, 654, 659, 930
contractual arrangements, 656, 658, 686, 688
financing, 528, 530
tender, 654
traffic management, 927, 999
Treasurer's answer, 1085, 1087
Crown Casino: expansion, 411, 443, 446
Electricity industry
executive salaries, 994
New South Wales, 1

Adjournment
Ambulance services: officer behaviour, 1390
Auditor-General: performance audit, 66
Dunolly: grave desecration, 66
Mental health
commonwealth aiticisms, 1256
national approach, l256
Monash Medical Centre, 176
Moonee Valley: Doutta Galla Community Health
Services, 737
Rosebud Hospital, 435
Wangantta Base Hospital, 826

Bills
Mental Health (Amendment) Bill, 326
Mjscellaneous Acts (Health and Justice) Amendment

BiIl,7J6,897,900,1232

~tisatian,140,1510

Gas and Fuel: Gleem Pty Ltd.,881

Health Computing Services - Victoria Ud, 1178

Government departments: staff reductions, 98

Questions without notice
Ambulance services

Hudson Conway: fraud allegations, 236, 238,239,
241,243,321,408,409,4~443,444

Powercor: sale, 1325
Solaris: sale, 924
Retirement of Oede, 166

T~ MI

(Caul6e1d)

Bills
Extractive Industries Development Bill, 160
Gas Industry <Extension of Supply) Bill, 1035
Business of the house

Program, 1334
Condolences
Williams, Monis Thomas, Esq., 922

communications system. 439

industrial dispute, 408, 442, 443
resources, 321
Gippsland: health services, 532
Health
departmental meetings, 1507
government policies, 142
unidentified virus, 771
Health and community services: budget savings, 7
Hospitals
case-mix funding, 883
~r.s'~tion,881,1109,1113,1201

emergency departments, 441
enterprise bargaining, 142
Mental health achievement awards, 100
funding, 9ZJ

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
rnOMPSON, Mr (Sandringham)
Adjoumment
Driver licences: demerit points, 107
Mineral water: standards, 1384
Public transport first-aid facilities, 909
Subdivision Act, 1549

(37)

Bills
Australian Grand Prix (Further Amendment) Bill,
1206
Mental Health (Amendment) Bill, 807
Miscellaneous Acts (Health and Justice) Amendment
Bill, 1225
Business of the house

Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 452
Fisheries Bill (No. 2), 959·
Questions without notice
Ambulance services: industrial ctispute, 408
Employment job aeation, 685
Information technology industry, 1200

1HOMSON, Mr (Pascoe Vale)
Adjournment
Auditor-General: periormance audit, 60
B-double trucks, 1105
Carlton Cricket and Football Social Oub, 1158
City West Water: trade waste charge, 732
Fawkner Community Health Centre, 107
Forests: policy strategy, 431
Rehabilitation and Family Therapy, 1545
Upper GouIbum: tree clearing, 169

Program, 1121, 1336
Notices of motion, 831
Personal explanation, 629
Points of order, 325, 326, 439, 750,770,882, 1114, 1166,
1172,1212,1285,1337,1421,1422,1507,1513
Questions without notice
Ambulance services: communications system, 439
Grand Prix: compaction work, 683, 684
Health
departmental meetings, 1507
government policies, 142
Health and community services: budget savings, 7

Hospitals
case-mix funding, 882
~'reDluneration,881,1113

emergency departments, 441

TRAYNO~ Mr (Ballarat East)

Bills
Appropriation <1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 336
Public Transport Competition Bill, 37
Petitions
Fawkner-Campbellfie1d Community Health Centre,
76
Privatisation, 1481

Police disciplinary and protection procedures, 977
Questions without notice
Community Support Fund: Ford Australian Open,
324
Police
communication system, 440
Project Beacon, 1198

Tullamarine Freeway toll, 688, 1481
Points of order, 300, 1114, 1453
Police disciplinary and protection procedures, 983

TREASURE. Mr (Gippsland East)
Adjournment

THWAlTES, Mr (Albert Park)

Adjoumment

MordWloc-Cheltenham Community Hospital, 624
Port Phillip: South Melbourne roads, 961
Ambulance services, 302, 325

Mallacoota: lower lake, 495
Tunber industry: machinery sabotage, 1163
Bills
~priation{1~6,~o.

1) Bill, 332

Melbowne City Link Bill, 1379
Port Services Bill, 789
Road Transport Charges (Victoria) Bill, 55
Questions without notice
Community Support Fund: distribution, 445

(38)

INDEX

Electricity industry: privatisation, 1509
Leaders Forum, 1086

Miscellaneous Acts (Health and Justice) Amendment

Bill, 1240
Trustee and Trustee Companies (Amendment) Bill,
534,665

Crown Casino trading hams, 748
TURNER, Mr (Bendigo West)

Points of order, 1171, 1497

Adjournment
Crown land: Golden Square, 374

Questions without notice

Dunolly: grave desecration, 62
Harcourt apple festival, 1546
Rotary: farm aid, 429

Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 386

Questions without notice
Mental health: funding, 927
Powercor: sale, 1325
Small business: growth initiative, 237
Small Business October, 1087

Attorney-General: contempt powers, 1110
Children's Court, 242
Legal aid: structure, 1114
Legal profession: reform, 8
Office of Public Prosecutions, 446
Police: Prahran court hearing, 1201
Save Albert Park group: Premier's statements, 1109

SolicitoIs Guarantee Fund, 1481
Women's budget, 1481

WEIDEMAN, Mr <Frankston)

VAUGHAN, Or (Oayton)

Bills
Extractive Industries Development Bill, 127
Condolences

Adjoumment
Education: political studies, 821
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Budget and financial management, 743
Budget estimates and outcomes, 1482

Williams, Morris Thomas, Esq., 921

WELLS, Mr (Wantima)
WADE, Mrs (I<ew) <Attorney-General, Minister for
Fair Trading and Minister responsible for Women's
Affairs)

Adjoumment
ALP: Oakleigh carutidate, 1551
Attorney-General: comempt powers, 1164, 1168
Children's Court, 910
Children's Court Clinic, 626
Cobram courthouse, 434
Fitness centres, 66, 1164
Second-hand Dealers and Pawnbrokers Act,1551

Bills

Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Bill, 1290
Domestic Building Contracts and Tribunal Bill, 534,
695,1139
Legal Profession Practice (Amendment) Bill, 776, 903

Adjoumment
Radar detectors, 173
Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill, 395
Melbourne City Unk Bill, 1370
Port Services Bill, 794
Road Transport (Dangerous Goods) Bill, 718

Points of order, 1374
Questions without notice
Electricity industry: privatisation, 139
Grand Prix: compaction work, 769

LEGISLATIVE ASSE~L Y
wn.SON, MI5 IDandenong North)

Adjournment
Housing: waiting lists, 1312
Waverley Park Primary Schoot 374

Bills
Appropriation (1995-96, No. 1) Bill,475
Racing (Amendment) Bill, 697
Notices of motion, 829

.

Petitions
Scallop dredging in Port Phillip Bay, 447

Questions without notice
Minister for Sport Recreation and Racing: greyhound
lease, 1326
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INDEX
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Questions on notice answered during period covered by this index
Qn

Subject matter

Asked by

Answered by

Page

1

Answer to question no. 8
Youth affairs: travel and training
Conservation and environment consultancies
Small business: travel and training
Attorney-General and fair trading: advertising
Police and emergency services: advertising
Corrections: advertising
Conservation and environment advertising
Attorney-General and fair trading: advertising
Gaming: advertising
Attorney-General: capital works in
Dandenong, Cranboume and Berwick
Police and emergency services:
capital works in Dandenong, Cranbowne
and Berwick
Corrections: capital works in Dandenong,
Cranbowne and Berwick
Fair trading: capital works in Dandenong,
Cranboume and Berwick
Gaming: capital works in Dandenong,
Cranbowne and Berwick
Attorney-General and fair trading:
alcohol purchases
Police and emergency services:
alcohol purchases
Corrections: alcohol purchases
Attomey.General and fair trading:
alcohol purchases
Gaming: alcohol purchases
Attomey.General and fair trading:
entertainment expenses
Small business: entertairunent expenses
Police and emergency services:
entertainment expenses
Corrections: entertainment expenses
Roads and Ports: entertainment expenses
Attomey.General and fair trading:
entertainment expenses
Gaming: entertairunent expenses
Attorney-General and fair trading:
publications
Small business: publications
Police and emergency services: publications
Corrections: publications
Conservation and environment publications
Attomey.General and fair trading:
publications
Arts: publications
Attorney-General and fair trading:
stress-related leave
Small busmess: stress-related leave
Police and emergency services:
stress-related leave

DrCoghill
MrLoney
Mr Pandazopoulos
MrLoney
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos

MrGude
MrHeffeman
MrColeman
MrHeffeman
MrsWade
MrMcNamara
MrMcNamara
MrColeman
MrsWade
MrsWade

179
179
1593
179
1581
180
180
1605
1581
180

Mr Pandazopoulos

MrsWade

1581

MrPandazopoulos

MrMcNamara

180

Mr Pandazopoulos

MrMcNamara

181

Mr Pandazopoulos

MrsWade

1581

Mr Pandazopoulos

MrsWade

181

Mr Pandazopoulos

MrsWade

1582

Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos

MrMcNamara
MrMcNamara

Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos

MrsWade
MrsWade

1582

Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos

MrsWade
MrHeffeman

1582

Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos

MrMcNamara
MrMcNamara
MrBrown

183

Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos

MrsWade
MrsWade

1582
184

Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos

MrsWade
MrHeffeman
MrMcNamara
MrMcNamara
MrColeman

1582
184

Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos

MrsWade
MrMcNamara

1582
185

Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos

MrsWade

1583

MrHeffeman

186

Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos

Mr Mc:Namara
Mr Mc:Namara

186
187

56
29
57
63
77
78

84
88
89
95
109

110
120
121
127
141
142
152
153
160
166
174
175
177
185
186
192
198
206
207
213
217
218
224

230
238
239

Correct:ions:stress-~tedleave

181
182

183
183
184
215

185
185
1596
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Qn

Subject matter

Asked by

Answered by

242
249

Arts: stress-related leave
Attorney-General and fair trading:
stress-related leave
Gaming: stress-re1ated leave
Attorney-General: media research and
public opinion polling
Small business: media research and
public opinion polling
Community serviceS: media research and
publicopuuonpolling
Health: media research and public
opinion polling
Police and Emergency Services:
media research and public opinion polling
Corrections: media research and public
opinion polling
Fair trading: media research and public
opinion polling
Gaming: media research and public
opinion polling
Aged care: media research and public
opinion polling
Attorney-General and fair trading:
credit cards
Small business: aedit cards
Police and emergency services: aedit cards
Conections: credit cards
Conservation and environment aedit cards
Attomey~ and fair trading: credit cards
Gaming: credit cards
Tricontinenta1 royal commission
Electricity distributors: consumption figures
Premier: ethnic business organisations
Ethnic affairs: ethnic business organisations
Industry and employment
ethnic business organisations
Small business: ethnic business organisations
Public transport legal advice
Occupational health and safety:
enforcement statistics
Education: ethnic school grants
International treaties
Australia-Sweden health agreement
Melbourne University: student progress
Melbourne University: student progress
Public transport employee uniforms
Natural resources: employee uniforms
Industry and employment employee uniforms
Education: uniforms
Youth affairs: employee uniforms
Small business: employee uniforms
Community services: employee uniforms
Premier: employee uniforms
Ethnic affairs: employee uniforms
Agriculture: employee uniforms
Police and emergency services:
employee uniforms

Mr Pandazopoulos

MrMcNamara

Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos

Mrs Wade
MrsWade

1583
188

Mr Pandazopoulos

MrsWade

1584

Mr Pandazopoulos

MrHeffeman

231

Mr Pandazopoulos

MrJohn

231

Mr Pandazopoulos

MrsTehan

231

Mr Pandazopoulos

MrMcNamara

188

Mr Pandazopoulos

MrMcNamara

190

Mr Pandazopoulos

MrsWade

1584

Mr Pandazopoulos

MrsWade

190

Mr Pandazopoulos

MrJohn

1555

Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
DrCoghill
DrCoghill
Mrl.oney
MrLoney

MrsWade
MrHeffeman
MrMcNamara
MrMcNamara
MrColeman
MrsWade
MrMcNamara
MrsWade
Mr S.J. Plowman
MrKennett
MrKennett

1584
232
190
191
1596
1584
155
1607
216
192
192

Mrl.oney

MrGude
MrHeffeman
MrBrown

250

257
263
268
269
271

272

282
283

2B5

289
295
303
304

310
314
315
330
334

338
339
340

341
342
344
345

347
348
349
350
351
352
353

354
355

356
357

358
359
360

361

MrLoney
MrThomson
MrMicallef
MrMicallef

DrCoghill
DrCoghill
DrCoghill
OrCoghill
MrThomson
MrThomson
Mr Thomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson

MrPescott
MrHayward
MrI<ennett
MrI<ennett
MrHayward
MrHayward
MrBrown
MrColeman
MrGude
MrHayward
MrHeffeman
MrHeffeman
MrJohn
MrKennett

Page

188

192
232

194
194
195
218
218
196
196
197
219
197
1603
198
198
199
200

MrKennett
Mr W D. McGrath

200

MrMcNamara

220

201
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subject matter
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362

Corrections: employee uniforms
Tourism: employee uniforms
Planning: employee uniforms
Energy and minerals: uniforms
Industry services: employee uniforms
Sport, recreation and racing:
employee uniforms
Finance: employee uniforms
Treasury: uniforms
Health: employee uniforms
Attorney-General: employee uniforms
Fair trading: employee uniforms
Women's affairs: employee uniforms
Roads and ports: employee uniforms
Regional development employee uniforms
Local government employee uniforms
Housing: uniforms
Aged care: employee uniforms
Gaming: employee uniforms
Arts: employee uniforms
Tertiary education and training:
employee uniforms
Viaoads: recycled conaete
Education: foreign language programs
Viaoads: B-double vehicles
Viaoads: B-double vehides
Premier: consultancy guidelines
Fuearms: definition
Housing: government loans
Housing: government loans
Conservation and natural resources:
departmental housing
Conservation and natural resources:
remote living allowances
Government Employee Housing Authority:
demolished or removed properties
Education: newspaper supplements
City Link: advertising
Viaoads: registration renewals
Catchment and land protection boards:
budgets
Premier: office and PR staff
Attomey.General and fair trading:
office and PR staff
Treasurer: office and PR staff
Fmance: office and PR staff
Energy and minerals: office and PR staff
Industry services: office and PR staff
Planning: office and PR staff
Small business: office and PR staff
Industry an4 employment office and PR staff
Agriculture: office and PR staff
Natural resources: office and PR staff
Public transport office and PR staff
Community services: office and PR staff
Health; office and PR staff

MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson

MrMcNamara
MrMcNamara
Mr Maclellan
Mr S. J. Plowman
MrPescott

MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson
MrThomson

MrReynolds
Mr Stockdale
Mr Stockdale
MrsTehan
MrsWade
MrsWade
MrsWade
MrBrown
MrGude
Mr Maclel1an
Mr Maclellan
MrJohn
MrsWade
MrMcNamara

MrThomson
MrThomson
DrCoghill
MrThomson
MrThomson
DrCoghill
DrCoghill
MrLeighton
MrLeighton

MrHayward
MrBrown
MrHayward
MrBrown
MrBrown
MrI<ennett
MrMcNamara
Mr Maclellan
Mr Maclellan

MrLeighton

MrColeman

'lZJ

MrLeighton

MrColeman

'227

MrLeighton
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos

Mr 5tockd a 1e
MrHayward
MrBrown
MrBrown

'227

Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos

MrColeman
MrKennett

229

Mr Pandazopoulos

MrsWade
Mr Stockdale
Mr Stockdale
Mr S. J. Plowman
MrHeffeman
Mr Maclellan
MrHeffeman
MrGude
Mr W. D. McGrath
MrColeman
MrBrown
MrJohn

1560
1560
1560
1561
1561
1561
1562
1562
1562
1563
1563
1563
1564

363
364

365
366

367
368

369
370
371
372
373
374
377
378
379
380

381
382
383
384
385
386
387

388
389
390

391
392
393
394
396
397
398

399
400

401

402
403

404
405
406
407
408

409
410
411
4U
413

Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos

MrsTehan

220

221
202
1556
202

203
222
1590

204
223

224
224
225
205
206
1558
206

208
208

210
210
211
2U

1558
226

1608
1608

213
213
213
1559
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Page

414
415

Education: office and PR staff
Police and emergency services, and corrections:
office and PR staff
Police and emergency services, and corrections:
office and PR staff
Regional development office and PR staff
Roads and ports: office and PR staff
Arts: office and PR staff
Housing: office and PR staff
Ethnic affairs: office and PR staff
Conservation and environment
office and PR staff
Tertiary education and training:
office and PR staff
Local government office and PR staff
Major projects: office and PR staff
Attorney-General and fair trading:
office and PR staff
Gaming: office and PR staff
Sport, reaeation and racing:
office and PR staff
Aged care: office and PR staff
Tourism: office and PR staff
Workcover: office and PR staff
Premier: staff contracts
Attorney-General and fair trading:
staff contracts
Treasurer: staff contracts
Finance: staff contracts
Energy and minerals: staff contracts
Industry services: staff contracts
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