PETITIONS
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Thursday,23 November 1995

The SPEAKER (Hon. J. E. Delzoppo) took the
chair at 10.06 a.m. and read the prayer.

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

Privatisation
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
Your humble petitioners pray that the state
government immediately put in place:
1.

A moratorium on the sale of the SECV, Melbourne
Water, and the Gas and Fuel.

2.

An independent public inquiry into the alleged
benefits and disadvantages of selling off these
utilities.

3.
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A referendum for all Victorians.

Your humble petitioners, the undersigned citizens of
the state of Victoria, are greatly concerned about
the lack of public participation in the government's
decision making.
We are concerned that privatisation of these utilities
will result in:
greater inequity;
environmental damage;
a negative impact on the state's finances;
foreign ownership which will undermine our
economic independence; and
a negative impact on people on low incomes.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Thomson (257 signatures)

Tullamarine Freeway toll

We would draw your attention to the fact that the
imposition of tolls on the freeway will result in massive
avoidance of the toll by drivers leaving the freeway at
Bulla Road and Matthews Avenue and travelling
through the residential streets of Essendon.
This we believe will lead to a massive inaease in traffic
levels, a severe loss of residential amenity, will
endanger the lives of schoolchildren and older
residents in particular and will lead to an increase in
pollution levels in our city.
Your petitioners therefore pray for the reversal of the
decision to impose tolls on the Tullamarine Freeway be
supported by members of the Legislative Assembly.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Thomson (503 signatures)
Laid on table.

SOLICITORS GUARANTEE FUND
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) presented report of
Solicitors Guarantee Fund for 1994-95.
Laid on table.

WOMEN'S BUDGET
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) presented report
for 1995-96.
Laid on table.

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Client deaths, protection and care
Mr JOHN (Minister for Community Services)

presented report of inquiries into client deaths,
protection and care for 1995.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

LAW REFORM COMMIITEE

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

Jury service

The humble petition of we, the undersigned citizens of

Mr COLE (Melbourne) presented Issues Paper
No. 2 into jury service in Victoria.

the State of Victoria, sheweth we are opposed to the
imposition of tolls on the Tullamarine Freeway.

Laid on table.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULA nONS COMMITfEE
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SCRUTINY OF ACI'S AND
REGULATIONS COMMITTEE
Trade Unions Act
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) presented report on
redundant and unclear legislation concerning
review of the Trade Unions Act 1958, together with
appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

Redundant and unclear legislation
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) presented second report
on redundant and unclear legislation, together
with appendices.
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Australian Barley Board - Report for the year 1994-95
(two papers)
Conservation and Natural Resources Department Report for the year 1994-95, together with errata
Fair Trading - Report of the Office of Fair Trading and
Business Affairs for the year 1994-95 - Ordered to be
printed
Freedom of Information Act 1982 - Report of the
Attorney-General on the operation of the Act for the
year 1994-95
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act
1978 - Summary of Variations notified between 1
October 1995 and 22 November 1995 - Ordered to be
printed

Laid on table.

Murray Valley Citrus Marketing Board - Report for
the year 1994-95

Ordered to be printed.

Police Board of Victoria - Report for the year 1994-95

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMIITEE
Budget estimates and outcomes
Mr WEIDEMAN (Frankston) presented final
report on 1994-95 budget estimates and outcomes,
together with appendices.

Rural Finance Act 1988 - Direction by the Treasurer to
the Rural Finance Corporation to establish, operate and
administer a scheme of assistance for persons affected
by the floods which occurred during the first week in
November, 1995 in the Gee10ng and Gippsland districts.
State Electoral Office - Report for the year 1994-95
Tomato Industry Negotiating Committee - Report for
the year 1994-95

Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

Victorian Strawberry Industry Development
Committee - Report for the year 1994-95.

LAW REFORM COMMITIEE
APPROPRIATION MESSAGE
Insolvent corporations
Mr COLE (Melbourne) presented report on inquiry
into law relating to directors and managers of
insolvent corporations entitled Curbing the Phoenix
Compllny - Third Report, together with
appendices.
Laid on bible.
Ordered to be printed.

PAPERS
Laid on bible be Oerk:

Message read recommending appropriation for
Liquor Control (Licences and Permits) Bill.
Mr Leigh - Mr Speaker, on a point of order,
page 69 of Daily Hansard shows that last night you
stated that you would report on the matter that
occurred in the chamber. I ask whether you have
read the transcript and can report to the house.
The SPEAKER - Order! I have read the
transcript of the affairs of last night and, without
attaching blame to anyone in particular, I say it was
not one of the house's worst performances. I found
that certain words used by the Leader of the
Opposition were provocative and reflected on the
honourable member for Mordialloc. Equally, I found
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the retaliation by the honourable member for
Mordialloc to be inexcusable, except that he
apologised to the Chair. To an extent that apology
expunged the offence.
I draw the attention of honourable members to the
fact that they must be temperate in their speeches.
They must be careful when reflecting on the
behaviour of and attributing actions to other
members. Reflections on honourable members are a
serious matter, as is impugning members. Having
considered the transcript and the apology that was
given I consider the matter closed. I will take no
further action.
Mr Micallef - Mr Speaker, on a further point of
order, in the past when I and other honourable
members have been asked to apologise to the Chair
those apologies have been asked for unreservedly. In
recent times, including last night's incident, some
people have been allowed to give an explanation as
well as an apology. Mr Speaker, I ask that you be
consistent in your rulings because one the problems
I have is understanding where I stand because of
your inconsistency in allowing certain honourable
members licence - -

The SPEAKER - Order! I have already indicated
that so far as the Chair is concerned the matter is
closed. I have indicated to the house that there were
faults on both sides and I see no reason why I should
take the matter any further. The matter is closed; I
will not hear any further point of order on the same
subject.

SUPERANNUATION ACTS
(MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS)
BILL
Government amendments ci.rcuUted by
Mr W. D. McGRATU (Minister for Agriculture)

pursuant to sessional orders.
Second rellding
Debate resumed from 26 October; motion of
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer).

Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - Although the
opposition does not oppose the Superannuation
Acts (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill it has grave
reservations about the consultation process entered
into by the government with the 20 OOO-odd retirees
currently receiving superannuation benefits. The
opposition understands agreement has been reached
between the major parties, the Victorian Trades Hall
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Council and the government. However, it would
like to place on record the concerns of the groups
and associations with which the government has an
obligation to consult, even though that has not
occurred.
I shall illustrate the importance of this area of

superannuation. We all know how sensitive
superannuation issues are and how those receiving
retirement benefits or disability benefits because of
ill-health believe their benefits will be preserved for
the rest of their lives and that they will not be
changed without due consultation. There are about
3000 retirees on disability pensiOns who may have
some benefits changed under the bill and who have
cause for concern. There are about 20 000 people on
superannuation pensions generally. The former
Minister for Finance, the honourable member for
Polwarth, gave some commitments to negotiate at
length with retiree associations as well as the Trades
Hall Council and other groups affected by the
changes. Unfortunately that commitment to
undertake consultation has not been followed
through by the new Minister for Finance to ensure
that retirees are given some security and comfort by
knowing their benefits will continue.
I ask the Treasurer to respond during his summing
up, or before the bill goes to the Legislative COW\Cil,
that he will consult on and address the concerns
about the bill. We ask that the Treasurer and his
department and the Minister for Finance and his
department carry out negotiations with retiree
associations and give them assurances that the
changes in the bill will not have a net worse effect on
their benefits.

The key issue is that several organisations had no
knowledge of the bill until they received copies of it
from the opposition. Because I am speaking on
behalf of the shadow Minister for Finance in the
upper house, my telephone has run hot with
telephone calls from retiree associations with grave
concerns about the bill. The associations want to
know that there will be no net worse effect for them,
and they will have security and comfort until they
have had proper dialogue. In a spirit of goodwill, I
have been in touch with the retiree groups and they
have been in touch with me in the hope that the
Treasurer and the Minister for Finance will consult
on these matters before the bill is debated in the
upper house and proclaimed.
The Combined Council of State Retirees represents
about 20 000 retirees on superannuation benefits a
proportion of whom - 3000 - will be affected by
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the changes in the bill dealing with the ill-health
classification. Those 10 organisations under the
council include retired police officers, retired senior
officers of the Victorian education system, retired
railway men, retired state employees, retired
teachers, the retired officers division of the SPSF now affiliated with the Community and Public
Sector Union - Via-oads retirees and the
Association of Retired Principals under the old
technical, secondary and primary education system.
Before this measure is adopted I ask the Minister for
Agriculture to urge the Treasurer and the Minister
for Finance to have discussions with these groups
who are in the dark.
The Early Retirees Association, which is a special
and distinct group representing 3000 retirees, also
seeks consultation. I can provide the Treasurer and
the Minister for Finance with the details and names
of those groups and associations so that dialogue
can occur about what is proposed under the bill. The
bill provides that those retirees who were deemed
by an independent process to be no longer able to
work because of ill health and who receive disability
benefits may be affected. Firstly, they may receive a
lump sum benefit and be taken off the
superannuation scheme or, secondly, they may be
asked to resume work at some level in the field they
were in preViously. These are important and
significant matters involving judgments about
people's conditions and capacities to return to work.
One of the concerns that the retiree associations have
with the bill is that there does not appear to have
been any significant negotiations between the state
government and the federal government on
commonwealth superannuation rules. I ask the
Treasurer and the minister to give assurances to
state retirees that the provisions in the bill conform
with the commonwealth superannuation rules. One
of the other items of consultation sought by retiree
associations is that the Minister for Finance and the
federal minister responsible for superannuation,
Con Sciacca, ensure that the changes conform with
commonwealth superannuation rules. These matters
need to be addressed and we hope they will be taken
up.
All sorts of doubts and concerns exist about what
might happen if the bill is passed in its present form.
Groups representing retirees are concerned about
rehabilitation and moves to have retirees who are no
longer deemed to be in ill health resume work. What
work do they go back to when deemed to be no
longer in ill health? For example, there are no
provisions to enable a retired principal, who
finished his or her working life at the peak of his or
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her career with a good salary and Significant
responsibility, to return to similar work. A retired
principal could be required to go back to being an
assistant class teacher doing the elementary work on
which he or she started.

If an independent assessment shows that people on
superannuation benefits for ill health are deemed to
no longer require those benefits considerable
attempts should be made to have them return to
work. The opposition does not argue with that. The
key question is: at what level? Some 20 000 people
are affected by this measure, and they are senior
people such as retired police officers, senior
education officers, retired railway men, public
servants, Vicroads officers and principals at the
primary, secondary and technica1levels of education.
When I was being briefed on the legislation I was
informed of a proposed program called Newstart not to be confused. with the federal government's
Newstart allowance, which replaces the
unemployment benefit - which will be operated by
the Directorate of School Education and which will
seek to assist in the process of returning people to
the teaching service. The Newstart program has a
three-page set of guidelines but it does not appear to
address the concerns that retired associations and
groups have raised about classification, where they
will fit in the workplace and consideration of the
responsibilities they had and the achievements they
made during their working lives. The guidelines,
which seem to be somewhat deficient, were
prepared for the prospective tenderers for the
program. The program of relocating retirees into
jobs in the education system will be outsourced to
the private sector.
My previous occupation included preparing
Workcare clients for their return to work and gave
me experience in this area. I know it is not easy to
find vacancies and employers willing to take back
employees. It is difficult to find the right match of
person and job. Retirees returning to work find that
the workplace rules and skills have changed over
time. Often there is a significant period between a
retiree's finishing work and returning to health and
therefore to work after being on benefits.
We would like to see provisiOns for retraining in the
guidelines for the return-to-work program because
people find that the workplace has changed and that
there are new workplace practices, cultures and
computer technology. It can be very frightening and
forbidding to go back to a workplace unlike the one
you left. Training and support are required to
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upgrade the skills of retirees who may find that the
workplace bears little similarity to the one they left.
The Newstart program does not give much comfort
to those retirees.
To amplify further the concerns of one of the groups
of early retirees I refer to extracts from a letter
written to the Leader of the Opposition by a
spokesman for the Early Retirees Association. There
has been no consultation between the minister and
his department and the umbrella groups that
represent 20 000 retirees. Some have not seen a copy
of the bill or discussed its contents. The letter from
the Early Retirees Association states:
A specialist in superannuation matters has advised me
that changes to our benefits are 'retrospective' ...

The letter further states that according to section 17,
which included the CPI indexation issue, this
conflicts with the commonwealth occupational
superannuation standard regulations. The
opposition and Trades Hall Council do not think
there is any retrospectivity in these arrangements
but we would like some assurances to be given to
the association. Rules relating to superannuation
benefits are complex and the bill has to be read in
conjunction with the act. The letter continues by
saying that the concern arises because of one of the
subsections in section 17 of the regulations. It
continues:
Quite apart from the financial ruin that could befall
3000-plus people -
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unions. We are not Mr Kennett's 'unproductive
leeches', we paid ... to look after ourselves.

The letters continues that in 1993 an agreement was
signed by the then Minister for Finance:
.., so we viewed with concern what was coming after
his demise.
It is imperative that these changes are tested against
current commonwealth superannuation rules and that
they are exposed for what they are.

The author of the letter goes on to talk about matters
he would like raised in Parliament. It is unfortunate
that the Early Retirees Association has had to raise
these concerns at the last moment. I suggest that if
the concerns I have raised had been addressed
earlier by the government the association's
membership would not have been as anxious about
these arrangements.
The other matter I raise concerns the agreements the
former Minister for Finance entered into with the
superannuation beneficiaries on 5 October 1993. In
those agreements the conditions that existed prior to
that date were to be preserved and upheld in the
future and any changes were to be negotiated and
agreed to by all parties, including those who were
the beneficiaries of the scheme, the Trades Hall
Council and other groups. The concern is that
although the Trades Hall Council had some
discussions with the government - and we
congratulate the government for undertalcing those
discussions - it is not enough.

people on superannuation benefits we are extremely concerned about the welfare issues
considering the varying disabilities that we have
already identified. Attempted suicides have already
occurred during 'review processes' that are now
conducted at Workcover rehabilitation centres instead
of government medical officers.

A key issue is that previously government medical
officers had the responsibility of independently
assessing health or ill health under superannuation
rules. That has changed under this government and
private doctors have that responsibility or
accreditation. Some retirees are concerned about
that. The letter continues:
There is also the insidious notion of 'unloading' ... on to
federal government social security pensions because
that is where most of them will end up if this legislation
(a) goes ahead and (b) if it is not negotiated with the

The groups I have referred to - that is, the Early
Retirees Association and the Combined Council of
State Retirees, representing over 20 000 people should also have some discussion to ensure that the
assurances given by the previous minister on
5 October 1993 are continued with the current
Minister for Finance and the government. There is
no doubt that when your livelihood depends on
existing benefits, when your family budget and
income is dependent on those benefits, any
suggestion of a change causes considerable anxiety
and shock waves through a whole series of
superannuation beneficiaries. Some of those matters
can be amplified and blown out of all proportion.
That is wUortunate because I believe it is not the
government's intention to have those matters blown
out of proportion.
I believe it is the government's intention to have
some agreement about changes, and that is why the
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opposition is supporting the bill. However, it does
not help when there is a changeover of portfolios
between ministers for some reason and the
assurances given by the previous minister are not
kept up by the new minister. For some reason he has
ignored the key groups affected by the bill, which is
an extraordinary thing for the new minister to do.

over the last day or so. I thank the honourable
member for Williamstown for his contribution and I
will ensure that his comments and requests are
brought to the attention of the Minister for Finance
while the bill is between here and the other place.

With reluctance and some concerns and
reservations, the opposition supports the bill, but it
would like the Minister for Agriculture, who is at
the table, to take to the Treasurer and the Minister
for Finance a request from the opposition on behalf
of the Early Retirees Association that before the bill
is adopted in the upper house and proclaimed there
be some discussions with those groups on issues
such as return to work, the preservation of benefits
with no disadvantage to retirees and conforming
with commonwealth superannuation rules. It is
important that the Treasurer and the Minister for
Finance, or their departmental officers, have
discussions with those groups. I am happy to
provide the contact names of those groups for those
discussions to occur.

Read second time.

MrW. D. McGRATH (Minister for
Agriculture) - I thank the honourable member for
Williamstown for his contribution on the
Superannuation Acts (Miscellaneous Amendments)
Bill. He made some salient points on behalf of some
20000 superannuants and he also made some good
points about the 3000 people who are on ill-health or
disability superannuation benefits. He referred to
the Newstart program and how it will ~
implemented to the benefit of those people on
ill-health or disability benefits who wish to return to
the work force. I will bring that to the attention of
the Minister for Finance.
The honourable member referred to the work of the
former Minister for Finance on superannuation in
1993. I commend the previous minister for his work,
which has put state superannuation industry on a
sound financial footing. The honourable member
also asked that the Early Retirees Association and
the Combined Council of State Retirees be given an
opportunity to speak to the minister or his
department. The bill will go from here to the upper
house. I am sure the Minister for Finance will read
the comments of the honourable member before
debate occurs in the other place and will take on
board the issues he has raised.

The government appreciates the well-constructed
and sensible contribution from the opposition in this
debate, which is in stark contrast to previOUS debates

Motion agreed to.

Committed.

Committee
Oause 1 agreed to.
Oause2
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for
Agriculture) - I move:
1.

Clause 2, line 9, omit "Sections 30 (1), 30 (2), 30 (3)
and 30 (4) are" and insert "Section 30 is".

Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 3 to 29 agreed to.
Oause30
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for
Agriculture) - I move:
2.

Clause 30, page 19, omit sub-clause (4).

Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 31 and 32 agreed to.
Reported to house with amendments.

Rmuzining stages
Passed remaining stages.

LIQUOR CONTROL (LICENCES AND
PERMITS) BILL
Second TeIlding
Debate resumed from 22 November; motion of
Mr HEFFERNAN (Minister for Small Business).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Rmuzining stages
Passed remaining stages.
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CASINO (MANAGEMENT
AGREEMENT) (FURTHER
AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reJlding
Debate resumed from 26 October; motion of
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer).
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
thank the house and the Leader of the House for
their generosity in allowing me this time to get the
notes organised - it has been a very busy morning.

I point out at the outset that the opposition opposes
this bill for a range of reasons, which I shall outline
in a moment. There has been significant debate
about the casino. In fact, this is about the fifth set of
changes that have been made to the original casino
plans and either the second or third set of changes
that have been made to the casino management
agreement as affected by those earlier changes and
now requiring amendment through the
parliamentary processes.

The opposition opposes the changes because what
Victorians are now getting is not what they believed
18 months ago that they were getting when the
casino was first announced. A casino that was to
have had 200 gaming tables will now have 350
tables. As I said, there has been a series of five
successive changes to the original casino proposal.
TIle opposition opposes the bill for a range of

reasons. The first is that there has been no social or
economic impact study in relation to the casino or
gambling in Victoria. I shall go into detail on that
matter later in my contnbution to the debate. The
opposition believes that although the previous
Labor government obviously set in place proposals
for a casino in Melbourne, it set in place proposals
for gaming machines in a way which was properly
structured and planned and which took full account
of all the economic and social implications of the
casino and gambling issues on Melbourne and
Melbourne's economy.
However, under this government we now have an
open slather approach: anything goes. There is an
absence of any proper study whatsoever in relation
to the casino. For that reason the opposition believes
it is absolutely crucial that there be a full and
independent economic and social impact study so
that Victorians and Parliament can understand the
impact of the casino and gaming machines on the
people of Victoria generally.
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The second reason the opposition opposes the bill is
that the changes will take the casino even further
away from what was originally intended. As I have
said, there have been numerous changes previously,
and this time there are changes in design, tax rates
and, most importantly, the number of gaming tables
permitted at the permanent casino. I believe this is a
total abuse of process. It is a total abuse of trust in
government, and it adversely affects Victoria's
reputation as a place to do business. I shall return to
that theme a bit later.
The third reason we oppose the bill is that it
entrenches a monopoly position, in contradiction of
general competition principles that the government
embraces. Certainly the rhetoric of this government
is that it embraces the pro-competition position. On
the one hand, the government has argued in this
place for more competition in electricity, water and
other areas; but, on the other hand, when it comes to
the additional tables for the casino, there is a
monopoly position and a monopoly seems to be the
way to go.
The opposition opposes very strongly and
strenuously the expansion of the casino to 350
gaming tables. But I put it to the government, to the
extent that it had made a decision to proceed with
additional gaming tables, that a better alternative
would have been to tender out the ISO additional
tables to bring some competition into the industry.
The honourable member for Gippsland South, who
interjects, will have an opportunity to contribute to
the debate. This is an issue on which, if you talk
privately with members of Parliament from both
sides of the house - Mrs Wade interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - Yes, they do. You would be
surprised. They express considerable concern about
the casino culture that is developing in this state.
The Attorney-General can laugh about the casino
culture and the impact it is having on Victorians,
about the tens of thousands of Victorians who lose
their marriages, families and homes because of
gambling problems, and about the government's
lack of attention to these matters and the lack of an
aggressive advertising campaign that tells Victorians
that if you gamble, you lose. Really it is
symptomatic of a government that is obsessed with
the casino culture, survival of the fittest, giving open
slather, and for those who cannot cope and who lose
homes and marriages, that is just tough luck.
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Recently I was at a function organised by one of the
church groups to launch a program for homeless
young men. One of the homeless young men was
there. He was eating a camembert cheese. I asked
him whether he liked cheese, and he said he loved
cheese. In fact, he said he recently went to one of the
subsidised discount lunches at Crown Casino where
you can eat everything you can for $15. He proudly
told me that he ate about $50 worth of camembert
cheese for his $15. I also asked him whether he had
had a bet while he was at the casino, and he said that
he had. He said the first time he went to the casino
he took $20 and lost that playing blackjack. I asked
whether he had been back, and he said that he had,
but this time he had taken $500 with him, put it all
on one number on the roulette wheel and, of course,
lost it This young man has not had a job for three
years. You do not have to be a genius to understand
where he got the $500 from - not from a job or
saving the money, but from breaking into someone's
home.
I put it to the Attomey-Generat who laughed earlier
when I referred to the casino culture, that a whole
industry of home burglaries and theft is driving the
gambling money rwming through the casino in
Melbourne. You have only to talk to people to
understand that. There is a need to understand that
a large amount of the money going through the
casino is driving other industries in this state and
that the social and economic costs and the cost to
families are building daily. Anyone who cannot see
that is either blind, stupid or captive to the interests
of Ron Walker or Uoyd Williams.
Mr Bracks - All of the above.
Mr BRUMBY - Or all of the above. The fourth
reason the opposition opposes the legislation is that
it totally disregards that matters of fraud and
blackmail involving Hudson Conway are under
investigation in the Gleem Pty Ltd case. They are of
particular importance given the probity
requirements of the casino operators.

The Premier must answer these questions: why have
the Parliament's sitting hours been curtailed? Why is
the house not sitting for a week in December? Why
is the Premier so desperate to get the casino bill
through the house this week rather than there being
a full and proper debate in December? Why is the
Premier running away from debate on the casino?
Why will he not allow proper debate? Why has there
not been a proper social and economic impact
study? Why is the house considering changes to the
casino's operation while matters of fraud and
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blackmail involving Hudson Conway are under
investigation?
The fifth reason for opposing the legislation is that it
ignores serious concerns about the tender process. It
remains the opposition's position that a full,
independent inquiry into the casino licence bidding
process is required.
The sixth reason for opposing the legislation is that it
reflects the wrong priorities of the Kennett
government. The government is obsessed with the
casino and the casino culture. When the principals of
the casino ask the government to jump, the Premier
asks how high. The Premier is more concerned
about how long someone waits to get on to a gaming
table at the casino than how long Victorians wait to
get hospital beds, to get onto hospital trolleys or to
get ambulances. The casino culture is endemic. It
dominates the government in its perception of
public, social and economic policy. The government
has lost track of what should be the state's major
priorities.
The seventh reason the opposition opposes the bill is
that it reinforces the casino culture established in
Victoria at the expense of the state's overall
wellbeing. The government is gambling with
Victoria's future. More than 70 signs around
Melbourne point to the casino. Do honourable
members know how many signs point to the art
gallery, one of the greatest if not the greatest asset of
Melbourne? It does more for interstate and
international tourism in this state and for putting
Melbourne on the map than the casino ever has done
or will do. How many signs are there to the art
gallery? There are 2 signs to the art gallery, while
there are 70 signs to the casino! The honourable
member for Gippsland South and the
Attorney-General should hang their heads in shame.
In Melbourne all roads lead to the casino; all signs
lead to the casino. How remarkable that all signs
lead to the casino when the principal beneficiary is
the federal treasurer of the liberal Party, the best
mate of the Premier of the state. We have seen the
blocking-Mr Paterson - How many signs would you have
had?
Mr BRUMBY - We did not have a casino.

Mr Paterson - How many would you have had?
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Mr BRUMBY - We would not support having
70 signs, and we would not support breaches of
planning laws. How extraordinary that such
distortion and perversion of the public policy
process is supported. There are 70 signs to the casino
and 2 signs to the art gallery!

Advertising designed to prevent problem gambling
has been blocked. Independent groups want to run
advertisements pointing out that if a person gambles
he will not win. That is the economics of it. The
honourable member for South Barwon understands
the economics of gambling and I understand the
economics of gambling, but many Victorians do not.
A proper education campaign is justified.
There have been education campaigns on drinking,
smoking and many other issues. A huge amount of
money is spent every year on making people aware
of road safety and the risks of driving cars, but could
there be a campaign educating Victorians about
what happens when they gamble at the casino? No,
no, no - that cannot be done because that would
threaten the viability of Hudson Conway,
Mr Walker and Mr Williams. Crown Casino has
been given permission to open on Anzac Day, Good
Friday and Christmas Day. No legislation permits
similar businesses to open on those days. An
exception has been made for Crown Casino.
A further reason for opposing the bill is the focus in
Victoria on a gambling-led recovery as opposed to a
recovery led by more substantial industries. I will
come back to that point later. The Crown Casino
newsletter makes it clear that the Premier is giving
his personal support to the casino and to those
associated with it. He was very embarrassed when
that letter became public. The casino is adversely
affecting the economy. It is adversely affecting small
businesses and retail traders. It is acting as a job
displacer, not a job creator.
The eighth reason for opposing the bill is that it

provides tax relief for the high rollers at the casino at
a time when ordinary Victorians are paying the
highest taxes and charges in Victoria's history. It is
extraordinary that after three years of the Kennett
government - three years of cutting, slashing,
burning and hacking into the living standards of
Victorians, the introduction of tax increases of more
than $1000 for the average Victorian family with
some paying up to $2000 and the introduction of
tolls that will cost Victorians $1500 a year - the one
group that gets a tax cut is the casino. Workers,
families and preschools have not had tax cuts. The
only group to get a tax cut under the government
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after three years of pain, slashing, burning,
attacking, abuse and denigration is the high rollers
at the casino - the big end of town. Ordinary
Victorian workers receive no such tax cuts to relieve
their burden; neither are there tax cuts to help
establish industries in Victoria or encourage better
workplace practices. As I said, the tax cuts are to the
benefit of the high rollers at the casino - the big end
of town.
The ninth reason the opposition opposes the bill is
that it ignores the fact that the government has
completely abrogated its responsibility to deal with
problem gambling. I will deal with this briefly now
and go into more detail later. The government has
blocked advertising campaigns and independent
research into gambling in Victoria. The Community
Support Fund has been grossly underspent. 1hat
fund is basically a political pork-barrelling fund. It
does not help the churches, voluntary networks,
neighbourhood houses or any of the other groups
that are picking up the costs and burdens caused by
the casino. Instead, money from the fund goes to
major events that the government hopes will boost
the Premier's popularity.
The Premier offered $1.5 million to Australill n to try

get a yacht on Port Phillip Bay. That was a gamble
by the Premier in an attempt to buy cheap publicity.
The Community Support Fund is being used for
political projects in marginal electorates. More than
$1 million a week goes to the Community Support
Fund and it is being used almost exclusively to
pork-barrel marginal Uberal electorates. 1hat is an
abuse of the parliamentary process and of the
Community Support Fund.
The tenth reason for opposing the legislation is that
it shows that the government is interested only in
looking after its mates: Mr Williams, Mr Walker and
the principal shareholders. They take care of the
Premier; Ron Walker takes care of him. He fixed up
the grand prix, which was struggling because it
could not get a sponsor. He fixed that up and got the
Premier out of a problem by signing up Transurban
so that the grand prix has a sponsor. Until late
October it had no sponsor whatsoever.
Who are the winners and losers under the
legislation? The winners are not primarily the
shareholders of Crown Casino. They get a little bit
on the way - a matter I will come back to later the real winners are the shareholders of Hudson
Conway. The principals are the real winners: Ran
Walker and Uoyd Williams. Who are the losers? It is
no wonder the government could not care less about
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the losers because they are the millions of ordinary
Victorians, the tens of thousands of families that
have had to deal with problem gambling, the people
who have lost families, homes, assets, cars and jobs
through gambling.
Small businesses are losing out All the economic
statistics show that small businesses in this state are
going backwards because of the casino. The
executive chairman of the Retail Traders Association
says that the retail industry in this state is going
backwards because of the casino. Hotels and clubs
are the losers because more and more money is
being siphoned off into the casino. Churches are the
losers because they are being hit both ways: they are
picking up all of the social costs - the families who
disintegrate because of the casino - and they are
not getting as much money by way of donations
because people are gambling away a lot of the
money they used to donate to the charities and the
churches. They are being hit from both ends, and
they are not getting a share from the Community
Support Fund. Veterans in the RSL have had their
sacred days on the calendar lost
Mrs Wade interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - The minister thinks it is fwmy.
A deh"berate decision of the previous government? I
didn't think that the previous government built the
casino. I seem to remember, Minister, that the bill
giving effect to the casino, the size of the casino and
the days on which it opens was introduced by this
government We have had a debate on this matter in
Parliament. You may not have been here but you
voted against my motion to dose the casino on
Christmas Day, Boxing Day and Anzac Day. You
voted against it, Minister! Don't try and crawl away
from that.
Mr Phillips interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - You're hiding behind the Labor
Party, too. You haven't got the guts to make a
decision of your own. You're a weak, pathetic lotthe worst government this state has ever had.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of
the Opposition should be well aware that when the
Chair is on his feet it is customary to be silent while
the Chair delivers the message it would like to
deliver.

The Cha.ir has been patient in allowing some
cross-chamber interaction because it stimulates
debate, but we must be mindful that there is a

Thursday, 23 November 1995

certain level that is acceptable and there is a certain
level that is not acceptable. We have just reached the
latter category, and I urge members to control
themselves while the Leader of the Opposition
continues with the debate.
Mr Phillips -It's your legislation.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER -Order! The
honourable member for Eltham might be hard of
hearing, but I just pleaded with members to control
themselves. If one member of the house fails to
accept the counselling I am offering, I will take other
action that is open to me which I would rather not
take. The honourable member for Eltham should
remain silent.
Mr BRUMBY - They can try to wriggle and

squirm and get themselves out of this, but every
member of this Parliament knows we - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I warn the
honourable members for Mill Park and Eltham. I
will not warn them again. I will have no hesitation
in calling the Speaker back to the chair to deal with
both of you. This is the first time in my three years
as Deputy Speaker that I have had to warn
members. I have asked you quietly and gently and
counselled you to act with reasonable restraint, and
you failed to do that. Take note, you are both on
warning.
Mr BRUMBY -It is good that this bill engenders
spirited debate because it is an important bill for
Victoria. History will judge, when one looks back on
this debate, how correct the opposition was in the
position it took on the legislation. I challenge all
government members - they will not be in
government in the future - to look back on this bill
and at what we are saying about the casino culture.
Privately there is a lot of agreement across party
lines about the casino, the concerns about the casino
and the casino culture. We all know that this
expansion is being pushed through by the Premier
and his mates. That is the only reason the expansion
of the casino is being pushed through.
Mr Ryan - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, yesterday's debate in this house was
coloured by a contribution during the course of the
evening when the Leader of the Opposition on the
basis of a reasoned amendment to the Constitution
Act enabled additional arguments to be introduced
in debate which were completely superfluous to the
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bill. Matters have already arisen on which you ruled
a few minutes ago as a result of his deliberate and
provocative statements to this house. What the
Leader of the Opposition is flagrantly doing, and has
just done across the chamber, is inviting the sort of
response he inevitably gets. I ask you, Mr Deputy
Speaker, to direct the Leader of the Opposition to
return to the bill and deal with it as such rather than
pursuing this course of conduct.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I do not
uphold the point of order. The Chair is mindful that
there is a certain element of debate that occurs in the
general cut and thrust of politics across the chamber,
but I can certainly assure all members that if any
honourable member on either side of the house
trundles down the path of provocation or comments
that are of an imputational nature the Chair will
certainly take action.
There will be an opportunity following this speech
for a member or members to refute any of the
comments that have been made. There is no point of
order.
Mr BRUMBY - I thank the honourable member
for Gippsland South for his interjection, because I
omitted to move a reasoned amendment. I move:
That all the words after 'That' be omitted with the view
of inserting in place thereof the words 'this house
refuses to read this bill a second time until such time as
there has been a full social and economic impact study
into the effects of Crown Casino, the proposed
expansion of the casino and of gaming in Victoria
generally and the report on such study has been made
available for consideration by the Parliament'.

I have outlined a number of reasons why the
opposition opposes the bill. Shortly I shall go
through those in more detail. I shall focus on the first
issue, which is the lack of a social and economic
impact study on the effects of the proposed
expansion of gaming generally. We already have
mounting evidence that gambling affects the
community socially. There have been a number of
incidents that have been quietened down. For
example, children have been left in cars in the car
park as people have gone into the casino to gamble.
We have seen the economic impact on small
businesses in terms of retail trade and hospitality
and the impact on regional communities. There has
been an increased reliance on gambling
establishments. Gambling taxes are running at about
$1 billion a year, so the government has its hands in
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the till for more and more revenue from the gaming
and gambling community.
Neither the government nor the Victorian Casino
and Gaming AuthOrity has any idea how the
proposed expansion will affect the Victorian
community. If the government was working with
any other major industry in Victoria - whether it be
a huge expansion of the Ford motor company, for
example, or of MOOil or whether it be new
investment such as that occurring in Gippsland in
dairying or processing industries - it would work
very closely with that industry to assess the impact
on the community. 1bat has not be done in this case,
and you have to ask why.
If a proper, independent social and economic impact
statement of the affect of the casino's expansion on
the community were done, the findings would be
negative. It would not be positive, it would be
negative. If you added up all the costs and benefits
you would not get a net benefit to the Victorian
community. It is bad public policy; it is bad for
Victorians, and that is why it should not proceed.
The second reason the opposition opposes the bill is
that the changes take the casino even further away
from what was originally tendered. Numerous
previous changes have already been made,
including: November 1993, Federal Hotels was
forced out; the managing company becoming solely
owned by Hudson Conway; February 1994, plans
were revealed for the extension of the casino
increasing the number of rooms from 360 to 1000;
August 1994, the approval of the expansion of the
number of gaming tables from 130 to 180 and the
nwnber of gaming machines from 12 000 to 13 ()()() at
the temporary casino with no additional licence fee
paid; November 1994, revised casino expansion plan
including the l000-room hotel; July 1995, further
casino expansion plan - the one currently being
tendered - including increasing the maximum
number of gaming tables from 200 to 350, reducing
the tax rate on high rollers from 10 per cent, changes
to the design, the cost increase in building a second
tower, an increase in the nwnber of parking spaces
by 2000; and an extension of the completion date out
to November 1995.
What is being debated here today is totally different
from what was originally proposed. At no stage over
the past 18 months has there been any reason given,
any plaUSible, lucid or cogent explanation as to why
these changes have been made, why they are
necessary and what benefits they bring to the people
of Victoria.

CASINO (MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT) (FURTHER AMENDMENT) BILL

1492

ASSEMBLY

The third reason the opposition opposes the
legislation is the monopoly issue. This legislation
entrenches a monopoly position. Given the
competition policy and principles this government
generally embraces, that is quite outrageous. You
have a Premier who wanders around the state
pointing the finger at industry after industry saying,
'Get more competitive or we'll break you up!' He
has done it with electricity and water. The
government loves competition, but when it comes to
the casino and the gaming industry, no, the
government will not break it up. It will not allow
competition.
The reason for that is obvious: the beneficiaries of
this monopoly are Hudson Conway and the federal
treasurer of the Liberal Party. We all know they
donate very heavily to the Liberal Party. You have to
compare the government's attitude to this casino
and the government's attitude to electricity and
water. You should compare the changes to the
casino with the government's attitude to Alcoa
where it is using heavy-handed tactics and is
threatening to withdraw power from Alcoa to try to
force changes to an existing contract. The
government is not doing that with the casino
because the people who own the casino are different
to those who own Alcoa. That is why it is doing it!
The fourth reason the opposition opposes the
legislation is because of the fraud and blackmail
charges currently involving Hudson Conway. All
members of this house should be aware of the
current matters of fraud and blaclcmail under
investigation involving Hudson Conway. It is an
important matter given the probity requirement of
the casino operator.

The act passed by the previous government
provides that the process requires the highest
possible standard of probity for anybody to run a
casino. It requires those standards of probity for the
owners and the employees of the casino. The
government must ensure that those standards are
maintained. The details of the case are still
somewhat sketchy but they relate to the contract to
construct the Gas and Fuel building. I would have
thought while those matters are being actively
considered and while they involve a company which
is a principal of the casino it would be entirely
inappropriate for this Parliament and for this
government to proceed with the casino's expansion
in those circumstances.
The fifth reason the opposition opposes the
legislation is because it ignores the serious concerns
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that remain today about the tender process. It
remains the opposition's position that a full
independent inquiry into the casino licence bidding
process is required. Anybody who has seen the
detailed financial assessments of the casino bid,
which were released last year, would agree. The
Sunday Age obtained those documents and
promulgated them widely. They raise significant
doubt about the probity of the tendering process and
all the arrangements surrounding it. 'The bidding
process deserves a full and independent inquiry.
The sixth reason the opposition opposes the bill is
that it reflects the wrong priorities of the Kennett
government It seems now that in Victoria the
primary focus of the government is on the casino
rather than on addressing issues of concern to
Victorians wherever they live, be it Geelong,
Ballarat, Bendigo, the Latrobe Valley and other parts
of country Victoria. Unemployment is now 9.7 per
cent. The casino is not a job creator, it is a job
displacer. It just sucks jobs out of other parts of the
Victorian economy.
It is not based on interstate tourism or overseas
tourism. The casino is displacing jobs and that is
leading to a secondary industry in burglaries and
theft. As I said, Wlemployment is now 9.7 per cent.
In some parts of COWltry Victoria it is a tragedy; it is
like a war zone. There are unemployment rates of 14
and 15 per cent in some areas. You go through some
of the provincial centres and the business people tell
you they have never known it to be so bad. It is
worse than it was in the late 80s and early 90s. 1hey
say it is worse than it was in the recession of the
early SOs. With an employment rate of 14 or 15 per
cent you wonder why it is that the government's
obsession is with the casino rather than with the
generation of real, long-term, sustainable jobs
properly balanced across the state.

The other issues the government should be
concentrating on is health because there is a crisis in
this state; there is a crisis with the ambulance system
and with surgeons. We have a crisis in the hospital
system. Yesterday some 180 people in the western
health network were told that they will no longer be
required in the hospital system. We will see the
closure of another ward at the Royal Melbourne
Hospital. How far will cuts go? How far will the
crisis in health be allowed to continue?
Honourable members would normally discuss ways
of solving the health crisis in this state. But, no!
Instead we are debating a casino bill which hands
over a licence to print money to the mates of the
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Premier! We have falls in the retention rates at
schools; we see huge cutbacks in government
spending; and we see class sizes getting bigger as
retention rates fall. Is the government focusing on
those things? No! All we see from this government is
its obsession with the casino.
The seventh reason the Labor Party opposes the bill
is it promotion of the casino culture. If you are an
independent outsider and see people flying into
Victoria you will see them get in a taxi, drive into
town and notice all the signs pointing to the casino.
You will also see the fact that they cannot believe it.
They are shocked; they are in a state disbelief about
the promulgation of casino advertising. It is all over
Melbourne with the de facto imprimatur of the
government. There are 70 signs; everything points to
the casino. The signs do not point to the art gallery,
hospitals, or the great asset of Southbank. All the
signs around Melbourne point to the casino.
I mentioned before the government's decision to
allow the casino to open on Anzac Day, Good Friday
and on Christmas Day. The gambling-led recovery
has the Premier's personal support. We all recall the
letter the Premier wrote to Crown which he did not
expect to be published publicly. It was a letter to all
Crown employees, as if it is the Premier's own
business. 'That is what it is! That is the way it was
written. It is almost as though it was his own
business or he feels like it is his own business.

1493

Mr BRUMBY - I am speaking through the
Chair, Mr Deputy Speaker. It has been a great week.
On Tuesday, we saw the government hiding behind
the skirts of Princess Di! Today we have the
Attorney-General hiding behind the independent
authority. I can give the Attorney-General dozens of
examples of so-called independent authorities that
have been trampled upon by the government, and
the minister knows one of them. It has three
letters - DPP! 1hat was an independent statutory
authority. What did you do to the DPP? Did you
take notice of the DPP? You got rid of the DPP
because he was independent!

Mrs Wade interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - Don't give us the rubbish about
hiding behind - Mrs Wade interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
Attorney-General used an unparliamentary phrase
and I ask her to withdraw.
Mrs Wade - I withdraw.

Mr McLellan - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I ask you to listen carefully to what is
happening in the chamber because the Leader of the
Opposition is purposely baiting members on this
side of the house.

Ms Garbutt -It is hard to tell the difference!

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - It is hard to tell the difference as
the honourable member for Bundoora rightly says.
What is the difference between public office and
private interest? What is the difference between the
state and the casino? Is there any? Is there, Minister?
Is there any difference between the state and the
casino.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Through the
Chair!
Mr BRUMBY - I do not believe the government
honestly knows and I believe some of its members
do not care.
Mrs Wade interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of
the Opposition, through the Chair! He should ignore
interjections.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Will the
honourable member for Frankston East please
pause. It is unacceptable for both the Leader of the
Opposition and the Attorney-General to continue to
conduct a conversation across the table, irrespective
of the subject of the conversation. It is disorderly,
and particularly so when an honourable member is
trying to raise a point of order. I call both
honourable members to order.
Mr McLellan - The Leader of the Opposition is
purposely baiting members on this side of the
house. In this case it is the Attorney-General. He
thrives on getting members on this side of the house
to interject or make a comment and then off he goes
on a tirade. He has done so in this house repeatedly.
I ask you to bring him back to order and direct him
to concentrate on the bill. I fail to see what the DPP's
office has to do with the bill. The moment there is an
interjection away he goes. It is an absolute disgrace
and I ask that he be directed back to the bill.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The point of
order is similar to a point of order raised by the
honourable member for Gippsland South. The
Leader of the Opposition may be seen by some
members of the house as being provocative. At this
stage the Chair believes as long as he addresses his
remarks through the Chair and does not use
unparliamentary or unnecessarily provocative
language the Chair will continue to hear the
honourable member. As I said before, there is plenty
of opportunity for members on the opposite side of
the house - in this case on the government
benches - to refute comments being made by the
Leader of the Opposition during debate. I call on
members of the house to do so.

While I am on my feet I again plead with members
of the house to seriously consider the responsible
positions they have both in this chamber and in the
community. If any member cares to cast his or her
eyes up into the upper gallery he or she will see that
it is totally packed with primary school children. I
just wonder what sort of impression our behaviour
makes on them. I ask you to reflect on that as we
proceed with the debate.

Mr BRUMBY - I will reflect on your comments,
Mr Deputy Speaker. We are in Parliament and we
are entitled to have a debate. What a shocking thing
it is for an opposition leader to actually criticise a
government! What do you think we are going to do
in here -support every single piece of legislation?
1bis is a rotten piece of legislation. The Deputy
Speaker spoke about the impact on children. I worry
about the impact of this legislation on children, and
that is why I am speaking on it. I am not so pure as
to say the Labor Party did not support a casino and
that it did not put gaming machines in this state, but
what I am saying is: draw the line! It is not an
unreasonable position! It is not unreasonable to say:
draw the line in relation to the casino. This is not
what Parliament passed 18 months ago when it
endorsed 200 gaming tables for a casino in
Melbourne, but it is now a monster. The bill
provides for 350 tables and more gaming machines
that will consume more and more resources in
Melbourne. It is not the Leader of the Opposition
saying this - I say this for the benefit of the
honourable member for Frankston - but an article
in the Age of 13 November, which has a headline,
'Retailers talk of crisis as spending takes dive'. The
managing director of Sportsgirl and Sportscraft says:
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You can't get an increase in gambling dollars without
impacting on traditional retailing, especially the
clothing business.

Mr Ron Thomlinson, the executive director of the
Retail Traders Association says:
There is no doubt the retail industry is in crisis.

Gerry Harvey of Harvey Norman says:
It is pretty tough. Certainly probably as difficult now as
ever. I've not got the faintest idea of why it's happening.

People are saying that the retail industry is in crisis.
The head of Sportscraft and Sportsgirl said that all
the money syphoned off to the casino is not creating
jobs and the honourable member for Frankston East
says that we cannot have a debate about it.

Mr McLellan - I never said that.
Mr BRUMBY - What is the point of having a
Parliament? A duumvirate is running Victoria - the
Walker-Kennett government. What they say
happens: they take it to cabinet and cabinet rubber
stamps it. It gets rubber stamped in here; it gets
rubber stamped in the upper house, and that is it!
You come in here and you are told you cannot
debate it!

If you say, as I said before, that the government has
previously overruled the decisions of other
independent statutory authorities, taken them on, or
legislated them out of business, you are called a liar
and a cheat for telling the truth! The
Attorney-General might not like that, but it is true.
We know what happened with the Equal
Opportunity Commissioner, the DPP, the judges of
the Accident Compensation Tribunal and with the
democratically elected local governments. The
Parliament can make whatever decision it wants. Do
not say I am a liar and a cheat for telling the truth.
You can debate it, but get your language right! Pay
some respect to the courtesy and decency of the
house!
The eighth reason why we oppose the legislation is
that it provides tax relief for Victorian high rollers at
a time when ordinary Victorians are paying the
highest taxes and charges in our history. I do not
believe those are the right priori ties. Honourable
members should think about the impact on ordinary
families of the increases in water, electricity, motor
registration, petrol prices, bank taxes, insurance
stamp duties, cigarette prices, public transport fares
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and preschool fees. Everything that affects ordinary
families has been increased. After three years of
government the only people to get a tax reduction
were the high rollers who gamble at the casino.
To put this in perspective, there have been 5000 new
or increased taxes and charges under the Kennett
government. Families are paying between $1000 and
$2000 a year more, and the only people who have
had tax breaks are the high rollers at the casino.
The ninth reason why we oppose the bill is the fact
that the government has completely abrogated its
responsibility for problem gambling. It has blocked
advertising campaigns, there is inadequate research,
it has underspent the Community Support Fund and
there has been inappropriate regulation. Some of the
suggested changes that have been made are: the
prohibition of problem gamblers from the casino;
the provision of a sense of reality with clocks and
windows; banning automatic telling machines
(ATMs); and the provision of information on
advisory services at the casino. I was told by one
bank - I do not know whether it is the policy of all
banks, but I am not able to disclose the name of the
bank - that when it has a problem with a person's
housing loan and he or she presents at the bank, the
first check that is made is on the ATM withdrawals
to see whether there have been large cash
withdrawals from ATM machines in and around the
casino. H that is the case, the client is treated in one
way because it is obvious that there is a gambling
problem driving the difficulties with mortgage
repayments. The gambling culture and its problems
are becoming endemic in Melbourne.
The government does not want to tackle the issue. I

invite the honourable member for Gippsland South,
who is obviously warming up for the debate, to
address these questions. What is wrong with
stopping problem gamblers from entering a casino?
I invite the honourable member to explain why the
government will not take action. Nearly every other
government in the world takes action to prohibit
problem gamblers from r~tering casinos. I invite
the minister to answer that What is wrong with
providing a sense of reality by installing clocks and
windows at the casino so people know whether it is
day or night and how long they have been there? Is
that an unreasonable request? What is wrong with
removing automatic teller machines in the
immediate vicinity so that people who have lost all
their money - a week's wages or even two weeks'
wages - can't take out another 51000 or $5000 and
lose years of savings put aside for themselves and
their families? What is wrong with that? I invite the
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minister to explain, or will she say it is a matter for
the authority?
What is wrong with providing information on
advisory services at the casino for people with
gambling problems? Counselling services are
provided for people with all sorts of other problems.
Human beings are frail. All sorts of support services
are established for other problems so why are there
none at the casino for gambling problems?
The winners out of this are Hudson Conway
shareholders, and the two biggest winners are Ron
Walker and Uoyd Williams. The Australian of three
weeks ago contains an article on who wins and who
loses by Terry McCrann. Under the heading 'Crown
decision highlights lack of governance' it states:
The third issue is the easiest to analyse, and on this the
only possible mark for Mr Kennett and Mr Stockdale
and their colleagues is a big, fat capital F.
The Crown consortium won the tender to have a
12-year monopoly on a 200-table casino. Now that will
be extended to a 3SO-table casino - with the
government promoting the feeble argument that it
could not reopen the monopoly issue.
That is utter nonsense. When Crown asked for more
tables the government should have said that will only
be considered on the basis that you give up a portion of
your monopoly. For example, you can have 120 extra
tables on condition that you allow a tender (by other
parties) for 30 tables.
If you don't want to give up your monopoly, fine. But
then you don't get any more tables. The contract is
honoured in full.

That is exactly the approach Messrs Kennett and
Stockdale have taken with the Alcoa aluminium
smelter at Portland. Alcoa can only have more power
(read tables) provided it is prepared to pay more for its
existing power (read tables monopoly). If Akoa won't
agree, fine. No more power and the contract is
honoured in full.
With this comparison, it is easy to see how ME Kennett
can be accused of doing special highly profitable deals
for'mates'.
And it is certainly a corker - not so much for Crown
itself, but Hudson Conway.
For Hudson Conway has a management contract with
Crown which pays it 2 per cent of Crown's gross
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revenue and 5 per cent of total income before fixed
charges.
So if the extra tables mean that the casino's gross
revenue increases from, say, $400 million a year to
$700 million (with the new high rollers) Hudson
Conway would get something over $20 million extra.
And all cream. Because Crown has to spend the money
to add the floor space and employ the extra staff, while
Hudson Conway doesn't have to spend a cent for its
extra revenue share.

The criticism of the government goes much deeper than
simply striking a dud deal. It does not seem to
understand the concept of public interest That it was
not simply a case of taxpayers getting a slice of the
extra dollars - but that those dollars did not go
automatically to Crown and mates.

If ever one wanted a telling indictment of this
government's modus operandi, its public policy
position and its confusion about private interest and
public gain, it is that article. It makes it clear that this
is a dud decision which is not in the interests of
Victorians or Crown Casino shareholders. The
winner out of all the misery that the decision will
cause in years to come by creating extra problem
gamblers, which in turn will cause families and
marriages to break down, homes to be lost and
secondary problems of theft, burglaries, prostitution
and drug taking is Hudson Conway. Over the years
Parliament has dealt with difficult issues sensitively
and responsibly by passing carefullegislatio~ but
who will benefit out of this? Does it mean extra jobs
for Victorians? Nobody believes that Nobody in
retail believes it; nobody in the Sportscraft company
believes it; nobody in most industry organisations
believes it Will it mean extra export opportunities
and more tourism for Victoria? No.

One thing you can be certain about is that it will
mean an extra $20 million net cash benefit every
year to Hudson Conway, and not a cent of outlay or
addition to the net bottom line - per annum, per
annum, per annum! A rough calculation shows that
the capital value to Hudson Conway is about
$200 million. That is what this is worth to Hudson
Conway. Who are the major shareholders of Hudson
Conway? Surprise, surprise! What is this worth to
the federal Treasurer of the liberal Party? I will let
others comment on that
Some $35 million to $40 million will be transferred
to Hudson Conway, not because there is a risk or
because we are developing an export~riented
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industry based on new innovations and technology.
There is nothing special about this. Somewhere in
this entertainment market, which preys on a fair
amount of human frailty, the big winners are not
families or breadwinners or the state; the big
winners are the few shareholders of Hudson
Conway. They do exceptionally well out of this
decision by the government
Are government members going to conduct a
truthful debate about this today? Will the
honourable member for Gippsland South debate
problem gambling and why we have campaigns
warning people about smoking and drink-driving
but not about gambling? Parliament has to address
this issue. If it does not do so now it will be harder to
address it in the future. TIlat is the fact of the matter.
This is not simply a casino problem, although the
casino is the fundamental problem; this is a gaming
machine problem. More and more gaming machines
are being approved for shopping centres and
causing major social problems throughout Victoria.
Gaming machines are being introduced in areas
where there is no net benefit whatsoever. These are
the issues Parliament must address today.
I could go on at some considerable length about the
legislation and the public policy issues but many
other speakers wish to make contributions to the
debate. It is time for Victorians to turn the tables on
the casino culture that is developing in Victoria and
it is time for Parliament to have a proper debate
about the issues. The reality is that the casino culture
has taken over the Kennett government and is
causing considerable social distress. Churches,
judges, service organisations and community
workers all point to the distress being caused by the
escalation of gaming and tell stories of pay packets
being emptied and family budgets stretched to
breaking point.
It has taken over the Kennett government It has led
to business failure. Shops are closing. Good basic
businesses are failing as people switch their
spending from the kitchen table to the gaming table.
Jobs which would have been created in these
productive businesses are being lost.

The government will not listen. It is not listening to
complaints about the gaming or casino industry.
Gambling revenue which has been set aside to tackle
the consequent hardship goes unspent while further
extensions to the casino are being approved without
the government knowing the full extent of the
increased hardship it is causing.
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Finally, the government has wrong priorities. The
Kennett government is more concerned about how
long people wait to get on to a gaming table than
how long they wait for an ambulance or how long
they wait to get a hospital bed. As far as the Kennett
government is concerned, whatever the casino
wants the casino gets.
Labor in government will be turning the tables on
the casino culture. We will seek a full and
independent social and economic impact statement
and study into the effect of the casino and the effect
of gaming in Victoria. That study should be
conducted now. It is an absolute disgrace, an
abrogation of the responsibilities of this Parliament,
that today members of Parliament will be forced to
vote on this bill without any information
whatsoever. There is no information on the impact
of this decision on ordinary Victorians, on families,
on industries, on tourism, and on job displacement.
People are being kept in the dark. We believe
absolutely there should be a full economic and social
impact study on this.
Our intent is that the number of gaming tables at the
casino should be 200 - the number that was
originally agreed to by this Parliament. It was
agreed. to at that time because the arguments the
Treasurer, the Minister for Gaming and others put
were that that was appropriate, and that was the
decision. No case has ever been put forward to
justify the need for an expansion. We know why
there is an expansion. I have just explained it. Terry
Mc.Crann explained it. The reason for the expansion
is so the shareholders of Hudson Conway,
particularly Ron Walker and Uoyd Williams, can
benefit.
This is a rotten piece of legislation. It is the fifth
change that has been made to the casino in the past
18 months. We have a government which is
prepared to do whatever is asked of it by Ron
Walker and Uoyd Williams. There is no study, no
assessment, no consideration of the wider interests
of Victorians.
We strongly oppose this legislation. I repeat: in the
years ahead government members who are today
about to vote in support of this legislation will regret
that decision. They will regret it because their
private concerns, the ones that they express
privately about the casino culture, will be shown to
be true. You can't hide from it. All week the minister
and the government have been hiding behind
Princess Oi's skirts and today they are hiding behind
the independent Victorian Casino and Gaming
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Authority. The expression 'independent' has not
stopped this government taking decisions before. It
hasn't stopped it sacking the equal opportunity
commissioner; it hasn't stopped it getting rid of the
DPP; it hasn't stopped it sacking judges; it hasn't
stopped it getting rid of local councils - -

Mrs Wade - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the Leader of the Opposition continues to
make what can only be described as inaccurate
remarks about the DPP, who resigned from office of
his own accord.

Honourable members interjecting.
The AcrING SPEAKER (Mr Cooper) - Order!
There is no point of order. The Leader of the
Opposition will confine his remarks to the bill.
Mr BRUMBY - The government is sensitive
about this. It is sensitive about it because the truth
hurts, doesn't it? That is what the minister most
objects to. She objects to the truth. The truth is that
there has been no information put before members
of Parliament today, none at all. Is that untrue,
Minister? Is there an economic and social impact
study? Where is it? Have I missed something?
Mr Phillips - Question time is 2 o'clock!
Mr BRUMBY - You should be in your seat.

The AcrING SPEAKER -Order! The
honourable member for Eltham will cease
interjecting. The Leader of the Opposition will direct
his remarks through the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY - We all know why this legislation
is going through this house this week and not in two
weeks time. It is because the legislation will provide
Significant benefits for shareholders of Hudson
Conway, particularly the principal shareholders,
Ron Walker and Uoyd Williams. This is not good
legislation for Victoria. It won't create new jobs. It
won't build a better Victoria. It won't build a fairer
Victoria. It is not consistent with the values that
Victorians have cherished for decades. It is rotten
and disgusting legislation. It has been brought
before the house and pushed through without any
members on the government side having the right to
vote with their consciences because if they did there
would be a different result. We know that; the
community knows that. Instead, government
members are being corralled into this Parliament to
support along party lines legislation which is a piece
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of junk and which will come back to haunt this
government in the years to come.
What we ask is not unreasonable. We ask for a full
economic and social impact statement. That is not an
unreasonable position. It could be done in a matter
of months. Let's have a look at what gaming is
costing Victoria. I can tell you, as any member of
Parliament can, if you get out and talk to the
community, to people in the welfare groups, the
church groups, in the neighbourhood houses and in
ethnic communities, about what the casino culture is
doing to this state, about the costs it is creating,
about the second-wave industries - the burglaries,
the thefts, the prostitution, the drugs that have been
driven by this industry - you will understand there
is a need for a proper assessment. All we say is that
it is not unreasonable to draw the line, take a step
back and have a look at it. It is not an unreasonable
position.

As for the statements made today by the minister
that this Parliament somehow is impotent, that it
can't make decisions - what rubbish! Does
anybody really believe that sort of rubbish? Do we
have to put up with that sort of rubbish in the
house - that the Parliament is not the master of its
own destiny, that we can't make decisions about
when the casino operates or what hours it operates,
or whether it should get extra tables or machines?
No-one believes that This government has shown a
capacity to override independent authorities, to sack
judges, to sack local councils, to hound the DPP
from office, to sack the equal opportunity
commissioner, to silence teachers, to demolish the
state constitution. It can do all those things, but
apparently it is an impotent government when it
comes to the casino. It is only impotent because
Mr Walker and Mr Williams tell the government
what to do. That is why it is an impotent
government - because what they say goes. We
reject this legislation. It will come back to haunt this
minister and this government
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did get right was that it passed legislation in 1991 the Casino Control Act. It got it right because what it
did, importantly, was to erect a structure which put
in place a mechanism whereby government was able
to stand aside from many of the fundamental
matters to do with the establishment and operation
of the casino. That is a very important thing because
it established a statutory entity in the form of what
was then the Victorian Casino Control Authority
which stood between the proposals for the
development of the casino and the government of
the day.
For all sorts of abiding and obvious reasons that was
a sensible thing to do. Let us be crystal clear about
this: it was the previous Labor government that
approved the development of a casino in Victoria.
There is absolutely no question about that It is its
1991 legislation, from which this legislation stems,
that gave rise to the establishment of a casino in
Victoria. To its eternal credit the Labor Party
recognised that you must have a system whereby a
statutory authority is inserted between the
government of the day, of whatever political
persuasion, and the actual owners and operators of
the casino. Of course, it was not alone in instituting
that process: a similar sort of process has also
developed in other parts of Australia.
I have here the New South Wales Casino Control
Act. I will not go through it chapter and verse;
suffice it to say that in general terms it is identical in
a variety of ways fundamental to the structure that
the Labor Party in Victoria, when in government,
sensibly put in place, and that is to its eternal credit
Section 130 of the Labor Party's act, which was
passed in 1991, deals with the constitution of the
Casino Control AuthOrity and sets out its
establishment as an independent statutory entity.
Section 140 sets out the objects of the authority. I
shall not read them out - they are there to be read.
Section 141 sets out the functions of the authority.

Those provisions were very sensibly established by
Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) - I congratulate
the state Labor Party in Victoria. For the 10 years
that it was in government in our state it did many
things for which it quite rightly received appropriate
retribution on 3 October 1992. True it is that it
absolutely butchered the fortunes of Victorians at
large; true it is that it made the state the
laughing-stock of states and territories; true it is that
it absolutely buried us under enormous debt; and
true it is that unions sat at cabinet tables and
discussed various initiatives that were to occur in
Victoria: all of those things are true. One thing that it

the former Labor government in Victoria, so when
the Kennett government took the reins of
government on 3 October 1992 that very important
and sensible framework was all in place. The
government was then able, in a bipartisan fashi~ to
develop the very sensible legislation that Labor had
introduced in its time in government. As I said, the
New South Wales legislation contains a similar
structure for that state, and fundamentally the same
sort of situation is in place in the rest of Australia as
well.
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It is absolutely remarkable that the Leader of the
Opposition should make comments critical of that
sort of structure and of that structure being able to
be given force and effect by the government. The
Leader of the Opposition wants it both ways. He
accuses the government of doing all sorts of things
and being guilty of various kinds of nefarious
conduct, but he is unable to recognise the
importance of legislation introduced and put in
place by the former Labor government - of which
he was not a member, of course. I return to my
opening comment: the Labor Party is to be warmly
congratulated for what it did in 1991 for the casino
operations in Victoria. It is to the Labor Party's
eternal credit.

There is another point that the Leader of the
Opposition did not touch on, and I am not quite sure
whether it was by convenience, oversight or what.
The point is this: having established the authority,
the government of the day had the important task of
selecting the people who would comprise that
authority. It selected five people and nominated
them to those positions. Those authority members
were put in place to do their jobs.
The chairman of the authority was Mr John
Richards. I have said in this place that Mr John
Richards, who still fills the position of chairman of
the authority, is an honourable man. He is a member
of the legal profession, a former President of the
Law Institute of Victoria and an honourable man. I
also say in this place, the most public of arenas, that
he is a man of outstanding ethics. What honourable
members have heard from the Leader of the
Opposition this morning about Mr John Richards
and the Labor-appointed members of that authority
is an utter and unmitigated disgrace. The Leader of
the Opposition has not even had the good grace to
make specific reference to Mr John Richards and
those other members of the authority who go about
doing the work they are obliged to do pursuant to
the act of Parliament passed by the former Labor
government.
The Leader of the Opposition is happy to come into
this chamber and drag through the gutter, by
implication, the name of Mr John Richards, but not
once did he make a specific reference to him. It is
implicit in the remarks of the Leader of the
Opposition - indeed it was stated by him - that
the whole purpose of the bill now before the house
is founded on the basic fact that by some mechanism
or other the authority has been got at. The Leader of
the Opposition is really saying that the authority has
been nobbled. He is telling the house that money has
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changed hands, phone calls have been made,
promises have been made, or anyone of a range of
options for what comes down to the fact that his
assertion is that the authority has been bought off,
that it has been done. That is a disgraceful thing for
the Leader of the Opposition to say. It was all very
well for him to pass all sorts of commentary across
the chamber to me as I sat here waiting to make my
contribution to the debate. I say now that I would
like to hear from opposition members in this house
what they say about Mr John Richards, an
honourable man, and the way he has discharged his
responsibilities in an ethical manner. I would like to
hear their comments because, of all things in life that
you should not take from someone, it is his or her
good name. H you are going to trade someone's
name or attack it, as has just been done in this
place-Mr BRCks -On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the allegation that names were used in the
house is incorrect. In presenting his contribution to
the debate, the Leader of the Opposition did not
once refer to the casino control authority or other
names, so the allegations - -

The ACIlNG SPEAKER (Mr Cooper) - Order!
1hat is a personal explanation, not a point of order,
and the honourable member for Williamstown
knows perfectly well that is so. The Chair will not
entertain frivolous points of order and the
honourable member should be warned about that.
Mr RYAN -Isn't it interesting, Mr Acting
Speaker? The first bite! Opposition members do not
like it when you tell it as it is. Opposition members
do not like it when you tell the truth and point out
the fact that in nailing the authority to the walland the government for having acted upon the
authority's recommendations, according to the
argument the opposition runs - that necessarily
means that the authority has been rolled somehow
and that a fellow like John Richards, who is a terrific
bloke, has somehow been got at. It is all very well
for them to come in here and take the high moral
ground on these issues, but that is the clear
implication and the fact of what they have had to
say. I would like to hear what they have to say about
it. I am told across the floor, by interjection, that it is
my interpretation. I would like to hear an
explanation of their interpretation of how they will
get around it.

The structure the former Labor government
established was that an authority would make
recommendations to the government and the

CASINO (MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT) (FURTHER AMENDMENT) BILL
1500

ASSEMBLY

government would act on them. That is the structure
the Labor Party established when in government,
and that is what the Kennett government has done.
Let us examine the actual contents of the bill. The
next point to be made is that change was already
intended to be made under the terms of the Labor
Party's legislation. Section 15(2) of the 1991 act
clearly says there is to be a management agreement.
Section 15(1) sets out the provisions for that
arrangement in relation to the management
agreement. Subclause (2) states:
An agreement referred to in sub-section (1) may be
varied by the parties but has no effect unless it is
ratified by the Parliament.

That is precisely the process we are going through
today. Changes are being made. There is nothing
extraordinary about that. Throughout Australia at
large projects are developed and changes are made.
That is the way things happen. You do not plan a
building development and draw every line in the
same place and come back two years later and see it
precisely as it was. Of course you do not see it
happen that way.
The same circumstances applied in the development
of the New South Wales casino. All sorts of changes
of great magnitude were made to the basic structure
originally contemplated. That is exactly what has
happened in this case. The government has done no
more than that set out in the legislation of the former
Labor government. It has followed precisely that
course. The government has taken recommendations
from the authority as they have come to it and has
acted upon them.
Let us consider the content of the bill. There is to be
a $5.3 million payment to the state because of the
completion date having been extended from
16 August 1996 to 30 November 1996. That is
perfectly in accord with the original agreement,
which encompasses the management agreement and
imposes on the developer a penalty of $50 000 per
day if the casino is not finished. The developer
wants to extend the date. Certainly it can do so, but
it will have to pay for the privilege at the rate of
$50 ()()() a day as nominated in the original
agreement - a perfectly consistent arrangement.
The bill details a payment of $100.8 million to be
paid at $2.8 million per month over three years for
the addition of 150 tables. That will take the number
of tables from 200 to 350. There is a
misunderstanding on the part of our opponents that
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the 350 tables will be in use the whole time. That is
not the case. As I have confessed on previous
occasions, I have made the odd visit to the casino for research purposes only, of course! To ensure my
research is complete I have been to the casino at
different hours of the day. I have had the
opportunity to see it functioning during the day and
sometimes at night.
Having researched the way the institution functions,
I can inform the opposition that at different times
many of the existing tables are closed. All tables do
not operate all the time. The problem is that when
7 million people per annum are coming through the
casino -that is the number that visit -in the peak
periods the people who wish to participate in
various games are unable to do so simply due to the
weight of numbers. The casino will now have the
capacity to accommodate those people who want to
play and are unable to do so under the present
arrangements because there is not the room.

That touches on another point. No-one is being
dragged through the doors of this place. The Leader
of the Opposition casts the casino as a vast net that
has been thrown around the city of Melbourne indeed, Victoria at large. He suggests people are
being hauled screaming higgledy-piggledy off the
street and are then dragged through the doors of this
awful institution whereupon they are hung up by
their heels and all the dollar coins drop out.
It is a question of choice. If people wish to go to the
casino they are perfectly entitled to do so. I recognise
that there are problem gamblers in Victoria, as there
are everywhere else. I will detai1later how the
government is proposing to deal with that difficulty.
People go to the casino because they want to. For
attendance to be cast in the way it has been by the
Leader of the Opposition is wrong.
Under the bill Crown will be required to pay
$1 million per year for the next five years to Tourism
Victoria. That tremendous contribution will further
boost Victoria's tourism figures. I will return to that
topic in discussing the changes to the hotel.

The next issue, which excited a terrible amount of
comment from the Leader of the OppOSition, is the
separate tax rate for commission-based players. The
Leader of the Opposition displays a complete
ignorance of that aspect of casino play. That change
has nothing to do with the people who play on the
main floors of the temporary casino. Rather it is to
do with the practice of casinos around the world
seeking to attract premium players. These are not
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the $5, $10, $20 or $100 players but people who are
prepared for whatever reason to gamble tens of
thousands if not hundreds of thousands of dollars
on the turn of a card. Those people are not in any
way dragged kicking and screaming through the
streets. They will go where they can get the best deal.
The amendment establishes that for the purpose of
competing in the worldwide market a certain tax
rate is applicable to the premium players the casino
is able to attract so that their play goes through the
casino in Melbourne. One can see the sense in that
change after having read in the second-reading
speech the description of the way the tax is to be
dea1twith.
Once the gross gaming revenue from the premium
players exceeds $160 million the tax rate will
increase by 1 per cent for each $20 million of
additional gross gaming revenue up to a maximum
of 22.5 per cent, working up from the initial base of
10 per cent of the gross gaming revenue from
premium players. It is a completely isolated
provision related to an isolated section of the market
that is attracted to casinos.
There is no need to get excited about the terrible
impost of that tax change on Victorians; it is
precisely the contrary. By that mechanism there will
be a flow of additional income to Victoria from
people residing outside Victoria. The whole purpose
of the arrangement is to attract premium players
from other parts of the world. Victorians will be the
beneficiaries - not the losers, as postulated by the
Leader of the Opposition. To ensure that that is the
case, the bill further provides that a minimal annual
tax is to be paid regarding commission-based
players of $5 million in 1996 rising to $10 million in
1997.
The deed also includes a number of provisions
relating to the design of the Melbourne casino
complex, in essence, concerning the enIargement of
some of the rooms. It was felt that the room
dimensions and service provisions applicable were
not appropriate, particularly in the premium player
market, so changes have been made to the drawings.
There is no addition to the number of rooms.
That also addresses a concern expressed by the
Leader of the Opposition in a previOUS debate. He
stood in this chamber and made the remarkable
statement that increasing the number of rooms - as
was legislated for in a previous amendment and as
has been referred to by the honourable member for
Williamstown - was unfair and disadvantageous to
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other competitors in the City of Melbourne. That is
an extraordinarily naive, patently stupid statement.
While the tourism industry is screaming for
additional rooms, the Leader of the Opposition is
trying to run the argument that approving an
increase in the room numbers at that facility
represents a threat to other establishments in
Victoria. He stumbles around the principles of
competition under the national competition policy
and then makes a statement like that. If that
statement was not so silly, it would be laughable.
An increase in the number of car parking spaces by
2000 is required. An additional payment of $500 000
will be made to the City of Melbourne to be used in
the manner set out in the second-reading speech to
assist with parking and traffic measures. Crown will
also contribute another $1.4 million to the City of
Melbourne for the cost of modifications to the north
bank of the Yarra River. Those works are estimated
to cost approximately $8 million. Further, Crown
will be required to upgrade and extend the hotel,
with a second tower to be located on adjacent land
owned by Crown at the corner of Queensbridge and
Whiteman streets.

Strangely or otherwise, the Leader of the Opposition
also failed to mention that the further application by
Crown for an expansion of the number of gaming
machines in the casino was refused by the authority.
It is sensible legislation that is being given effect to
pursuant to the fundamental framework that was
established by the Labor government in the Casino
Control Act of 1991.
The Leader of the Opposition made a number of

points. Firstly, he was critical of the government
because it is not putting money into gambling
research to help problem gamblers. That is wrong.
Currently the Community Support Fund is
contributing $27.6 million for precisely that purpose.
My research indicates that other states are doing
nothing. If they are, it is much ado about nothing. In
Victoria $27.6 million is being contributed by the
government directly towards a strategy for gamblers
or their families. We recognise the problems people
have and we are doing something in a meaningful
way.
As part of that - I am pleased that it will be
announced in the next few days - there will be an
advertising campaign costing $2.5 million that is to
be launched by the government to assist problem
gamblers. Although the Leader of the Opposition
makes plenty of moment about this issue, one can
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forget it because that money will be made available
in the fullest sense for people as part of that
$27.6 million that is being devoted by the
government to issues regarding problem gamblers.
I turn to the assertion that this facility does not bring
benefits to Victoria and the concept advanced by the
Leader of the Opposition that, despite the former
Labor government passing enabling legislation in
1991 and setting up the structure, for which I
warmly congratulate it, Victoria is being cut to the
quick by the operation of this establishment. The
casino will have a 1000-room hotel, five-star
accommodation - they are talking about six-star a collection of restaurants and bars, a sports club,
tennis courts, a multiscreen cinema complex and an
array of public space for entertainment. Also there
will be 250 gaming tables and 2400 gaming
machines. The total cost of the project will be of the
order of $1 billion. About 5500 people will be
involved in the actual construction of the facility,
with another 5000 what I term knock-ons who will
benefit because of the initial process through
employment further down the track in areas such as
catering and a variety of other occupations.
Apart from the direct casino operation about
another 15 000 people will be working in associated
enterprises COIU\ected with this establishment. The
government has already received $262 million by
way of licence fees. Another 523 million has been
contributed to the site works. Apart from the
$100 million that is being provided under the terms
of this legislation and the other income sources to
which I have already referred there are additional
ongoing taxation benefits. I shall not run through
them all because they are numerous, but they are of
enormous benefit to Victoria. There are tremendous
advantages for our tourist industry. I find
extraordinary what the Leader of the Opposition
said this morning: that there are no tourism benefits
available to Victoria. That is a stupid thing to say.
The Leader of the Opposition has only to talk to
people in the tourism industry and they will be
happy to tell him that that is not the case. In fact, the
casino is doing an enormous amount for tourism in
the state.
I turn to the opening times of the casino because it
has been a source of debate and has been run up the
flagpole by the Leader of the Opposition this
morning. The Labor Party when it passed the 1991
legislation recognised opening times as being an
important issue in the operation of a casino.
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Section 65(1) states:
A casino operator must cause the casino to be open to
the public for gaming in accordance with this act on
such days and at such times as are for the time being
directed by the authority by order in writing served on
the operator.

That is exactly what has happened. The authority
made recommendations, to which the government
has given effect. If one examines the New South
Wales legislation one sees that section 71 is almost
identical. My inquiries indicate that throughout
Australia the same thing applies. The government
has adopted what the authority recommended, and
the opening hours are structured accordingly. All
the nonsense about the terrible things we are doing
with regard to opening hours is nonsense. Other
establishments that have gaming machines are open
24 hours a day, such as Cramer's Hotel and Bistro in
Preston, a Labor municipality; the Downunder Rock
Cafe in Carlton, in the heart of Labor country; the
Hilton on the Park in East Melbourne - the
honourable member for Melbourne is not in the
chamber, but I should like to hear what he has to
say - and the Ferntree Gully Hotel in Ferntree
Gully, a strong liberal-held electorate.
In conclusion, when one examines the bill one sees it
is no more and no less than a follow-on from the
legislation that the Labor Party sensibly established
when it passed the Casino Control Act in 1991. The
changes that are being made in this legislation were
contemplated by that act. Those changes are
represented by the provisions of this bill: nothing
more, nothing less. We have maintained the efficacy
of the authority, complied with the
recommendations of the authority and ensured the
integrity of the authority, which is important for this
government and governments of all persuasions.
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I rise to oppose
the Casino (Management Agreement) (Further
Amendment) Bill and support the reasoned
amendment moved by the Leader of the Opposition,
which seeks in a simple way to do what the
honourable member for Gippsland South argued for
in his contribution: to prove once and for all that
there is great social and economic benefit in the
expansion of the casino and the extension in the
number of gaming tables from 150 to 350.

The opposition through the reasoned amendment is
seeking to ensure that that social and economic
impact statement is undertaken.
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I shall refer to a number of matters raised by the
honourable member for Gippsland South. His
defence was largely that the legislation and the
Victorian Casino and Gaming Control AuthOrity tell
Victoria what Victoria needs, and therefore it is all
right. What he did not say was that it is the
responsibility of a state government to ensure that
the impact of such a facility must be assessed in a
proper policy setting. He failed to address the policy
issue.
The responsibility of government is to ensure that
Victorians have the best possible arrangements for
gambling and gambling facilities. When defending
the government's position on the bill its members
should talk about policy issues, social issues, family
issues, displacement and the economic costs of the
casino when people spend their money at the casino
rather than elsewhere. That is the real issue.
It is an abdication of responsibility by the
government, and the honourable member for

Gippsland South in prosecuting the case, to say that
because the casino control authority says it is okay, it
is okay. The issue is the role of the cabinet
subcOmmittee; not the role of the casino control
authority. The cabinet subcommittee is where the
decisions are made. That is where the policies are
undertaken and that is where this proposal was
given a tick. That is where the real power is, but it is
more than that
It is a bit glib to say that this is something the casino
control authority has approved. In fact, it was
announced and approved by the Premier before the
casino control authority considered it. The Premier
was on 3AW; he was out there in the print media
and on 1V advocating this as a good expansion and
one he would like to see go ahead.

The Premier makes decisions without reference to
other ministers and he goes out announcing policy
before the cabinet subcommittee and the casino
control authority have made decisions. The previous
speaker referred to the decision-making process
regarding the casino, and it is dear that it is the
inherent responsibility of a government to govern
for the benefit of all Victorians. That is what I did
not hear, and that is what I want to hear from the
government
I want the government to prove there are significant
economic benefits to Victoria from the casino. I want
to know now the expansion will drag international
dollars and not just domestic tourism dollars to this
state and how it will not create hardship for families.

1503

Given the expansion in the number of tables, I want
to see how the legislation fits in with provisions
governing other areas of gambling in Victoria. That
has not been done; it has not been undertaken in this
house and it can only be undertaken - -

Mr McArthur interjected.
Mr BRACKS - I will take up that point later that can be undertaken only if the opposition's
amendment for a full social and economic impact
study is adopted. I am not sure that government
members are convinced about this legislation
because an impact study has not been undertaken.
Impact statements have been done for all the state's
major projects. There was one for the City Link
project - although it left out the widening of the
Tullamarine Freeway.
An impact study would examine the social
wellbeing and economic life of Victoria, so why not
have one. If you want to convince Victorians about
this project, why not have a proper impact study
which answers the questions that have been raised
by the retailers of this state? Retail sales are flat
because income is going into the casino - that is,
into gaming machines - rather than their
businesses.
You have only to talk to retailers in the fashion and
footwear industry to hear that story. If you look at
the business sections of the paper you read that
retailers believe their business houses have been
affected partly -not totally because they are
sensible about it - by the gaming facilities at the
casino, which are still increasing. The government
should carry out a proper examination of the
economic impact because it has a responsibility to
small shopkeepers and retailers as well as to
Victorians generally. However, there has been no
indication that the government is considering such a
study.
The key issue is not the casino control authority or
this legislation but the policy decision to expand the
casino and increase gaming facilities in this state.
That is the fundamental issue for this Parliament, the
government and the opposition. I shall take up the
earlier interjection of the honourable member for
Monbulk, who has left the chamber, and the point
made by the honourable for Gippsland South that
the casino was essentially the former tabor
government's proposal; it is the former tabor
government's legislation and the former tabor
government's casino control authority. That is true; I
do not hide from that
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The Leader of the Opposition says that is true and
the opposition agrees and accepts that However, it
is one thing to talk about the legislative framework
and the control mechanism for establishing a facility
such as a casino and it is another to implement it.
The bill is all about implementation, how it works,
and how it nulS. The size of the casino and the
perceived conflict of interest of the Premier are
issues that had not been properly addressed by the
Premier when he preannounced through the media
that the expansion would go ahead anyway.
Everything is just ticked off and clicks into place
afterwards. What are the key issues? How particular
mechanisms are dealt with and the provision of
safeguards are important issues.
The essential difference between the government
and the opposition on this piece of amending
legislation allowing the expansion of the casino is
that the vision of the former Labor government for
gaming in this state was always for a balanced
number of gambling and entertainment facilities.
The Leader of the Opposition has put that forward
as our policy. The opposition's policy on casinos,
which has been out for some weeks, is that the
casino should accommodate 200 tables. That is what
the government envisaged when it sought tenders
for the casino facility. The two shortlisted tenderers
envisaged a facility approximately the same size.
1bat was the basis on which both the government
and the opposition pursued the casino. If you
change that understanding you change the policy
setting because you are not just talking about the
casino, you are talking about related gaming. That is
how it all adds up.
I shall provide the house with an example. Recently
I had the opportunity to address the Ringwood
Chamber of Commerce and I raised a number of
topics. I turned to gaming and said that Labor Party
supports reasonable and balanced gambling in the
state and that the former Labor government pursued
the arrangement for the casino and gaming
machines. I indicated that the opposition believes
the government has gone too far and that there
should be checks and balances. I said the opposition
thinks the casino is too big and that it is having an
impact on retail outlets in the state. The comments
from the floor reflected enormous agreement
I say to the Attorney-General and other ministers: if
you want some feedback go out to the business
community, the suburbs and retail outlets and
consult with them. If you go out there you will get
the same message I received - that is, it has gone
too far. People know the casino is causing
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displacement; they believe it is hurting their
businesses. If you can prove otherwise to them, then
good on you!
The government is not prepared to support the
sensible and adequate amendment the opposition
has moved to prove to business and to the
community that negative impacts do not exist The
government claims the expansion of the casino will
be manageable within the spending patterns of
Victorians and the framework of retail outlets. It
claims it will bring in interstate and overseas dollars.
That is hard to imagine when you see that 80 per
cent of the casino's trade is domestic, and that view
is consistent with the tourism figures produced. It is
hard for government members to say, 'Look, take us
on faith and on trust, we will change what will
happen' - the new facility is all about expansion.
I turn now to that expansion of tables. The
government has agreed to increase by 150 the
current number of gaming tables - that is, 350. The
new facility will largely provide for interstate and
overseas users of the casino. If I were in business I
would not accept that statement, and I do not think
anyone will. You cannot explain it to business in that
way. You cannot convince them.

There is a quite revolt in the community which the
government has not picked up on. If it has, in its
typical arrogant way, it is taking no notice of it If
government members are in tune with their
electorates, with chambers of commerce and with
retail outlets in the suburbs they should be picking
up these signs.
I picked this up not just in my Labor electorate but
when I moved into the eastern and south~tem
suburbs. It has been the consistent theme of various
chambers of commerce because of the enormous
concern about the matter. If honourable members
want to represent their areas properly they should
go out and talk to the people and report back to the
government to try to get some sense into the
arrangement by having a proper social impact
statement as a basis for gambling in this state. With
the perceived inference of the government and the
Premier in this matter, as well as the Premier's
perceived conflict of interest, there will be no
support for the expansion of the industry in Victoria.
The key issue for international casinos is different
from that pursued by Victoria. Although successful
European casinos started out big, they have reduced
in size because they have realised the best value for
money or profits are obtained from the international
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gamblers and high rollers they attract. You do not
need a large number of gaming tables to do that.
Most people in the gaming industry say the cost of
servicing gambling tables is extraordinarily
expensiv'e when the cost of the croupiers and other
overheads are taken into account. The Cairns casino,
for exaulple, minimises those costs by providing a
niche market for international gamblers. However,
we will not achieve that in Victoria because we are
pursuing the mass market by increasing the number
of gaming tables to 350.
U we were to pursue the international market we
would get a better profit margin and a value-added
tourist industry. By having 350 tables you will
continue to capture the domestic market - why else
would you want so many tables? That is not the
experience in Europe or Cairns, which offer package
tours for high rollers. Cairns is going for package
tours that fly passengers to its international airport,
which has more direct international flights than
Tullamarine airport. The packages attract people to
stay for two or three days, to spend their money and
to add value to the tourism industry, which, in turn,
creates jobs.
By supporting this policy without an economic or
social impact statement, government members may
be seeking the international market but they are also
encouraging the domestic trade, which does not add
value and displaces and disperses the spending
power of Victorians. Victorians have a limited
discretionary amount of spending. U they do not use
that for gambling they will spend it on clothing,
footwear or entertainment. lhat is the choice facing
government backbenchers. They are supporting a
regime where small suburban businesses around
Melbourne in particular, and to some extent in
country Victoria, are suffering. Their chambers of
commerce complain that extraordinary pressure is
being placed on business because people are not
spending in economies that have been buoyant in
the past. That is the choice government
backbenchers are making. They are on the wrong
track. H they were serious about a sustained
gambling industry in Victoria they would carefully
examine an expansion that will capture a large
proportion of the domestic market.
I suggest that eventually the casino will reduce the
number of tables. I predict that at some point in the
future the 350 tables will be reduced because there is
no economic imperative for them to be successful
over time. And that will cause no problems for the
major shareholder in Crown Casino, Hudson
Conway, because it will get its profit by on-selling
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its shares and moving on. Someone else will make a
loss. That is what Hudson Conway is about capturing the domestic market, on-selling the casino,
and leaving someone else to pick up the pieces to try
to reconstruct a concept that will prove unsuccessful.
Without a proper economic and social impact
statement, how does the government know what the
situation will be. The honourable member for
Bulleen is in the chamber. I have visited his
electorate and spoken to residents. I suggest he talks
to the chambers of commerce and retailers in his
area and they will tell him about the effect on their
businesses. H he were representing his electorate
correctly he would see the warning signs and he
would be telling the Premier and the cabinet that
that is not the way to go.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Cooper) - Order!
The three honourable members on my left who are
having a committee meeting should resume their
seats. The honourable members for Carrum, Keilor
and Mill Park should sit down or have their
committee meeting outside.
Mr BRACKS - The Labor Party vision for
gambling in this state - when in government and
now in opposition - is to have a balanced gambling
and entertainment industry in Victoria. Our policy is
for the casino to be designed primarily to attract
international visitors by providing direct flights to
Tullamarine airport so that tourists can stay
overnight and add value to Victoria's economy. We
do not need 350 gaming tables to achieve that We
believe it can be achieved with 200 tables. The only
reason the table numbers have been increased to 350
is to attract domestic consumption.

The casino cannot be looked at without considering
gambling overall, and that includes gaming
machines. There is a case for saying there is a point
at which we must say, 'No more gaming machines'.
H there are to be gaming machines, they must be
part of an entertainment complex and not just a
gambling venue. We want to see facilities upgraded
to provide better entertainment options for
Victorians at gaming venues. We cannot look at the
casino without looking at what is happening with
gaming machines where most of the money is spent
by Victorians and where most of the revenue is
gained by the state.
As part of an effort to contain and balance gambling
in Victoria, the number of tables at the casino should
be restricted to 200 and we should look carefully at
whether gaming machines should be placed in
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regional shopping centres. They are inappropriate
places for gaming machines because it is an obvious
attempt to take trade away from the shops in the
centres. The size of the gaming machines is also an
issue. The 105 machines that are available currently
should be restricted some time in the future.
Green-field sites that do not offer other
entertainment or recreational facilities should not
provide only gambling. Gaming should be part of a
balanced development in Victoria and part of
Victoria's revenue base added to entertainment
facilities for families. I, and I am sure other
Victorians, want to be able to go to gaming venues,
not necessarily to gamble but to use the other
facilities gambling might provide. That is the
balance we seek, but we will not get that balance if
we do not accept that we need an economic and
social impact statement to examine whether the
350 tables will rip trade out of the retail sector in
Victoria and continue the casino's monopoly of the
domestic tourism market.
There is a case for a review of this area. If we were
looking at an economic and social impact statement
to broaden its net to include gaming machines as
well as casinos and to get some sense and
proportion into the argument we would possibly
have bipartisan support for gaming in this state.
There cannot be bipartisan support. The government
removed the control mechanism and perverted the
process by allowing the Premier to announce and
advocate this project before cabinet had had a
chance to consider it He perverted the process by
talking it up almost the day after it was announced
by Uoyd Williams and Ron Walker that they were
seeking an expansion to the casino. The Premier
does not always respond quickly on important
issues--
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members of the government moved around out
there they would hear these concerns. The article
quotes Mr Whitford as saying:
You can't get an increase in gambling dollars without
impacting on traditional retailing, especially the
clothing business.

That is exactly what the opposition is saying. If the
government wanted to stop the expansion it would
show some guts and would not let the Premier get
his way. It would say to Crown, 'No, at least arrange
for a social economic impact study. The anecdotal
information is that there will not be support for an
expansion so we will ensure that if we do have 200
tables they will be aimed at attracting international
tourism'. By supporting the extra number of tables
the government is saying to Mr Frank Whitford and
the many other retailers out there, 'Who cares? You
can say what you like, but we will give the biggest
economic benefit to Ron Walker and Uoyd Williams
at Crown Casino. We do not care what you say. We
do not care what small shopkeepers in Mordialloc or
Bulleen say. We will not take account of an impact
study or your concerns because we have a bigger
agenda, which is to ensure that this goes ahead at
any cost because there are all sorts of
interconnecting personal relationships'.
If there is no interconnecting relationship or
potential conflict of interest, I invite the government
to initiate a proper study to ensure that this is a
viable proposition in its own right that will not affect
business and industry or have a severe social impact
on Victorian families. If the government is
convinced of how good the proposal is it should
follow the opposition's suggestions.

Recently I found in my files an article in the Sunday

Age of 1 January describing Ron Walker as the
Mr Leigh - Yes he does!
Mr BRACKS - Not to your issues. If I had to
place a bet on whether the Premier would respond
more quickly to Ron Walker than he would to the
honourable member for Mordialloc I would put my
money on Walker! I would be silly to put money on
the honourable member for Mordialloc. The Premier
responded so quickly to the proposal to expand the
casino that he pre-empted the whole process. As
evidence of this we have only to look at a recent
report in the business section of the Age of
13 November 1995. Mr Frank Whitford, the
managing director of the Sportscraft and Sportsgirl
group, is one of several retailers talking about
retailers' comments on this matter. Perhaps if

Victorian of the year. That shocked us all a bit. I kept
the article because there were some useful
comments in it. Uoyd Williams is quoted in that
article, which is revealing because he relaxes and
expresses himself. In the article he gives away
details of what was to happen, what his plans were
and how the government had slotted into the
process over time. The article states:
Uoyd Williams says he is a dreamer and a casino is
something he has been dreaming of since the early 'SOs.
More than that, it has to be something that
Melbourne - no, all Australia - will be proud of.
This was why, he said, the project had changed so

much since it was unveiled, evolved from a casino with
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a hotel attached. into a total'tourist-entertainment
complex' - half as large again, with just 12 per cent of
its 300 000 square metres devoted. to gambling. He said
he would be happy if people went there and never
gambled.: '1 want people to genuinely love it,' he said.

If he loves it so much and wants it to be an
entertainment complex, why has he rushed to have
more tables installed? The reason is because he has
captured a significant portion of the domestic
market in Victoria. If that were not the case, the
government would be going to retailers around
Victoria with this proposition. This is a monopoly
interest.
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obvious dangers that lurk within gambling.
Gambling is only one of a number of demons with
which we have to wrestle.
Mr Andrianopoulos - Demons?
Mr ASHLEY - That is what it has been called by
some in the community. I submit to the Parliament
that part of being an adult and a human being is
having to wrestle with such difficulties. Prior to the
opening of the temporary casino none of us could
have imagined the sheer enormity of demand that a
CBD-based casino would have.

Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Let us take the building industry as an example of
the way things should be done. If your percentage of
a project increases by 30 per cent or more, what
happens to the project if it is tendered? It is usually
re-tendered. What has happened with Crown
Casino in respect of commercial standards and
propriety? What has happened with the decision to
increase the number of hotel rooms to lOOO? What
has happened with the decision to double the
number of gaming tables? There has not been a
re-tendering process, a monopoly is being
entrenched and the government is not seeking
competitive arrangements. It has not said to Crown,
'Enough is enough, you are drawing out of Victoria
a Significant amount of revenue. We want to give
somebody else a slice of the cake'. A new casino that
would attract interstate visitors could be located in
country Victoria. That would be logical and sensible.
But no.
This is not about hiding behind legislation. This is
about ensuring that Crown's monopoly continues
with little capacity for change for at least another 12
years and little capacity for us to capture some of the
interstate trade by locating small country casinos
somewhere near the border. That would make sense.
Mr ASHLEY (Bayswater) - I support the Casino
(Management Agreement) (Further Amendment)
Bill, despite the fact that I have little interest in or
regard for gaming as either an activity or a pastime.
In many ways I disapprove of it. However, I do not
consider it to be my place to oppose the majority of
Victorians who regard gaming as a legitimate and
desirable form of entertainment and who have
demonstrated that by descending upon the casino in
stampede proportions. I cannot stand against this,
nor do I see it as my place to do so, given the
positive aspects I believe it will have upon Victoria's
revenue base and the benefits it will bring to
Victorian communities and individuals, despite the

Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.
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Health: departmental meetings
Mr THW AlTES (Albert Park) - I ask the
Minister for Health: is it a fact that senior executives
of her department had staff meetings at the
luxurious Delgany resort at Portsea on two
occasions in recent months, and is it also a fact that
earlier this month senior public servants in her
department attended a two-day get together at the
luxurious Blythewood Grange resort in Ballarat at a
cost to the taxpayer of more than $35 OOO?

Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Health) - It is the last
day of the sitting and that is the most important
health question the honourable member for Albert
Park can come up with! Nothing about COAG and
the very important developments by the heads of
government through the health ministry in
delivering services to Australia. Nothing about the
patient satisfaction survey that was announced
today. Nothing about the quality matters where our
government is leading the way. It just shows the
peripheral interest the honourable member has in
the major issues of the health area.
Mr Thwaites - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
under the prOvisions of standing order 127 the
minister is debating the question. At the same time
as the minister is cutting beds at the Royal
Melbourne Hospital she is allowing her staff to swan
around in luxurious resorts, and she has not
answered the question.
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The SPEAKER - Order! I remind the
honourable member for Albert Park that he may
raise a point of order but he may not debate the
question. I do not uphold the point of order that the
minister is transgressing standing order 127, but I
will direct the minister to come back to the question.
Mrs TEHAN - It is important to realise that the
level of debate on health issues in this state consists
of questions of that calibre and the sweeping
throwaway lines from the honourable member for
Albert Park.

The Department of Health and Community Services
is the single largest department in this state with a
budget of more than $4 billion a year. It has been
responsible for the major contribution of budget
constraints in this state, and it is leading the way in
Australia in the development of policy.
The department has also seen some outstanding
results announced today, which I hope to have an
opportunity of telling the house about a little later.
In the meantime, for the benefit of the honourable
member I will make inquiries on the matters he has
raised and will get back to him in due course.

City Link: public surveys
Mr McLELLAN (Franlcston East) - Will the
Premier inform the house of the government's
response to recent public surveys concerning the
Melbourne City Link project?
Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr KENNETr (premier) - It is interesting that
the honourable member for Thomastown
immediately interjects and says they are a sham the RACV, an independent body. The honourable
member for Thomastown once again clearly
demonstrates to this house and this Parliament why
it is that the ALP increasingly has no friends
anywhere because ultimately it does not relate to the
issues that matter.
When this project was planned and initiated by the
former Labor government, it, like this government,
obviously recognised the need to work in advance of
growing confusion and delays on our public road
system. The former government did not survive to
implement that policy even though it had advocated
the City Link project, tolls and the management of
local traffic in streets around the central Melbourne
area.
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Mr Batchelor - It is your albatross. You wear it!
The SPEAKER - Order! The words used by the
honourable member for Thomastown about an
albatross could well apply to the Speaker. I ask the
honourable member to return to keeping order and
the Premier to answer the question.
Mr KENNETI' - The members on this side of
the house are very proud and pleased that not only
have we put together a City Link project but that we
have done it in such a way that most of the
community accepts both the need for such a project
and the fundamental issue that such a project should
not be funded by children of the future but by those
who choose to use it today.
Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr KENNETr -It is all right for the honourable
member for Thomastown to keep interjecting.
Yesterday the Minister for Public Transport released
the shadow minister's policy, which was to spend
another $2.7 billion of taxpayers' money on a project
that would put debt on our children in the future.
We argue that this City Link project will ultimately
be paid for by those who elect to use the City Unk
itself.
The RACV research program indicated 69 per cent
support for the City Link project. The majority of
motorists, 82 per cent, believe there will be benefits
from the City Link project and, more importantly,
most motorists indicated they were willing to pay
the anticipated toll levels as the government
announced some weeks ago. What is important
about this - Mr Batchelor interjected.

Mr KENNElT - This poor individual does not
like things like the grand prix, does not like
privatisation and will not support things like the
City Link, which are all part of developing a project
into the future that will be important. The ALP
consistently opposes everything that the majority of
Victorians continue to support. That is why the ALP
is not an option for government in this state, and I
say to the house it is not an option for government at
a federal level either.
This RACV survey is important. One may question,
as does the honourable member for Thomastown,
the so-called independence of the RACV if one
wishes. However, importantly, that shows up in a
very short time one important factor that has
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become the hallmark of the Victorian community
over the past three and a half years: the Victorian
community will accept change if it is based on
commonsense and if it is prepared to deliver
long-term benefits to the community as a whole.
Time and again over the past three years the
Victorian community has shown that it is prepared
to change the culture of practices to build something
of value.
The only group in real terms that is opposed to it is
obviously the ALP - which, for political reasons,
opposes just to oppose - and, I should also say, the
Age newspaper in this state. I do not say that lightly,
because the Age was briefed yesterday afternoon
about the RACY poll and today it chose to ignore it.
But in the one comment it makes on page 2 it says:
An RACV survey has found almost 60 per cent of
motorists were opposed to automatic inflation-linked
increases in tolls on City Link roads.

It says nothing about the fundamental findings of
the research because the Age today is increasingly
irrelevant to the community it serves. That is why its
sales and readership are dropping, and the Age
newspaper itself in no way reflects the ambitions
and aspirations of this community. like the ALP, the
Age does not believe in Melbourne. It does not
believe in Victoria. It cannot lift its sights towards
projects that will be meaningful for this state for a
long time.

Most motorists in this state absolutely reject the
ALP's concept of lifting the state petrol levy to
9 cents a litre to pay for the particular proposals it
has put forward. lhat is 9 cents a litre for all
Victorians - rural, provincial and metropolitan regardless of whether individuals choose to use the
City Link in whole or in part.
We are in a situation today as we come to the end of
this session where the Victorian community should
have sent a very clear message to this Parliament,
particularly to those on the other side, that the
people of Victoria will always endorse good
government They are prepared to wear new
pro;ects that will be funded by a new and different
method from those of the past, and they will
continue to reject those who try to buy and to curry
favour, short term, through the opposition, which is
politically motivated and which will never provide
the leadership that is required in the Victorian
community.

Onelink: contract
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - My question
is to the Minister for Public Transport.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr BATCHELOR - I will get stuck into him,
don't worry. I accept your invitation. I refer the
minister to the submission by his department to the
government's budget and expenditure review
committee, which makes it clear that at the time the
opposition raised the problems of the Onelink
contract, the damages claimable by Onelink if its
contract with the government was cancelled would
be approximately $50 million. Why did the minister
mislead Parliament on 21 March, when he said that
if the contract was cancelled the government is 'not
up for $50 million ... we are not up for even
50 cents!'?
Mr BROWN (Minister for Public Transport) - I
must admit this is not the question I anticipated, for
which I was very well prepared. But this is even
simpler to answer. As I have told the house more
than once in this session of Parliament, the fact is
that the original contract and the terms and
conditions in it remain intact. There are penalty
provisions in that contract that have not been varied.
They provided that if phase 1 was not completed by
28 February this year the penalty prOvisions would
start to accrue from that date. lhat is, in fact, what
has transpired. Phase 1 was not completed by
28 February this year, as is well known.
What I told the Parliament before is correct. 1he
reality is that we now have a co-lateral agreement
that extends the deadline for completion of the
tender. The contract price has not been changed. The
penalty provisions are unchanged. There is no
change.

Electricity industry: privatisation
Mr TREASURE (Gippsland East) Mr Speaker--

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Mordialloc should contain his
enthusiasm.

Mr Micallef - Throw him out!

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

1510

ASSEMBLY

The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the honourable
member to remain silent.
Mr TREASURE - Will the Treasurer inform the
house of the effect on state debt of the privatisation
of Victoria's electricity distribution sector?
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - I thank the
honourable member for his question because I
know, like all other members on this side of the
house, he is not only concerned about the
improvement in Victoria's public finances but takes
a great deal of pride in this government's
achievements.

The successful privatisation of Victoria's five
electricity distribution businesses will allow the
repayment of in the vicinity of $8.3 billion of the
state's net public sector debt. Prior to the first sale, of
United Energy in August, the state's net public
sector debt stood at around $325 billion. With the
imminent sale of Citipower and the expected
privatisation of the first state-owned generation
business, Yalloum Energy, the government expects
that net public sector debt will fall to around
$23.4 billion.
Expressed as a ratio of state net debt to GSP, the
ratio peaked in the period immediately after we took
office at more than 30 per cent of GSP, reflecting the
failure of the previous Labor government. It is
currently approximately 27.5 per cent of GSP.
The debt reductions flowing from the electricity

privatisation program will reduce the debt to
approximately 18 per cent of GSP, the lowest ratio
since the t97Os, a figure the Labor Party could only
have dreamed of. That debt reduction will again put
Victoria on a competitive footing with New South
Wales and Queensland, states that enjoy a
significantly lower debt burden. However, the
privatisation program has never been principally
about debt reduction. Debt reduction is an
important objective, but the major objective has
always been the consumer benefit that flows from
those reforms. While preserving community service
obligations, pensioner benefits and securing pricing
benefits for Victorians, the reforms are recapturing
low<ost energy as a comparative advantage in
attracting new investment and aiding our industry's
competitiveness.
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community has been the ill-named group, Public
First. Public First is nothing of the kind; it is a
Labor-first organisation. It describes itself in its
propaganda as a non-party political coalition. In fact
it is a motley collection of union organisers, Labor
Party activists and hacks and their ideological fellow
travellers at the left of the Victorian ALP.
The organisers of Public First include ALP
candidates for several state seats as well as
representatives of trades and labour councils and
individual trade unions. The contribution of the
Trades Hall Council to Public First is openly
acknowledged by Trades Hall Council Secretary,
Leigh Hubbard, who has been rattling the tin among
trade unions seeking financial support for Public
First while at the same time indicating that the
campaign has been ineffectual and cannot expect
continuing support from the Trades Hall Council.
To set the record straight, the government will
shortly be joining in a further stage of the
information campaign it has been conducting this
year in a joint exercise with electricity distribution
companies. The government has entered into
contractual arrangements with the companies under
which, on behalf of the government, they will
distribute information that explains government
programs and reforms to their customers.
The brochures include details on arrangements to
confer customer choice, the pricing benefits for
customers, the continuation of the concessions
available to customers and how customers can
obtain those benefits. The government will provide
financial support for the program and will reduce
the cost that would otherwise be incurred by
exercising the customer relationship the companies
enjoy. The mail-out continues an extensive
information campaign on electricity reforms that has
taken information about those reforms to the whole
Victorian community across the state.
The government is demonstrating that when it
comes to producing lasting and real benefits for the
Victorian electricity consumer those reforms are
putting the people of Victoria first and giving the
state an advantage in attracting and retaining vital
investment and jobs. They are a key part of getting
Victoria on the move.

Automatic ticketing machines
There remains a small band of hardy activists
opposed to the improvement of the Victorian
economy, of course, led by the Leader of the
Opposition. The principal advocate in the

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to the Department of Transport
submission to the budget and expenditure review
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committee (BERe), which states with regard to the
contract and delays in the implementation of the
automatic ticketing system:
If terminated now (rather than late May 1995) damages
claimable by PTe approximately $2.5 million and by
Onelink $50 million.
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Minister for Public Transport has said today and
previously.
The SPEAKER - Order! There is no point of
order. The honourable member should know that he
may not use points of order to refute or debate the
question. I ask the Premier to conclude his answer.

Will the Premier now require the Minister for Public
Transport to correct the public record and fully
explain to the Parliament the huge inconsistency
between the minister's answer and the cabinet
budget document, which makes it clear that
compensation of $50 million is claimable and would
be payable?

Mr KENNE1T - As I understand the question of
the Leader of the Opposition, it concerns
submissions to BERe from the Department of
Transport, in fact, one document in particular, which
I cannot confirm.

Mr KENNE'IT (Premier) - I am not aware of the
document to which the honourable member refers.

Mr KENNElT - I have one page. Knowing you,
you would have made this up. You are the
greatest--

Mr Batchelor interjected.

Mr Brumby interjected.

Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr KENNETr - Thank you. I am still not aware
of this document, but I thank you for it. This
question should have been, if the honourable
gentleman felt so inclined, directed to the relevant
minister. The relevant minister tells me - Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNE'IT - The Leader of the Opposition
wants me to answer the question. I am doing so.

The Minister for Public Transport informs me by
injection, which I remind the minister is absolutely
disorderly, that the claims of the Leader of the
Opposition are incorrect, but that should not
surprise anyone whatsoever! I will go one step
further and say that no government has achieved so
much in increasing the patronage of public transport.
The government has worked very effectively with
the trade union movement. My recollection is that
there have been only one or two one-day stoppages,
unlike when Labor was in government, and some
members of the house were members of that
government. There was strike after strike, not to
mention the tram stoppage.
Mr Batchelor -On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
I raise the relevance of the Premier's answer. In
addition, the Premier is debating the question,
which is not permitted under standing order 127.
The question directed to the Premier relates to the
Premier's knowledge of a Budget and Expenditure
Review Committee document and why that
document contradicts in absolute terms what the

Mr KENNElT - Let us not raise your standards.
You probably made this up! The government and
the Minister for Public Transport have achieved
more with the public transport unions than the
previous Labor government did in 10 years. Every
tram was welded to the tramlines day after day,
week after week because the union movement did
not look to the former Labor government for
leadership.

Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr KENNE1T - You can't handle it, can you?
You are the greatest misfit in Parliament. You
should not be here.
The SPEAKER - Order! The house will come to
order. I ask the honourable member for
Thomastown to cease interjecting.
Mr Micallef interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! If the honourable
member for Springvale pushes the Chair too far, I
will have to take action against him. The
government benches will come to order. The
Premier will conclude his answer.
Mr KENNE1T - In the past three years the
Minister for Public Transport and the government
have delivered an improvement in the quality of
service delivered by our opponents and that is
fundamentally based on the new partnership
between the government and in this case the trade
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union movement. The government has honoured its
position; the trade union movement has honoured
its position; and the trade union movement
continues to look to the government to provide jobs.
There is not one shadow minister in this place who
in any way compares individually or collectively
with any of the ministers on this side - not one!
When you consider the amount of money that has
been saved from the public transport system as a
cost while the service has been improved, that is not
only a credit to government policy; it is not only a
credit to the minister involved; it is also a great
credit to the unique relationship devised by the
minister that exists between the government and the
trade union movement, and long may it exist.

Understanding Australia project
Mr LUPTON (Knox) - Will the Minister for
Education inform the house of the initiatives the
government is undertaking to teach students about
Australia to make them better informed citizens of
the state and of the nation?
Mr HAYWARD (Minister for Education) - I
thank the honourable member for his question and
his--

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! H the level of
interjection continues I will have to take action and
perhaps suspend question time.
Mr HAYWARD - The honourable member for
Knox has a strong commitment to helping
Australian students learn more about their own
country. That is something that, sadly, the Labor
Party neglected over 10 years.
I am happy to advise the house that we have an
initiative in this area in a project entitled
Understanding Australia. This will put a new focus
and emphasis on learning about Australia. The
purpose of the project is to help students gain a
better understanding of our history, culture and
democratic institutions.
I am sure that is an objective that has the support of
every member in this place. Victoria will be leading
Australia. No other state has a project of this nature.
I have appointed a group of eminent Australians to
advise me in two main areas: firstly, to provide
advice on what is essentialleaming about Australia
and, secondly, to oversee the development of
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learning material on two CD-ROMS -one for
primary schools and one for secondary schools.
Mr Speaker, I am sure you are aware of the exciting
developments that are occurring in the multimedia
area, and the ability to provide material for students
in the CD-ROM format will greatly add to the
interest of students and to their ability to gain
knowledge.

The house will be pleased to know about the group
of eminent Australians who have been appointed.
They are Ms Mary Atkinson, Chairperson of the
National Federation of Aboriginal Education
Consultative Groups - I am sure every member
would strongly support the idea that more attention
should be given to the history of Australia before
white settlement and to the cultural backgrounds of
the aboriginal community; Professor Brian
Crittenden, Professor of Education at La Trobe
University; Sir Arvi Parbo, Chairman of Western
Mining Corporation; Sir James Gobbo,
Lieutenant~vemor of Victoria, retired judge of the
Supreme Court of Victoria; and Professor Trang
Thomas, Chairperson of the Victorian Ethnic Affairs
Commission.
In addition to that group there will be groups of
academics and community leaders who will prepare
advice in areas such as Australian literature, sport,
music and art. Again in accordance with the new
information and telecommunication developments
in education, the information will also be made
available to students through the Internet, utilising
what is called the Directorate of School Education
homepage, which is a new concept of organising
information in a form that is readily accessible to
students.
The project will commence at the beginning of 1996
and be completed by the end of term 4. The material
produced will be based on the curriculum and
standards framework. It is another indication of this
government's commitment to providing a high
quality curriculum for our students to ensure that
they have the best possible opportunity to gain the
highest quality information and knowledge about
Australia, a country of which all of us are very
proud.

Government members applauding.
The SPEAKER - Order! Perhaps I should give
the house some instruction on how the Westminster
system works. It is considered very bad form to clap.
Members may say, 'Hear, hear' in the best tradition.
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Mr Batc:helor - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
I raise with you the issue that we have just
witnessed: yet another gross abuse of question time
which, under the forms and traditions of this house,
is a time when opposition members are entitled to
put questions and probe ministers. As the Minister
for Education approached the table he was
requested by the Minister for Public Transport to
extend his answer so that the Minister for Public
Transport could not be subjected to further
questioning.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Batchelor - One can see by the reaction
now-The SPEAKER - Order! The Chair will not deal
with points of order while there is a barrage of
interjections.
Mr Batchelor - As we saw, when the Minister
for Education approached the table he was proffered
advice - a plea, if you like, from the Minister for
Public Transport, to extend his answer, which he
did. Within seconds of the conclusion of question
time he sat down.
If you need further proof or demonstration, there
was the ironic applause, not just because of his
answer but because of the way he had protected his
fellow minister from further probing questions.

I ask you, Mr Speaker, to direct the government to
live up to the spirit of questions without notice and
make it available to equal probing from the
opposition and not allow it to be used to protect the
government's weak ministers.
Mr KenneH - On the point of order, Mr Speaker,
I believe from recollection during question time
there were six questions: three from the government
and three from the opposition, and none of them
received unduly long answers. All of them were
relevant to the point. The honourable member for
Thomastown is absolutely, as he always is, incorrect
about the reason for the applause. The applause was
offered from those in government as an act of
appreciation to the minister who has probably
answered his last question in this place before an
event that will take place early next year. Once again
I say to the opposition, and in particular to the
honourable member for Thomastown, 'H you can't
hack the pace and if you're such a wimp, such a
cry-baby, then I suggest you get out'.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Thomastown has been here long enough
to know that question time is in the hands of
honourable members. As the Premier rightly said,
there were six questions during question time,
which was interrupted by various points of order
and time occupied by the Chair trying to bring the
house back to order, which leads to the erosion of
question time.
The Chair has no direct control over the length of
answers but I am satisfied that six questions in haH
an hour is reasonable and accords with the past
programs of this house. There is no point of order.
Mr Thwaites - Mr Speaker, on a point of order, I
refer to your responsibility for the proceedings and
documents tabled in this house, in particular, the
annual report of the Austin Hospital, which has not
been tabled. Under the Health Services Act there is a
requirement that reports be tabled within seven
sitting days of 31 October. I am not aware that the
report has been tabled.

There is provision for an extension of time to be
granted by the minister, but the practice and
statutory requirement is for the minister to report to
the house on the extension. I am not aware whether
the minister has reported. I ask that the procedures
under the Health Services Act be complied with by
the minister.
Given the Premier's indication that the house is not
likely to sit again before an election, it is particularly
concerning that a report of a hospital that is at least
$20 million in the red will not be placed before this
house. It could well be that people are not able to see
the very severe financial problems that face that
hospital because the report has not been filed.
I ask you, Mr Speaker, to clarify the matter with the
minister to ensure that she makes a proper
explanation of the financial situation at the Austin
Hospital.
The SPEAKER - Order! I note the point of order
raised by the honourable member; I will inquire into
the matter and advise him accordingly.
Mr Dollis - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
section 3(1)(a)(ii) of the Members of Parliament
(Register of Interests) Act 1978 provides:
It is hereby declared that a member of Parliament is
bound by following code of conduct:
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Members shall(U) ensure that their conduct as members must not be
such as to bring discredit upon the Parliament

In light of the legal advice I have received, in my
view the Minister for Planning has acted unlawfully
and outside the scope of his powers and those of the
planning legislation. I ask you, Mr Speaker, as a
matter of urgency to investigate whether the
minister is in contempt of Parliament pursuant to
section 9 of the Members of Parliament (Register of
Interests) Act 1978.
The SPEAKER - Order! I have heard what the
honourable member has said; I will inquire into the
matter. I am not sure whether it is a legitimate point
of order, but I will inquire into the matter and advise
the honourable member accordingly.
Mr Loney - On a further point of order,
Mr Speaker, on 2 November I raised a matter with
you about the seeming lack of copies of bills
presented in this place and in the papers office,
particularly legislation of some importance to the
public at large. I noted that the matter was also
referred to in the media later that day because
sections of the media had problems gaining copies
of bills.
Mr Speaker, at the time I raised the matter with you,
you gave an interim answer and indicated that you
would make further inquiries and report back to the
house at a later date. I ask whether you have
completed those inquiries and I await your further
advice on that matter.
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Mr Loney - Mr Speaker, the other bill I
mentioned at that time was the liquor Control
(Further Amendment) Bill.
The SPEAKER - Order! I shall make some
further inquiries about that particular bill.
Mr Pandazopoulos - Mr Speaker, on a further
point of order, because this may be the last sitting
day of Parliament for this session, I indicate there
are a number of unanswered questions on notice
dating back to 7 September 1994. There is a whole
list-The SPEAKER - Order! There is no point of
order. The Chair is not in charge of forcing ministers
to answer questions on notice. There is no
enforcement on the minister to answer questions
without notice. If ministers choose not to answer
questions and their names are still on the notice
paper the house and the community can come to
their own judgment accordingly. There is nothing
the Chair can do.

Honourable members applauding.
The SPEAKER - Order! I say to the house that
the last day of school is becoming very trying!

CASINO (MANAGEMENT
AGREEMENT)(FURTHER
AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Geelong North raised a matter
concerning the further provision of copies of the
Melbourne City Unk Bill. It is a very large bill; I was
told 170 copies were available. There was a copy for
each member, and accredited members of the media
to this place received a copy and their names were
crossed off a list.
I was further told and I advised the house that
additional copies of the bill were made available the
following day when the bill was reprinted. I took the
advice that there was a temporary blip in the
system. I lcnow of no other situation where there has
been a shortage of bills. If there has been another
incident where there were not enough copies of the
bill I ask the honourable member to advise me and I
will make some further inquiries. At the moment I
understand that the system is working quite well.

Mr ASHLEY - I rise again to support the Casino
(Management Agreement) (Further Amendment)
Bill. In doing so I feel it fair that I recap on what I
said before the suspension of the Sitting. I support
the bill despite the fact that I have little interest in or
regard for gaming. However, I do not consider it my
place to stand in the way of Victorian people who
regard gambling as a legitimate and desirable form
of entertainment. I also believe it is not my place to
stand in the way of what will be a demonstrably
important plank in Victoria's revenue base thus
bringing many benefits to its people.
I am mindful of the fact that there are dangers with
gambling. As I said before the suspension of the
sitting, one of those dangers is that gambling, for
some, is a dark force with which they have to
wrestle. The government is well aware of that and
has taken action and will continue to take action to
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see that those people are relieved of that dark force
so far as is possible.
None of us would have imagined the sheer demand
for a CBD-based casino prior to the opening of the
current temporary casino. However, once the bottle
was uncorked there was no way anyone could jam
the stopper back in again. That is the startling fact
with which all of the protagonists and antagonists
alike have to come to terms with.
It is sheer demand, whether we like it or not, that
has prompted the expansion of the casino beyond
what was originally envisaged two years ago. At the
time of the original tender neither the government
nor the casino operator had any real hunch let alone
hard knowledge of what the demand was likely to
be. It is demand that has led to this necessity to
ratify a second deed of variation in the management
agreement.

In seeking approval for an expansion from 200 to
3SO tables, the casino has presented the government
with a fair opportunity to secure larger returns than
those previously negotiated. As Stephen
Bartholomeusz expressed it in an article in the Age of
28 September:
The original tax regime was appropriate for a high-risk
greenfields project being established in completely
uncharted territory.

Once that territory was no longer uncharted indeed its assay levels were found to be persistently
high - that tax regime was no longer appropriate.
The increased benefits to government that flow from
the passing of these further amendments have been
covered by others but I will recap briefly on them.
They include: payment of $3.5 million for the
deferring of the casino completion date from
16 August to 30 November 1996 as a penalty; a new
guaranteed minimum base tax of $100.8 million for
three years; payment of $5 million over five years to
Tourism Victoria; a minimum annual tax from
commission-based players of $5 million in 1996 and
$10 million in 1997; and a separate tax rate for
commission-based players - the international
high-rollers who will come to the casino - set at an
initial 10 per cent of their gross gaming revenues
and rising to a maximum rate of 22.5 per cent
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hotel and related activities. As Stephen
Bartholomeusz put it in the article I quoted from
earlier:
... on economic grounds it makes no sense to artificially
limit the casino's ability to generate revenue and tax
streams and it would appear to be economically and
socially desirable that the non-casino elements are, as
Crown envisages, a more substantial proportion of the
complex.

When returning to this issue on 18 October he wrote:
.. , it would appear reasonable to see the massive
expansion in the non-gaming aspects of the project as
broadly positive for Melbourne and the CBD, even if it
has a significant effect on the distribution of activities
within the CBD.

Bartholomeusz rightly pointed out that it is now
squarely in the planners' and entrepreneurs' court:
.. , to take advantage of that opportunity to ensure that,
once in the city, visitors (domestic, interstate and
overseas) see more than just the casino and the
entertainment complex.

I want to reflect upon the behaviour or the attitude
of the opposition as it has taken shape around the
issue of gambling and the casino. The opposition has
used the issue to conduct a venomous, unprincipled,
indeed unconscionable attack upon the government
and individual government members, almost every
single one. The reality is that once the former Labor
government decided to give Victoria a casino once it uncorked the bottle - all the questionable
social consequences, of which we are all aware, were
locked into place in a classic clause-effect
relationship. That does not mean that they cannot be
ameliorated over time but it does mean that they
were there from that moment

The reality is that from that moment whatever
future decisions might end up being taken as time
passed concerning the scale and capacity of the
casino, their impact and their character would be
unlikely to be anything more than minor because the
overall mould had been fixed by that original
political decision back in 1991.
Again Stephen Bartholomeusz says:

Other requirements of the casino operator include
the extension of the Whiteman Street car park by
approximately 2000 spaces, installation of a car park
guidance system, modifications to the north bank of
the Yarra River, and the substantial expansion of

1be government has been attacked on all sides for a
decision that is perfectly defensible, indeed one that
was virtually inevitable, on grounds that have little to
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do with the economic merits of the decision or the
consequences of rejecting Crown's request.

The opposition's rhetoric on this issue does it no
credillt is as empty as a farm dam after a long
drought; as two-faced as a two-sided mask; or as
shameless as an old lag who would have the courts
believe the person arrested was not him but a twin
brother he never had.
Firstly, Labor's stance fails to come to terms with the
facts and consequences of its own legislation. It was
1991 Labor legislation which established the
precursor to the Victorian Casino and Gaming
Authority, which placed it at arm's length from the
government, and which furnished it with the power
to authorise casino opening hours throughout the
year without reference to government.
It was Labor government legislation that gave birth

to the casino and to its potential to open 24 hours a
day, 365 days a year - including on Christmas Day,
Good Friday and Anzac Day. Clause 65(1) of the
Casino Control Act 1991 provides:
A casino operator must cause the casino to be open to
the public for gaming in accordance with this Act on
such days and at such times as are, for the time being
directed, by the authority ... by order in writing served
on the operator.

Those matters were taken up clause by clause
during the committee stage but nothing was altered.
So the Labor Party's feigned outrage on this matter
fails to come to terms with the fact of its own 1991
legislation and its downstream consequences.
That is not all. Secondly, Labor's contrived moral
superiority fails to come to terms with the
implications which pluralistic, multicultural policies
pose for both government and the broad
community. You cannot acclaim the demise of a
purportedly dull Anglo-Celtic cultural hegemony in
Australia and applaud the rise of a pulsating,
colourful politically and culturally diverse
community without accepting that there will be
some necessary losses along the way. These losses
include the inexorable probability that the
importance of certain days, in the mind of a
community, will gradually change, even be eroded
and diminished - not by time or evolution - but
by the sudden, competitive appeal of quite different
occasions and traditions which happen to merge
into the life of that community from the cocktail of
cultures and subcultures that bubble away under the
surface of the pluralistic mix, the cosmopolitan flux.
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Taking a multicultural society seriously can lead
who knows where?
One thing is for sure, occasions like Christmas Day,
Good Friday and Anzac Day will undergo further
mutations as they adjust to new social conditions or
the pressures and expectations that come from
communities wrestling with change. This does not
mean that the purists - the faithful - would want
to change, even by one iota, the way in which they
conscientiously choose to observe those days, and in
a pluralistic community there should be no
obligation or pressure to do so. However, in such a
society it is quite unacceptable for anyone group to
force its ways, its observances, upon others.
One of the core features of a liberal democratic
society, especially one which identifies itself as
multicultural, is the liberty of its citizens to express
themselves and to indulge in whatever activities
they may choose - without hindrance or
intervention - provided what they do is not
wantonly or deliberately bring harm to others.
We do not hesitate to call upon others to rush to our
defence if the things we want are under fire.
However, we are much less inclined to support
other people's entitlements in the event that their
interests and habits are diametrically opposed to
what we regard as acceptable. Yet it is this simple
willingness to live and let live that is a touchstone of
a democratic society. The act of recognising the right
of anything to exist which differs markedly hom
what we prescribe for ourselves places restrictions
upon us, even if those restrictions are little more
than the simple acknowledgment that we cannot
have everything our own way.
Whenever an institution can no longer get its own
way, especially when previously it held a dominant
pOSition, it tends to react with alarm and interpret its
loss of pre-eminence as evidence that society has
taken a turn for the worse - gone to the dogs, to
coin a phrase. That is true of the anti-gambling
lobby. True to form in these situations, it has
resorted to the catchcry that the social order is under
threat if not already tom apart. It is a case of 'apr~
moi le deluge' - after us, chaos!
When groups or institutions feel their values being
threatened they try to build a system of security
around themselves as bulwarks against change.
They often do this by representing themselves as the
grand protectors of the whole community's system
of values. When this no longer cuts ice they look to
government to preserve their version of what is
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good and right and to do their work for them.
Essentially the work they expect the government to
perform for them is the imposition of their world
view, their system of values, even the form of their
ceremonies and celebrations, upon entire
communities as a kind of orthodoxy to which
everybody must adhere.
Regrettably the Labor Party has shown that it has a
nose for groups caught in this dilemma. In an act of
gross political pandering it has hitched a ride with
these groups and jumped on the bandwagon of
those who would foist their disapproval on society;
hence its nonsensical rhetoric about casino culture
and a gambling-led recovery.
The desire of one group to impose upon others is an
appropriate point in my remarks to mention
Anzac Day. As I said on another occasion,
Anzac Day is unique among Australian public
holidays because it is the only one with 20th century
origins. Modern as it is, it means everything to some
people - the veterans and their families and
descendants - and nothing to others. We may
keenly regret that but the fact is that those people for
whom it means nothing should not be commanded
to observe it, although they ought to be encouraged
to do so.
TIle way we observe Anzac Day has to do with the

balancing of differing attitudes of different interest
groups in the community. I remind honourable
members that not all that long ago it was taboo for
major sporting events to be held on Anzac Day. In
accepting the closure of the casino from 3.00 a.m. to
midday the casino authority has submitted to the
kind of compromise that our community deems
desirable. The best thing is that it has happened
without government edict or the imposition of some
people's rules upon everybody else, no matter how
they feel.
This outcome pays homage to those who gave their
lives for this nation. In dying that we might be free
their sacrifices included the defence of those most
precious of freedoms: to live and let live; to hold
opinions; and to dissent in ways which those who
gave their lives may themselves well have found
objectionable. That is the extremity of the sacrifice
they made.
Given the multicultural nature of Australia and the
changes it will continue to make upon our way of
life and the things we value, it is impossible to say
what days we will officially celebrate as holidays,
even in only 50 years time, although if I were a
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betting man I would wager a heap on the good old
traditional days. More importantly, in asserting the
place of different traditions and cultures in our
community, the fact that Yom Kippur may be of
little or no significance to non-Jewish Australians is
unlikely to affect the way it will continue to be
celebrated in Victoria's Jewish communities. The
main thing is that they have the right to choose that
day above others.
The fact that Ramadan may continue to be of little or
no significance to non-Islamic Australia is unlikely
to affect the way it will continue to be celebrated in
Moslem communities, but it is important that people
are free to choose this day above all others.
For the devout, the faithful, the true, the fact that the
casino may be open on Christmas Day, Good Friday
and Anzac Day whether next year or in 50 years
time, will be an irrelevance, water off a duck's back.
They will keep the faith and they will do it not only
for themselves but as witnesses to the whole
community.
Thirdly, the opposition's crass thrust fails to accord
with the Labor Party's deep-rooted and
long-espoused commitment to a post-Christian,
secular society. It is from Labor's side of politics,
especially at the socialist end of the spectrum, that,
down through the decades, most of the support has
come for Marxist-type views that religion is the
opiate of the people. Labor's protestations fail to
come to terms with the reality that Western
European Ouistendom ceased to exist as a
dominating religious and cultural force with the
collapse of the Holy Roman Empire and the rise of
modern, democratic, secular states. There is no way
that Labor would have the clocks turned back on
that process. Indeed, it revels in the influence it has
gained in the aftermath of the church's shrivelled
impact upon society.
The opposition is far from ignorant of the fact that
the culture that has had the most impact upon
Australia's development, the Anglo-Celtic variant of
Christianity, was always a diluted strain compared
with the homegrown version in the mother country,
a fact it has long been happy to celebrate.
Finally, Labor's contrived stand fails to come to
terms with the evolution that deeply affects the
ways a post-Christian community celebrates the
days it declares as holidays. With the progressive
desecularising of society, holy days have become
holidays. TItis is no late-2Oth-century phenomenon.
In fact, it was documented 150 years ago by
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Charles Dickens. A man of his time, Dickens
persuasively described the secular nature of British
society and its resilience despite the onset of the
evangelical Victorian era with its piety,
respectability and thriving church attendances. His
novel A Christnuls Carol is an extraordinarily secular
book. Religious references and influences barely rate
a back pew! The characteristics of the society
Dickens wrote about are little different from our
own and raise the question of whether there was all
that much of a difference, after all, between British
home and colonial versions of society and their
Christian underpinnings. For Dickens the ancient
holy days had become jolly holidays.
He pictured the Ghost of Christmas Present
ensconced in a sumptuous room full of life's
goodies. He waxed lyrical about the sensuous
commercial enticements of Christmas and the
conspicuous consumption of it all. He wrote
approvingly about advertising and shopping sprees
on the high street. He wallowed in his description of
Christmas Eve trading at the supermarkets of his
day. It was this mayhem, this joie de vivre, this sheer
money-spending and money-making outburst of
seasonal indulgence that so offended the killjoy
Ebenezer Scrooge, and along with him many a
straitlaced churchgoer of Victorian times.
At the same time there is a distinctly modem,
secular ring to his comment, 'Nephew, keep
Christmas in your own way, and let me keep it in
mine!'.

~tmas and Good Friday are important to a
majority of people not so much because they hear
church bells but because they hear sounds
associated with taking a break. That does not mean
tradition is unimportant to them; it means their
traditions are different. They are traditions of
making merry, of enjoyment, of relaxation, of
unwinding and even of overeating and overdrinking.
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have broken down under the weight of
secu1arisation.
In a post.Quistian society there can be no
imposition of sacredness by the state. Sacred days
are only sacred for those who choose them; never for
those who don't choose them - and it has always
been that way. The role of the state is not one of
declaring certain days to be sacred, but of promoting
widespread community respect for the various ways
in which different people want to spend Christmas
and Good Friday. The respect is based on the simple
give-and-take principle of tolerance; on the precept,
'Keep Christmas in your way and let me keep it in
mine'.

Such has been the lather whipped up by the
opposition's bandwagon of protest that it has lost
track of the fact that the most important day in the
Christian calendar has been overlooked. Opposition
members have spoken about Christmas Day and
Good Friday, but Easter Sunday was forgotten:
simply left off. That is extraordinary!
Let me say loud and clear that the whole point of
Christmas Day and Good Friday in the light of
Easter Sunday is this: that no-one can be compelled
by any law to believe and to observe. The only thing
that works is an appeal to the human heart. If that
appeal to the human heart is successful, that person
or those people may say with the changed Ebenezer
Scrooge, 'I will honour Christmas in my heart and
try to keep it all the year; I will honour Anzac Day in
my heart and try to keep it all the year; I will honour
Good Friday in my heart and try to keep it all the
year'. That is where we were at. If I were to express
it in the Christian context: no one day is sacred
because every day is sacred.
So let us have done with the claptrap and humbug
the opposition has put up on this issue. I commend
the bill to the house.

That fits precisely with the casino and what it is all
about because it is in the tradition of hedonism. Why
should anyone be prevented from going to a casino
as part of his or her Christmas because others
happen to be disgusted at the very thought of it?

Mr LONEY (Geelong North) - Although initially
I had not intended to deal with issues related to
trading hours of the casino, I think it may be
appropriate to make some reply to the matters
raised by the honourable member before me.

The truth is that, try as they may, the churches have
never been able to extinguish the brooding,
dangerous appetites, as they saw them, of human
instincts. 1beir efforts to tame the raw pagan
hedonistic festivals of the winter solstice and the
spring equinox by the overlap of Christmas and
Easter have not triumphed. On the contrary, they

This bill introduces immense changes to the casino:
changes that will virtually double its size and make
it one of the largest casinos in the world; changes
that will increase the number of gaming tables at
that establishment from 200 to 350; changes that will
reduce the tax rate for high rollers to 10 per cent;
changes in the design of the casino, including the
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provision of a second tower for hotel
accommodation and an additional 2000 car spaces;
and a change to the projected completion date from
16 August to 30 November 1996.
We are also considering the amounts the
government proposes should be paid to allow these
changes - some $5.3 million for the change of
completion date and some $100 million for a new
licence fee for the increase by 150 in the number of
gaming tables. This is indeed huge change. It takes
the casino to a level way beyond that which the
Victorian community had anticipated and had
appreciated would be allowed under the initial
casino licensing. It does so even though the initial
casino was extremely large, not only by Australian
standards but by world standards. Certainly by
Australian standards it was about eight times the
size of the Hobart casino and four times the size of
the Darwin casino. So we have moved to a casino
that is huge not only by Australian standards but
also by world standards.
Government members have refused to recognise and
accept that there is legitimate criticism of the way
that decision came about and the basis on which that
decision was made. A number of government
members have argued that this was a decision of an
independent casino authority and that, therefore, the
government has no role at all in relation to those
matters. To back that up a number of members said,
'Of course, this casino authority was set up by the
previous government', as if that somehow removes
any concern that there may have been about the
process.
There is considerable concern about this process
purely because of the government's handling of it
and almost entirely because of the Premier's
handling of it The Premier announced these
changes prior to the casino authority being given the
opportunity to consider the matters. He announced
the details and said this is what will occur before the
casino authority had the opportunity to consider
those matters.
The second reason - and this is the one government
members keep wishing to duck and avoid - is that
the size of the casino in total and the limits the
government wants to put on it is a policy issue, and
policy issues are the government's decisions.
We have no better authority on that than the Premier
himself, who continually points out that the
government is the arbiter of policy matters in
relation to the casino and that the casino authority
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acts on the basis of the government's policy. There
was a policy decision involved in this: do you stick
with the size of the original casino, with what we
have set up, or do you say we can have an expanded
casino? You make that decision as a policy issue and
the casino authority then determines the detail, but
the policy decision has to be made first, and that is
the critical issue. That is why this government
cannot hide behind the casino authority on this
matter and simply wash its hands of it.
In this process the government had a big tick on
policy - a big 'Yes, you can have a bigger casino'.
There was a big tick on the detail because the
Premier had pre-empted the decision - another yes
on that. So you have the two big ticks before it even
goes to the casino authority. Once the policy is
decided, what else would a casino authority do? It
has been told quite clearly that an expanded casino
is on. All it has to do is determine the limits within
that determine the number of tables and the number
of rooms. That is its role and that is what it did.

Mr Perton - It is your legislation.
Mr LONEY - Here we go again with the
smokescreen, which is totally irrelevant to it The
decision having been made, though, the other
concern that arises is that if we are going to have in
Melbourne one of the largest casinos anywhere in
the world you would think, before making the
policy decision on that, the government may wish to
actually carry out some research on the economics of
such a proposal instead of relying on some nebulous
figures about economic benefit This government
did not do that at all. It just says bigger must be
better; bigger means more money going through the
casino and therefore there must be more money for
Victoria as a whole, so it must be better. That is the
way the argument runs.
No research was carried out as to the economic cost
or benefit to other sectors of the Victorian economy
or other sectors of the community before the
decision was made. Certainly there was none in
relation to bigger casinos, yet the community as a
whole is telling us anecdotally, and also now
through some of the figures that have been
compiled, that there is a cost of the casino to other
sectors of the economy and other sectors of the
community. There is a harm, and we should look at
that We should be making some assessment to see if
we can quantify that further to see whether it is
reasonable to keep increasing and giving the casino
everything it asks for.
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We certainly have a casino that cannot be refused: it
gets everything it asks for. 1bat is evident even in
documents like the annual report of the Building
Control Commission, which states in its report on
the casino at page 13 that a total of 114 modifications
were presented to the Building Appeals Board for
works being undertaken at the site. So huge
numbers of those types of changes have been going
through all the time of which people are unaware.
Even more importantly, there is a refusal by the
government to acknowledge the effect on other
sectors of the economy. Recently I was out speaking
to shopkeepers at The Mall shopping centre on Bell
Street, Heidelberg West.
Mr Perton - They probably didn't have anyone
else to speak to them.
Mr LONEY - The honourable member for
Doncaster says they mustn't have had anyone else to
speak to them. 1bat is precisely what they said. They
said the local member was not speaking to them,
and indeed that is the Minister for Small Business!
So the honourable member for Doncaster is precisely
right in his interjection.

The shopkeepers said - every shopkeeper I spoke
to said the same thing - they have had a noticeable
drop in their turnover since the opening of the
casino, and up to 30 per cent in general. lbat
shopping centre was built in 1956 and, although it
has had some ups and downs in that time, generally
it has not had the huge drops in turnover that it is
experiencing now. Some of the individual stores
there are suffering even more than that The
furniture store reported that its turnover has
dropped by almost 50 per cent The people from the
liquor and grocery store talked about the drop in its
turnover.
Mr Perton - The pub burnt down!
Mr LONEY - You would think that if the pub
burnt down the liquor sales at the store would
increase, but in this case they have gone down. In
the past 12 months it reports that for the first time
ever people have been going into the licensed
supermarket to buy things and asking for credit.
That has happened only in the past 12 months, and
the drop in the turnover has affected the goodwill to
the extent that when the proprietors bought into the
business the goodwill was $500 000, whereas the
estimate today is some $200 000. What the operators
of that store are saying is being backed up by a
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number of other cases and has been reported in a
number of newspapers.
An article in the Herald Sun by Jim Tennison states:
While hard data on Crown's impact is hard to find,
anecdotal evidence abounds.

Retailers talk of tax refunds being squandered on the
pokies rather than splurged on spring sales ...
Retail Traders Association executive director
Ron Thomlinson is concerned about the amount of
consumer money being diverted to the casino.
'Retailers have to live with challenges, but it's hard to
take on the casino when Victorians in the last few years
have taken to gambling like ducks to water', he says.

An article on the retail sector by Megan Jones in the
Business Age section of the Age said the following:
The executive director of the Retailers Council of

Australia, Mc Mark Patterson, said the situation was
'diabolical' for some retailers.
'Sales of recreational goods, clothing and soft goods are
very, very tough', he said. 'In everything else, the
performance is reasonably flat'.
Most retailers in Victoria attributed the retail crisis to
increased spending on gambling and gaming machines.

The business review section of the Herald Sun
contained an article stating:
One cloud is that Crown Casino is starting to have a
negative impact on Victorian retail sales. The
statistician does not include casinos in retail sales .•.
hospitality turnover has been falling over the past six
months and has shown no growth over the past year.
In contrast, national numbers show a rise of 9 per cent
in hospitality spending.

Clearly, the Victorian hospitality industry has been
hard hit by competition from Crown Casino.
The article talks about other things and then
concludes:
Not everyone, however, has been performing well. The
growth in household goods has stalled as the housing
market has started to decline.
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Clothing and soft goods sales have been contracting in
Victoria, but growing nationally.

There have been many articles on the subject. But
still the government did not see fit to carry out any
study at all on the economic effects of expanding the
casino before allowing that expansion to occur.
However, some studies on gambling have been done
overseas.
One of the most recent studies conducted overseas is
a report from the United States entitled Legalised
Gambling as a Strategy for Economic Development,
produced by Robert Goodman, Director of the
United States Gambling Study, and released in
March 1994. It is one of few independent studies,
funded by the Aspen Institute and the Ford
Foundation - not the gambling industry, which
generally is the sector that distributes most
information on the economic benefits of casinos to
economies.
There is very little independent study. Most studies
used in Victoria rely on information from the casino
industry. It is interesting to consider the findings of
that United States study. It states:
... our primary concern was to assess the economic,
social and legal consequences that occur when

governments try to use gambling as a way to improve
their economies ... Our report ... describes the
consequences of the ways in which community leaders,
the media and the public are learning and making
decisions about legalisation.

That comprehensive report reveals what occurs in
communities as a result of the continued expansion
of gambling. The consequences for other sectors of
the economy can be horrendous. Surveys of some
14 states are considered in the report, and some of
the conclusions reached are relevant to Victoria. The
report describes the situation in Minnesota:
At $558 per capita in yearly wagers, gambling
expenditure in 1990 exceeded many categories of retail
spending in Minnesota, including home furnishings,
appliance and electronic stores, clothing and shoe
stores, and hotel and lodging.

The newspaper reports I mentioned previously list
precisely the same sectors of the retail industry in
Victoria as suffering downturns. One finding of the
report relevant to Victoria relates to media coverage
of legalised gambling. An interesting conclusion was
reached based on analysis of a survey:
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The media has often contributed to the public's

misunderstanding about the costs and benefits of
legalised gambling ... A recent ColumbUl Jounuzlism
Review article notes that reporters often use information
from gambling industry-related sources without critical
analysis and without describing the industry ties of the
researchers. Reporters will often limit opposition
arguments to those of religious leaders, leaving the
impression that the negative aspects of legalised
gambling are restricted to moral differences of opinion
or to zealous 'do-gooders'.

The last part of that quote, if not applying to the
media, certainly applies to the comments of the
previOUS speaker, who suggested that the negative
aspects of gambling are restricted to moral
differences of opinion or the views of zealous
do-gooders. The report points out the need for
independent, critical analysis based on solid
research.
A further section of that report considers the
potential positive economic effects of legalised
gambling. The report states:
But only new spending associated with a gambling
venture, like spending by tourists who come into a
region to gamble or new jobs, actually brings new
money into the local economy. The wages of workers in
a new industry are injected into the local economy as
they spend money for groceries, furniture, doctors, etc.
Store owners and professionals, in turn, spend the
money they receive from gambling industry employees
on additional items ...

There is a multiplier effect. As people are employed
in the casino industry they spend their money and
the economy goes on, but the report points out that
that will occur only if new money is being brought
into the economy. The report further points out:
But when local people substitute spending on gambling
for their other expenditures, this induced impact has a
negative multiplier effect of decreasing spending on
other forms of recreation and businesses in the area.

Unless outside money is being introduced, nothing
is being achieved in economic terms. That is central
to understanding the effect of gambling on the
economy. About SS per cent of casino patronage in
Melbourne is local. It is largely not new money
being spent at the casino; it is redistributed from
other sectors of the economy. Anecdotal evidence
suggests that those other sectors of the economy are
hurting, yet the government does not wish to do any
research that might establish the economic
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parameters and significance of gambling on other
sectors of the community. It has committed itself
heavily to the people who run the casino.
The next section of the report is headed
'Cannibalisation: The Diversion of Dollars from
Existing Businesses to Gambling Enterprises'. Some
interesting people contributed their opinions. The
report states:
Richard Syron, president of the Federal Reserve Bank
of Boston, describes gambling expenditures as money
extracted from other consumer spending. When a
person spends an extra $20 for Keno tickets, he or she
may not buy a $20 shirt. 'You're just taking money
from one area and putting it somewhere else', says
Syron, 'I don't think the reason you do this is jobs ... In
the long run, you're not going to get a lot of additional
jobs out of it

Many other financial analysts have come to a similar
conclusion that the so-called economic benefit is
largely illUSionary. The report continues:
Margo Vignola, an entertainment analyst at Solomon
Brothers, calls gambling'a zero-sum game'.

Mr Perton - For whom? For whom is it a
zero-sum game? You don't know the answer to the
question.
Mr LONEY - The views of analysts recorded in
the report go on and on; the information repeats
itself as often as the honourable member for
Doncaster. Studies point out time and again that the
economic benefits of casinos promoted by the
gambling and casino industry cannot be relied upon.
Independent research is required. Certainly,
independent research was required before the
government made its decisions.

The Wall Street Jounud, a respected financial journal
throughout the world, states:
While it is impossible to assess with precision the

effects of more gambling on restaurants, retailers,
movie houses, sports arenas and the like, economic
data indicate that at least some areas of leisure
spending have declined during the gambling boom.
DRI/McGraw's figures show that broad percentage
drops in recreational spending have occurred in
commercial participant amusements - that is,
bowling, billiards, tennis clubs and the like. That is
what is happening here; other forms of entertainment
suffer a decline.
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The editor of Restaurant Business, a national
restaurant trade journal, reports:
For 15 years casino hotels have been dumping millions
of dollars worth of food. and beverage on
Atlantic City -$234 million worth in 1991 alone-in
order to keep the gamblers as close to the tables as
possible. The effect on Atlantic City's restaurants:
40 per cent fewer units competing for 10 per cent fewer
dollars in a 100year period.
In Minnesota restaurant business within a 3O-mile
radius of casinos with food service fell by 20 per cent to
SO percent.

It is a redirection of money from one part of the
economy to another. The bigger one makes it the
bigger the effect will be on the redirection of money
from one part of the economy to the other.
In the four years following the introduction of
casinos in Atlantic City, the number of retail
businesses in that city declined by 30 per cent. There
were other effects: homelessness increased
considerably after the introduction of casinos, while
business at clothing stores and eating and drinking
establishments declined. Another effect, and one we
should consider, is that in Atlantic City there was an
increase in crime which had the effect of the city
going from no. 1 on the list of relatively crime-free
cities in America to fiftieth in the three years after
the opening of the first casino, yet no research has
been carried out by this government.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richard80n) Order! The honourable member's time has expired.
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) - The honourable
member for Geelong North was elected in 1992 and
was not in this house when casino gaming and
gaming machines were proposed to be introduced
into this state by a Labor government. What the
honourable member for Geelong North was talking
about with regard to Atlantic City were things that I
said in 1989. Others in this house at that time
warned of the adverse effect of gaming machines
and casinos. Earlier studies were carried out than
that to which the honourable member referred in
relation to the impact of casino gaming on
Atlantic City.

Atlantic City introduced casino gaming on the basis
that it was a crime-ridden city of slums and that
casino gaming would provide a fillip to the
economy. 1..0 and behold, Atlantic City attracted
gamblers from New York City who were bussed
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there to participate in the economic miracle. In
reality Atlantic City did not experience an economic
miracle.
I see the honourable member for Geelong North is
not concerned about the issue because he has just
left the chamber. Nevertheless I shall continue to
address the matters he raised. Atlantic City now has
an attractive boardwalk, but unfortunately one
cannot walk on it at night because of the problems of
violence and crime. Atlantic City has very attractive
casinos with beautiful gaming rooms and
entertainment facilities, but the rest of the city is
essentially a slum. All that casino gaming
introduced to Atlantic City was extra tax revenue for
the state of New Jersey and increased employment
in the casino industry, but probably very little net
employment increase for the state of New Jersey
altogether - certainly not for the United States,
given that the major market for Atlantic City comes
from the gamblers of New York City. The net effect
is probably nil.
The reality is that the Labor Party in desperation in
the late 1980s decided to change the fabric of
Victorian society. In the late 1980s Victoria was
pre-eminent in Australia for its range and selection
of entertainment and facilities. There is no doubt at
all that Melbourne was the most livable city on
earth. The Labor Party, gOing broke at the time and
causing the state of Victoria to go broke, decided it
would introduce gaming machines and casinos.
Oearly the prediction in the speech I made in 1989
that gaming machines would introduce a dramatic
change in spending patterns in Victoria has come to
pass. Changing expenditure patterns occur in
society over time.

The honourable member for Geelong North talked
about the adverse impact on expenditure patterns in
the furniture and clothing industries. Ten years ago
households were not spending $3000 or $4000
buying computers. There is no doubt that the
purchase of a household computer must divert
expenditure &om other whitegoods, furnishings,
clothing and other expenditure patterns. The
purchase of a CD-ROM for children to play with
means that a parent probably does not take his or
her child to the cinema for that week or for that
fortnight

Changing expenditure patterns occur in societies at
all times, but the Labor Party in its hypocrisy has
focused on the casino rather than gaming machines.
When we talk about the impact on a shopping centre
like The Mall in West Heidelberg which was
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referred to, I have no doubt that if proper research
and analysis were carried out it would become
evident that it is the introduction of gaming
machines in the community at West Heidelberg in a
number of pubs and clubs that is leading to the large
diversion of expenditure.
It is very difficult to determine precisely what the
per capita expenditure is on gaming. The most
recent figures from the various states show that
Victoria ranks no. 6 in terms of household
disposable income that is devoted to gaming, which
is running at about 2 per cent of income. If one
compares the taxation obtained from casino gaming
to that obtained from gaming machines, one sees
that the state extracts approximately $80 million
from the proceeds of casino gaming compared with
$352 million from gaming machines. Do we hear the
Labor Party complaining about gaming machines
that are in every community? No. Every time one
drives through most country towns one sees
prominent signs indicating that there is a Tabaret or
Tattslotto gaming machines. In every suburb we are
inundated with advertising and promotion of
gaming machines.

I refer again to Atlantic City and comments made by
independent analysts. In the 1989 debate I referred
to a book entitled The Atlantic City Gamble. The quote
that I recall best is that the only thing that is
guaranteed from the introduction of additional
gaming facilities into any state is that the tax will
mean that the state is the net beneficiary.
Having said all that and having indicated over the
years my personal opposition to the initial
introduction of gaming machines and a casino, I put
it to this house that what the government has done
with these revenues is the most responsible course
that could be undertaken.
The Agenda 21 program, which is funded by casino
and gaming revenues, is rebuilding the institutions
of the state. Our last boom in the construction of
institutions was in the last century and that was
based on the revenues obtained from goldmining. At
that time we built fantastic structures, including the
museum, the State Ubrary, and the Exhibition
Building. Nothing has been done since that time in
building great institutions, save for the art centre.
What is the government doing with gaming
revenue? It is building a new museum - Mr Thwaites interjected.
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Mr PERTON - The honourable member for
Albert Park interjects. He was an adviser to the last
government, which failed to deliver any visionary
project. All it did was blow away the state's money
in a set of ill-advised financial bunglings.
Mr Bracks interjected.
Mr PERTON - The honourable member for
Williamstown has reminded me of the bungles with
accident compensation - $4 billion down the drain.
He also reminded me of Tricontinental and the loss
of Victoria's State Bank. That is what the Labor
government did to the institutions of this state. It
had to pay the commonwealth government to take
the State Bank!
This government is totally different in its approach.
It is building a new museum. In the 1990s students
and children have vastly different expectations of
museums. They are expensive institutions; they need
to be of high quality, and that is certainly what has
been proposed for the site at Carlton gardens.

There is no doubt that the Exhibition Building that
was built for the great exhibitions of the last century
has lived beyond its useful life as an exhibition
centre. Many exhibitions and conferences will use
the new facilities that will be available on the
Southbank. I appreciate the honourable member for
Williamstown reminding me of the good works of
the liberal coalition government. The new
exhibition centre will be funded from casino
currency.
The reconstructed library is a fantastic establishment
for the promotion of education. Ubraries are not
about dusty books and dimly lit reading rooms.
Modern technology demands on-line facilities.
Those on-line facilities now available through the
State Ubrary include that very good service which
the honourable member for Coburg, among others,
utilises - namely, Vicnet. The initial funding of
Vicnet was achieved through the use of revenue
obtained by the state from gaming. It is appropriate
that information on a whole range of topics is being
made available to young people through funds from
casino revenues.
Agenda 21 does not just finish at the end of the
metropolitan area; a range of good projects are
taking place for the benefit of people in country
Victoria as well. When the Labor government
introduced legislation on gaming machines it did so
for the purpose of filling the gap in its budget at that
time. It was the action of the coalition parties in the
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upper house that required the then Labor
government to produce a community fund which
would deal with the adverse affects of gaming, both
the social effects and the economic effects, and also
to utilise the fund for good social purposes.
Mr Carli interjected.
Mr PERTON - The honourable member for
Coburg calls it a slush fund. He would! Coming
from his faction of the party he thinks that money
devoted to helping problem gamblers is a waste.
Coming from his party he would think that the
$6 million spent on homeless youth was a waste of
money. I am appalled. I actually get on well with
honourable member for Coburg; I not only find him
a very congenial person to deal with but I find him
to be a diligent member of Parliament.
Mr Doyle interjected.
Mr PERTON - I am not sure whether I should
thank the honourable member for Malvern for that
point; I do not know whether he is being hilariously

funny or whether my comment to the honourable
member Coburg generated his comment.
Nevertheless, I do find it shocking that the
honourable member for Coburg could refer to the
Community Support Fund as some sort of slush
fund.
Does the honourable member for Coburg want to
close down the Victoria State Opera? Does he want
to stop the commissioning of new works of art by
Victorian artists? Does he want to stop the training
of managers of galleries across the state? Does the
honourable member for Coburg wish to stop the
connections between Victorian artistic troops and
Victorian galleries and overseas galleries and
overseas troops? If that is the slush fund the
honourable member for Coburg refers to, he must be
very much a part of the Labor Party that believes in
the pillaging of government funding and that it is to
be used merely to fund the commercial and
questionable activities of its mates.

In what is probably the last 4 minutes of debate on a
bill in this session of Parliament I indicate that it is
clear that what the government has done with the
casino and gaming machine revenues is not only the
most responsible thing but the right thing. It would
have been easy for the government to do what the
honourable member for Coburg suggests - that is,
to use the revenues as a slush fund. Instead the
government has acted incredibly responsibly.

CASINO (MANAGEMENT AGREEMENT)(FURTHER AMENDMENT) BILL
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PERTON - Do the honourable members for
Coburg and Albert Park, both of whom are
interjecting, oppose the expenditure on the new
sporting facilities at Albert Park? Does the
honourable member for Albert Park oppose them?
He is silent. Does the honourable member for
Coburg oppose them? He is silent.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Doncaster should address the Chair.
Mr PERTON - I am sure you wouldn't oppose
them, Mr Speaker. I have referred to the very
sensible expenditure of gaming moneys. The
coalition in government has acted responsibly. The
government has managed to bring the budget into
balance, and it has managed to establish a situation
where the state debt is manageable.
The government has sought to use the taxation

revenues from gaming machines and casino gaming
for the benefit of the state, not only in terms of
culture and education but in employment. Gaming
revenue has also provided programs for the poor
and the disadvantaged. Although the honourable
member for Geelong North is probably accurate in
some of his quotations regarding the American
experience, he left out the fact that the Victorian
government is prepared to deal with the adverse
consequences. It has taken maximum advantage of
an activity to use it for building new facilities. In
their churlish way members of the opposition
cannot acknowledge the fact that this government
has made the best fist of the ruin the Labor Party
brought upon this state during its term in
government.
Ms GARBUIT (Bundoora) - I find it absolutely
intolerable that debate on such an important bill
involving a whole range of social issues which
should be raised with the Attorney-General for
response is about to be guillotined. I, like other
members on this side of the house, will not have the
opportunity - -

Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
The SPEAKER - Order! The time appointed for
debate on bills has expired.

House divided on omission (members in favour
vote no):
Ayes/55
Ashley, Mr
Bildstien, Mr
Brown,Mr

Maughan,Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrin, Mr

Coleman.Mr
Cooper,Mr
Oavis, Mr (Teller)

Perton,Mr
Pescott, Mr

Dean,Or

Peulich, Mrs

Doyle,Mr
Elder,Mr

Phillips, Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.

Elliott, Mrs
Hayward,Mr
Heffeman, Mr

Plowman, Mr S.J.
Reynolds, Mr
Richardson, Mr

Henderson, Mrs

Rowe,Mr

Honeywood, Mr
Hyams,Mr

Ryan,Mr
Smith, Mr E.R.

Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr (Teller)
John,Mr
Kennett,Mr

Spry,Mr

Kilgour,Mr
Leigh,Mr

Tehan,Mrs
Thompson, Mr

Lupton,Mr
McArthur, Mr
McGill,Mrs

Traynor,Mr
Treasure, Mr
Turner,Mr
Wade,Mrs

Steggall, Mr
Stockdale, Mr
Tanner,Mr

McGrath, Mr J.F.
McGrath, Mr W.O.
Madellan, Mr
McNamara, Mr

Weideman, Mr
Wells, Mr

Noes, 24
Andrianopoulos, Mr

Loney,Mr

Baker,Mr
Batchelor, Mr

Marp1e,Ms
Micallef, Mr

Bracks,Mr
Brumby,Mr
Carli, Mr (Teller)

Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr (Teller)
Sandon,Mr

Coie,Mr

Seitz,Mr

Cunningham, Mr
Dollis,Mr
Garbutt,Ms
Hamilton,Mr
Leighton, Mr

Sercombe, Mr
Thomson,Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Vaughan,Or
Wilson,Mrs

AJnendJnentnegatived
The SPEAKER - Order! The question is:
That this bill be now read a second and third time and
be transmitted to the Legislative Council and their
concurrence desired therein.
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V ALUAnON OF LAND (FURTHER
AMENDMENT) BILL

Ayes, 54
Ash1ey,Mr
Bildstien, Mr
Brown,Mr
Coleman,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Davis,Mr
Dean, Or
Doyle,Mr
Elder,Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Hayward,Mr
Heffeman,Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Hyams, Mr(TellD")
Jasper,Mr
Je:nkins, Mr
John, Mr
Kennett,Mr
IG1gour,Mr
Leigh,Mr
Lupton,Mr
McArthur, Mr
Mct:;ill, Mrs
Mct:;rath, Mr J.F.
Mct:;rath, Mr W.O.
MadeUan,Mr

McNamara, Mr
Maughan,Mr
Napthine,Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrln, Mr
Perton,Mr
Pescott, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Plowman, Mr S.J.
Reynolds, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe,Mr
Ryan, Mr (Teller)
Smith, Mr E.R.
Spry,Mr
SteggaU,Mr
Tanner,Mr
Tehan,Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor,Mr
Treasure,Mr
Turner,Mr
Wade, Mm
Weideman, Mr
WeUs,Mr

Noes, 26
Andrianopoulos, Mr(Ttller)
Baker,Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks,Mr
Brumby,Mr
Carli,Mr
Coghill, Or
Co&e,Mr
Cunningham, Mr(Teller)
Dollis,Mr
Garbutt,Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hamilton,Mr

Leighton, Mr
Loney,Mr
Marple,Ms
MicaDef,Mr
MildenhalI. Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Sandon,Mr
Seitz,Mr
Sercombe, Mr
'Thomaon, Mr
Thwailes, Mr
Vaughan,Or
Wilson,Mrs

Question agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Remaining stages.

Second reading
Debate resumed from 31 October; motion of
Mr GUDE (Minister for Industry and Employment)
Mr Brumby - On a point of order,
Mr Speaker - The SPEAKER - Order! I have to put the
question because of the resolution of the house.
Mr BRUMBY - With brief leave I suggest that
this may save some time. My point of order concerns
the procedures and processes of the house. The bill
we are about to vote on and the three remaining
items of business have not been discussed in the
house.

The SPEAKER - Order! There is no point of
order. I regret that the Chair was so lenient. I am
acting upon instructions according to the order of
the house by resolution.
Mr Micallef interjected.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER -Order! I ask the honourable
member for Springvale to take his seat.
Mr Micallef interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! Do not wager on that
outcome, Sir! The question is:
That this bill be now read a second time and a third
time and the bill be transmitted to the Legislative
Council and their concurrence desired therein.

House divided on question:

Ayes, 55
Ashley,Mr
Bildstien, Mr
Brown,Mr
Coleman,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Davis,Mr
Dean, Or
Doyle, Mr (Teller)
Elder,Mr
Elliott,Mrs
Hayward, Mc

McNamara, Mr
Maughan,Mr
Napthine, Or
Pater&on, Mr (TellD")
Perrin, Mr
Perton, Mr
Pescott,Mr
Peulich, Mrs

Phillips, Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Plowman, Mr S.}.
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Thursday, 23 November 1995
Heffeman, Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Hyams,Mr
Jasper,Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John,Mr
Kennett,Mr
Kilgour, Mr
Leigh,Mr
Lupton,Mr
McArthur, Mr
McGill,Mrs
McGrath, Mr J.F.
McGrath, Mr W.D.
McLellan, Mr
Madellan, Mr

Reynolds, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe,Mr
Ryan,Mr
Smith, Mr E.R.
Spry,Mr
Steggall,Mr
Tanner-,Mr
Tehan,Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor,Mr
Treasure, Mr
Tumer,Mr
Wade,Mrs
Weideman, Mr
Wells,Mr

Noes, 26
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker,Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks,Mr
Brumby,Mr
Carli, Mr (Tellu)
Coghill, Or
Cole,Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Dollis,Mr
Garbutt, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hamilton,Mr
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Leighton, Mr
Loney,Mr
Marple,Ms
Micallef, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr (Teller)
Sandon,Mr
Seit%,Mr
Sercombe, Mr
Thomson,Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Vaughan,Or
Wilson,Mrs

Question agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Pused remaining stages.

CLASSIFICATIONS (PUBLICATIONS,
FILMS AND COMPUTER
GAMES)(ENFORCEMENT) BILL

House divided on question:

Ayes, 54
Ashley,Mr
Bildstien, Mr
Brown,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Davis,Mr
Dean, Or
Doyle,Mr
Elder,Mr
Elliott,Mrs
Hayward,Mr
Heffeman, Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Hyams,Mr
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John,Mr
Kennett,Mr
Kilgour,Mr
Leigh,Mr
Lupton,Mr
McArthur, Mr
McGill,Mrs
McGrath, Mr J.F.
McGrath, Mr W.D.
McLellan, Mr
Maclellan, Mr

McNamara, Mr
Maughan,Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr (Teller)
Perrin,Mr
Perton, Mr
Pescott,Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips, Mr (Teller)
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Plowman, Mr S.J.
Reynolds, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe,Mr
Ryan,Mr
Smith, Mr E.R.
Spry,Mr
Steggall,Mr
Tanner,Mr
Tehan,Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor,Mr
Treasure, Mr
Turner,Mr
Wade,Mrs
Weideman, Mr
Wells,Mr

Noes, 26
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker-,Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks,Mr
Brumby,Mr
Carli, Mr (Telln')
Coghill, Or
Cole,Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Dollis,Mr
Garbutt,Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hamilton,Mr

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

Second reDding
Question agreed to.
Debate resumed from 16 November; motion of
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General).
The SPEAKER - The question is:
That this bill be now read a second time and third time
and that a message be sent to the Legislative Council
acquainting them that the Legislative Assembly has
agreed to the bill without amendment.

Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
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(ii) detailed economic and financial analysis of the

project, including appropriate assessments of
the costs and benefits of alternate options for

Message from Council relating to amendments
considered.

financing;
(ill) analysis of economic costs and benefits to flow

from the project;

Council's amendments:
1.

Schedule, in the heading, after "SCHEDULE" insert

2.

Schedule, in item 2, omit', for "a psychiatric
in-patient service

(iv) year-on-year assessment of costs to
government and Victorian taxpayers over the
life of the project;
(v) an assessment of environmental costs and
benefits (including social costs and benefits);

lll

•

Amendments agreed to.

and

(vi) identification up front of costs which are not
expected to be recovered;

TRUSTEE AND TRUSTEE COMPANIES
(AMENDMENT) BILL

(b) a full performance audit;

Message from Council relating to amendment
considered.
Couna1's amendment:
Schedule 1, item 9, omit paragraph (a) and insert-

(c) a risk-management assessment;
(d) an analysis of whether variations in the contract may
be made by future governments and the cost to
taxpayers of any such variations;
(e)

an analysis of the nature and extent of contingent
liabilities which arise under this project;

(f)

an analysis of the base case financial model and the
base traffic model; and

'(a) In section 66(l)(d) -

(i)

after "Trustee Act 1958" insert ", as in force
immediately before the commencement of
section 4 of the Trustee and Trustee
Companies (Amendment) Act 1995";

(ii) after "that Act" insert "as so in force":

(g) any other relevant matters.

House divided on omission (members in favour
vote no):

Amendment agreed to.

Ayes, 55

MELBOURNE CITY LINK BILL
Second retlding
Debate resumed from 21 November; motion of
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer); and Mr BRUMBY's
amendment:
lbat all the words after 'That' be omitted with the view
of inserting in place thereof the words 'this house
refuses to read this bill a second time until such time as
the Auditor-General has made a full and
comprehensive report to the Parliament in relation to
the City Unk contract and associated legislation
including(a) a full cost-benefit analysis of the City Link project,
which would encompass (i)

the valuation of any government resources to be

committed to the project, including the value
of any land assets;

AshJey,Mr
Bildstien, Mr
Brown,Mr
Coieman,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Davis,Mr
Dean,Or
Doyle,Mr
Elder, Mr
Elliott, Mrs(Ttlltr}
Hayward,Mr
Heffeman, Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Hyams,Mr
Jasper,Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John,Mr
Kennett,Mr
Kilgour, Mr
Leigh,Mr
Lupton,Mr
McArthur, Mr (Teller)

McNamara, Mr
Maughan,Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrin, Mr
Perton,Mr
Pescott,Mr
Peu1ich, Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Plowman, MrS.J.
Reynolds, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe,Mr
Ryan,Mr
Smith, Mr E.R.
Spry,Mr
Steggall, Mr
Tanner,Mr
Tehan,Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor,Mr
Treasure, Mr
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McGill,Mrs

Tumer,Mr

McGrath, Mr J.F.
McGrath, Mr w.o.
McLellan, Mr
Maclellan, Mr

Wade,Mrs
Weideman, Mr
Wells,Mr

ASSEMBLY
McGill,Mrs
McGrath, Mr J.F.
McGrath, Mr W.O.
McLellan, Mr
Maclellan, Mr

Noes, 26
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker,Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks,Mr
Brumby,Mr
Carli, Mr (Teller)
Coghill, Or
Cole,Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Dollis, Mr
Garbutt,Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hamilton,Mr
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Treasure, Mr (Teller)
Tumer,Mr
Wade,Mrs
Weideman, Mr
Wells,Mr

Noes, 26

Leighton, Mr
Loney,Mr
Marple,Ms
Micallef, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr (Teller)
Sandon,Mr

Andrianopoulos, Mr (Teller)
Baker,Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks,Mr
Brumby,Mr
Carli,Mr
Coghill, Or

Leighton, Mr
Loney,Mr
Marple, Ms
Micallef, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr (Teller)
Sandon,Mr

Seitz, Mr
Sercombe, Mr
Thomson,Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Vaughan,Or
Wilson,Mrs

Cole,Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Dollis,Mr

Seitz,Mr
Sercombe, Mr
Thomson,Mr

Garbutt, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hamilton,Mr

Thwaites, Mr
Vaughan,Or
Wilson,Mrs

Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
~en~entnegatived.

Read second time.

The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the house that I
am of the opinion that as a statement has been made
under section 85(5}(c) of the Constitution Act the
second and third readings of the bill need to be
carried by an absolute majority of the house.

The SPEAKER - Order! The question is:
That government amendments nos 1 to 12 be agreed to.

House divided on question:
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 56
Ayes, 56
Ashley,Mr
Bildstien, Mr
Brown,Mr
CoJeman,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Davis, Mr

Dean. Or
Doyle,Mr
Elder, Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Hayward,Mr
Heffeman, Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Hyams,Mr
Jasper,Mr
Jenkin&,Mr
John,Mr
Kennett,Mr
Kilgour,Mr
Leigh,Mr
Lupton,Mr
McArthur, Mr

McNamara, Mr
Maughan,Mr
Napthine, Or
Patenon,Mr
Perrin,Mr
Perton,Mr
Pescott,Mr
Peulich, Mrs

Ashley,Mr
Bildstien, Mr
Brown,Mr
CoIeman,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Davis, Mr

Dean. Or
Doyle,Mr
Elder,Mr

McNamara, Mr
Maughan,Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrin,Mr
Perton,Mr
Peecott, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips, Mr
PIowman, Mr A.F.
Plowman, Mr S.J.
ReynoIds, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe,Mr
Ryan,Mr
Smith, Mr E.R.
Spry, Mr (Teller)

Phillips, Mr
PIowman, Mr A.F.
Plowman, Mr S.J.
Reynolds, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe, Mr (Teller)

Elliott, Mrs
Hayward,Mr
Heffeman, Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr

Ryan,Mr
Smith, Mr E.R.
Spry,Mr
Stegga1l, Mr
Stockdale, Mr
Tanner,Mr
Tehan,Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor,Mr

Jasper,Mr
JenJUns,Mr
John,Mr
Kennett,Mr
Kilgour,Mr
Leigh,Mr
Lupton,Mr
McArthur, Mr

SteggaIl, Mr
Stockdale, Mr
Tanner,Mr
Tehan,Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor, Mr (Teller)

McGill,Mrs

Treasure, Mr

Hyams,Mr
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Tumer,Mr
Wade,Mrs
Weideman, Mr
WeUs,Mr

McGrath, Mr I.F.
McGrath, Mr W.D.
McLeUan,Mr
MacleUan, Mr

Noes, 26
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker,Mr
BatcheJor, Mr
Bracks, Mr
Brumby,Mr
Carli, Mr (Teller)
Coghill, Or
Cole,Mr
Cunningham, Mr (Teller)
Dolls, Mr
Garbutt,Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hamilton,Mr

Leighton, Mr
Loney,Mr
Marple,Ms
Micanef,Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Sandon,Mr
Seitz, Mr
Sercombe, Mr
Thomson,Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Vaughan,Dr
Wilson,Mrs

Question agreed to.
Circulated government amendments 1 to 12 as
follows agreed to:
1.

Clause 7, line 2S omit "For" and insert "(1) Subject to
sub-section (2), for"

2.

Clause 7, lines 28 to 30, omit "(excluding the lands
hatched orange on plans numbered LEGL. /95-110
to LEGL./95-113)".

3.

Clause 7, after line 31 insert"(2) The project area does not include (a) any land shown hatched orange on the
plans numbered LEGL./95-110 to
LEGL./95-113; and
(b) any land shown hatched blue on the plans

numbered LEGL/95-IOB to LEGL/95-lll
(i)

in so far as the land is not Crown land, to a
depth from the surface of 15.24 metres;
and

(ii) in so far as the land is Crown land, to a
depth from the surface of 10 metres -

unless the land is added to the Project area
under section 8.".

4.

Clause 33, line 18, omit "27,".

5.

Clause 33, line 21, after "section" insert "27 or".

6.

Clause 86, line 28, omit "sub-section (1)" and insert
"paragraph".

7.

Schedule 1, page 231, in clause 12.8(e)(iv)(B) omit
"(a)" and insert "(A)".

8.

Schedule I, page 232, in clause 12.8(f)(iii)(Q,
omit"(A)" (where secondly occurring) and insert
"(B)".

9.

Schedule 1, page 265, in clause 15.4 (a)(i) omit
"13.8(a)(i)(a)" and insert "13.8(a)(i)(A)".

10. Schedule 1, page 285, omit "Yarra Boulevard"
(where first occurring) and insert "Yarra
Boulevard".
11. Schedule 1, page 285, omit "Yarra Boulvard" (where
secondly occurring) and insert ""Yarra Boulevard".
12. Schedule 1, page 305, in column 1 of the Appendix,
in item 7(a), omit "Lay own Areas" and insert ''Lay
Down Areas".

Third reading
House divided on question:
Ayes, 55
Ashley,Mr
Bildstien, Mr
Brown,Mr
Coleman,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Davis,Mr
Dean, Or
Doyle,Mr
Elder,Mr
Elliott,Mrs
Hayward,Mr
Heffeman, Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Hyams,Mr
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John,Mr
IGlgour,Mr
Leigh,Mr
Lupton, Mr (Teller)
McArthur, Mr (Teller)
McGill,Mrs
McGrath, Mr J.F.
McGrath, Mr W.D.
McLeUan,Mr
MacleUan, Mr
McNamara, Mr

Maughan,Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrin,Mr
Perton,Mr
Pescott, Mr
Peulich,Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Plowman, Mr S.].
Reynolds, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe,Mr
Ryan,Mr
Smith, Mr E.R.
Spry,Mr
Steggan,Mr
Stockdale, Mr
Tanner, Mr
Tehan,Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor,Mr
Treasure, Mr
Tumer,Mr
Wade,Mrs
Weideman, Mr
Wells,Mr

Noes, 26
Andrianopoulos, Mr (Teller)
Baker,Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks, Mr
Brumby,Mr
Carli,Mr

Leighton, Mr
Loney,Mr
Marple,Ms
Micallef, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr (Teller)

THE CONSTITUTION ACT AMENDMENT (AMENDMENT) BILL
Thursday, 23 November 1995
Coghill.Or
Cole,Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Dollis,Mr
Garbutt,Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hamilton,Mr
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Sandon,Mr
Seitz, Mr
Sercombe, Mr
Thomson,Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Vaughan,Or
Wilson,Mrs

Traynor,Mr
Treasure, Mr
Turner,Mr
Wade, MI5
Weideman, Mr
Wells,Mr

McArthur, Mr
McGill, Mrs (Ttlln')
McGrath, Mr J.F.
McGrath. Mr w.o.
McLellan, Mr
Mac1ellan, Mr

Noes, 25
Question agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.

Leighton, Mr
Loney,Mr
Marple,Ms
Mical1ef, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Sandon,Mr
Seitz, Mr
Sercombe, Mr
Thomson,Mr
Vaughan,Dr
Wilson,Mrs

Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker,Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Brad~s,Mr

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

THE CONSTITUTION ACT
AMENDMENT (AMENDMENT) BILL
Debate resumed from 22 November; motion of
Mr KENNETf (Premier); and Mr BRUMBY's
amendment

Brumby,Mr
Carll, Mr (TeIlD")
Coghill,Or
Co1e,Mr
Cunningham, Mr (Telln')
Dollis,Mr
Garbutt,Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hamilton,Mr
~endmentnegatived.

That all the words after 'That' be omitted with the view
of inserting in place thereof the words 'this bill be
withdrawn and redrafted to provide for proposals to
strengthen parliamentary democracy and entrench
fundamental democratic rights in the Victorian
constitution' .

House divided on omission (members in favour
vote no):

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Circulated government amendments nos 1 and 2 as
follows agreed to:
1.

"( ) in section 160(1), after "returning officer" insert
"or Electoral Commissioner, as the case
requires";

Ayes, 56
Ashley,Mr
Bildstien, Mr
Brown,Mr
Coleman,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Davis,Mr

Dean. Or
Doy1e,Mr
EIder,Mr
Elliott. Mrs
Hayward,Mr
Heffeman, Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Hyams,Mr
Jasper,Mr
Jenkins,Mr
John,Mr
Kennett,Mr
Kilgour,Mr
Leigh,Mr
Lupton,Mr

McNamara, Mr
Maughan,Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrin, Mr
Perton,Mr
Pescott, Mr
Peulich, Mrs (Ttlln')
Phillips, Mr
PIowman, Mr A.F.
Plowman, MrS.J.
Reynolds, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe,Mr
Ryan,Mr
Smith, Mr E.R.

Clause 8, page 3, after line 8 insert -

2.

()

in section 160(2), after "returning officer" (where
first occurring) insert "or Electoral
Commissioner, as the case requires";

()

in section 160(2), after "returning officer" (where
secondly occurring) iNert "or EJectoral
Commissioner".

Clause 16, page 12, lines 19 and 20, omit "for
registration of the how-to-vote card".

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

FORESTRY RIGHTS BILL

Spry,Mr

stegga1l, Mr
Stockdale, Mr
Tanner,Mr
Tehan,Mrs
Thompson, Mr

Second reQding
Mr COLEMAN (Minister for Natural
Resources) - I move:

FORESTRY RIGHTS BILL
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That this bill be now read a second time.

The public debate over utilisation of native forests
for timber production is a matter about which all
honourable members are aware. This debate has
been given focus in recent months by the
negotiations between the commonwealth and the
states on the definition of deferred forest areas. The
aim of this process is to ensure that defined and
representative areas of forest are set aside from
commercial utilisation in order to preserve them for
future generations.
Utilisation of our native growth forests will continue
in the foreseeable future because of the economic
importance of hardwood forest prociucts and supply
obligations that facilitate investment in value-adding
technologies. Nevertheless the government and its
forest managers have been looking for some time at
means of encouraging increased private plantation
forestry.
We see the advantages of plantation forests lying not
only in their use as a complementary wood and fibre
source to native forestry areas, but also as a means of
combating salinity through reforestation and its
effect 01\ lowering watertables. In this context, I
would like to mention the work of the centre for
forest tree technology, a research centre within the
Department of Conservation and Natural Resources,
which is a leading researcher in developing salt
resistant clones of native forest trees for planting in
salt-affected areas.
Reforestation is a means of returning degraded land
to prociuctive use, enabling rurallandholders both
to add to their incomes from their tree crops and to
gain benefits to their holdings from reductions in
salt levels.
Landholders have been aware for some time of the
economic benefits to their other crops from the
planting of windbreaks or shelter trees. Many
landholders now recognise the potential financial
benefits from larger scale plantations on their land.
Few are in a position to fund the investment
required to establish the plantations. The waiting
period before there is any cash return from the
investment is another obstacle for landholders
financing their own plantations.
Landholders can derive regular incomes by leasing
land to investors prepared to fund the establishment
and ongoing management of plantations, but for
potential investors without land ownership,
obstacles have been the high capital cost of land
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purchase and concern over the security of their
investment in establishing plantations on someone
else's land.
The national forest policy statement, Signed by
Victoria in 1992, commits the government to seeking
to establish a sound legal basis for separating the
forest asset component from the land asset for the
purposes of selling timber. This commitment is
embodied in the legislation before the house. The
bill provides a means for investors to reach
agreement with landowners to use their land for the
pwposes of growing trees, the ownership of which
will remain with the investors.
The government has studied the experience of other
jurisdictions in accommodating various forms of
forestry rights and access, based upon the legal
concept of profits a prendre, a right granted by a
landowner to permit harvesting on his or her land. It
has accepted the advice of industry and the
investment community that enhancing the degree of
security from a harvesting right to a right of
ownership would be beneficial in encouraging
significant plantation investment.
The proposal before the house is an innovative
approach which provides for an agreement between
the landowner and the tree owner which is capable
of being noted on title. This will ensure that the
rights of the tree owner will be preserved even if
ownership of the land changes. Because the
agreement is not a lease, it will neither attract stamp
duty nor require survey, nor lock up exclusive use of
the land for an extended period. Both land and trees
will be tradeable separately.
The aim of this proposal is to provide a further
option for facilitating plantation investment It is not
intended to replace existing and successful
arrangements. In line with the flexibility which we
aim to encourage, the proposal is not prescriptive
about the respective rights and duties of the
landowner and the tree owner, subject only to the
minimum requirements for proper definition of the
agreement. The parties will be free to reach
acceptable agreements on the amount of risk
accepted by each of them.

In bringing forward this innovative proposal, the
government wishes to encourage maximum
consultation with the forest industry and potential
investors to ensure that the final form of the
legislation meets their requirements. For this reason
it is intended only to introduce the legislation at this
time and to allow the interval before the next sittings
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for dialogue with interested parties. I strongly urge
all those with an interest in this important issue to
study the bill.

The development of plantation forestry is important
to the national future and I am pleased that Victoria
is leading the way in developing further options for
its promotion.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms MARPLE
(Altona).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 7 December.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Oerk:
Chief Electrical Inspector - Report of the Office for the
year 1994-95

1533

are only days away from Christmas with yet another
year behind us. It has been only three years since the
last election and we are on the doorstep of the next
This year has seen a lot of changes in the staff of
Parliament. We lost Mr John little who was replaced
by Mr Mithen. That has consequences right down
the line. Now we are about to lose two long-serving
members of this place. The first is Mr John Nixon
who has looked after this chamber for many years.
He is embarrassed and now he is running out of the
chamber! No, there he is. John Nixon is completing
his service here after many years, and on behalf of
the government I want to say how much we
appreciate his long service and, more importantly,
his efficient management of every task he has
undertaken. He has always been courteous to every
member of this place, regardless of who was in
government. I can only say to Mr Nixon that we
wish him all the best for his retirement and wish him
and his family good health and long life for many
years to come.
Honourable members - Hear, hear!

Daratech Pty Ltd - Report for the year 1994-95
Gas and Fuel Superannuation Fund - Report for the
year 1994-95.
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Adjournment
Mr KENNE1T (Premier) - I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until a day and
hour to be fixed by Mr Speaker, which time of meeting
shall be notified to each member of the house in writing.

Christmas felicitations
Mr KENNE1T (premier) - We have come to this
time in the proceedings a little earlier than usual as a
result of the good management of the house and its
business by the Leader of the House and, in his
absence, the Acting Leader of the House. I extend to
members of Parliament and the parliamentary work
force best wishes for the festive season. This year has
been a very active one; it has passed exceptionally

quickly.
Mr MildenlWl interjected.
Mr KENNE1T - The honourable member for
Footscray says it is because I am getting older. That
is right, but we are doing it together! As I said, it has
been a very active year. I find it hard to believe we

Mr KENNETI' - The other major retirement
from Parliament House at the end of the year will be
Shirley Haynes from the dining room. like John,
Shirley is one of the institutions of this Parliament.
She has served here off and on - mainly on - for
about 40 years, which is an extraordinary length of
service, and she has always been very courteous. It
is unfortwlate that at times honourable members,
not necessarily present members, take for granted
these capable and dedicated staff members and are
even rude to them. Shirley and John epitomise good
service and the traditional public service
commitment to work and to this institution.

We are going to miss Shirley very much indeed. She
is always fresh, even though she has to work
extremely long hours during long sessions. I extend
to Shirley all the very best for her life in retirement I
hope she and John feel so much a part of the
parliamentary team that from time to time they will
come back and share the comradeship of this place
with members of Parliament and members of staff.
This Parliament is well served by an army of people.
The parliamentary library is becoming more and
more technologically astute and is producing papers
of interest to the house and the community and
malcing available research documents to
parliamentarians. The library is delivering an
increasingly better service to honourable members
and I thank the library staff for their courteous
service to the members of this house and the
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contribution I know they will continue to make
during a period that is going to be laced with
election fever. I wish them all the very best We are
trying to make both the parliamentary library and
the State LIbrary more relevant by introducing
technology.
To the Oerles and their staff we offer our thanks for
what they have done. There is a new Clerk on the
job and, all being well and the desire remaining, he
could be in the job for many years to come. We at
the table have seen a high turnover of officers in the
20 years I have been here, but especially in the past
four or five years. That is good in that it provides
opportunities for promotion, but there is also value
in having people gain a number of years of service
so that they can provide continuity and ensure that
the Parliament and the Speaker get the best possible
advice. We thank the Oerles and their officers very
much indeed.
Also important to our survival, apart from the

library, are the refreshment facilities, whether it be
the bar or the dining room. There have been changes
in the dining room, with more contract staff coming
in. I think most of us would agree that the quality of
meals in the dining room has improved greatly. One
honourable member is not sure and is shaking his
head. I think the quality of the meals has improved,
and to the chef and his colleagues behind the bar I
offer our thanks.
Mr Cole - You always have a pie and chips!
Mr KENNETT - Here we are on the last night of
the session and still the tabor Party whinges! We
have a wonderful staff in the dining room who
produce fine fare, and all the honourable member
wants to do is criticise. I cannot understand it We
on this side of the house appreciate the work the
dining room is doing.

The area that always excites me the most - and I
know it is dangerous to single out anyone - is
looked after by a group of dedicated people who
maintain and continually reinvest in the surrounds
and gardens of the Parliament. The condition of our
gardens is absolutely superb. The gardeners have
done a marvellous job, not only this year but over a
long period.. I very much want to congratulate the
garden staff. They are a very small team. They
continually argue that they are undermanned but
they work long hours and produce an environment
for us in which we can work and walk and take
some recreation away from the arduous duties of
this chamber. I again thank the gardening team.
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I am sure most honourable members will realise that
the renovation work being done to the facade of
Parliament House is starting to produce results. I
trust that when it is completed this Parliament will
match the Old Treasury building with its grace and
style and will present a bold face to the people of
Victoria at the top end of Bourke Street We recently
briefly discussed the possibility after the next
election of proceeding with major additions to the
Parliament It is still the coalition's intention that
that work should be done. It has been put off for
over 25 years. The building certainly offers an
unacceptable standard of accommodation for both
members and staff. I hope this project will attract
bipartisan support. Although it will not necessarily
be received gratefully by the public, if Victorians
want the Parliament and its members to perform to
the best of their abilities, basic facilities must be
prOvided. After the next election the government
will move towards the completion of the
renovations of the Parliament by adding either one
or two more wings. We can then remove the
temporary facilities that were erected at the rear of
the building in 1976 and are now approaching their
20th anniversary.
As I said when the government introduced
amendments to the Constitution Act, that will be
accompanied by provisions to ensure that
Parliament has the opportunity to discuss the
concept of replacing retirements from Parliament by
using the Senate vacancy system, with cert:a.in
safeguards. I suggest that makes sense and would
avoid costs. At some stage further by-elections will
occur and it seems to me in this day and age to be an
unnecessary waste of funds if a safety margin can be
put in place.

I also place on record my thanks to my assistant,
Craig, who operates my office at Parliament House
and has looked after my requirements very
professionally since he took over that job. I thank the
staff in the post office and our Hansard staff, who
continue to provide a very good service. I am happy
to say the sittings are not as rigorous as they used to
be, when the house would sit late into the evening
night after night and often sat until the early hours
of the morning. One thing we are doing now is
managing the house better so that we sit reasonable
hours. That is important for the health of members
and staff who, regardless of how they feel, do a
professional job in accurately reporting the affairs of
this place.

'This may be the last time a number of members
grace this chamber. The honourable members for
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Pascoe Vale and Niddrie in particular are probably
the first cabs off the rank because they have decided
to pursue careers in the federal Parliament. Whether
they achieve their goal will be decided by the
electorate. Both members have made a contribution
to this place. Unfortunately neither of them, one by
choice and one forced into the situation, will be able
to continue to make a worthwhile contribution in
this house. They are probably two of the most
experienced parliamentarians on the other side.
I think the opposition misses Tom Roper's
management of the business of the house. He was
without a doubt one of the best parliamentarians,
who understood the Westminster system well. I
think the honourable member for Pascoe Vale was
working very quickly to assume Tom's mantle in the
management of business on behalf of the Labor
Party. The honourable member did that job
professionally and we wish him all the best in his
future career, with the vagaries of the electorate very
much in place.
The honourable member for Niddrie has not been a
member of the house for a long time, but he left his
mark and was able to make a contribution to
Parliament on behalf of the Labor Party something which has been lacking in recent times
because of his relegation to the back bench. Perhaps
that has increased his desire also to contest a federal
seat.
Those two members will probably not return, and it
comes down to the issue of what hap~ in terms
of an election here in Victoria as to whether a
number of other members do not return. On the
opposition side, the honourable members for
Werribee, Clayton and Altona will certainly not be
returning to this place; and on our side you,
Mr Speaker, and the honourable members for
Frankston and Caulfield are retiring after long
periods of service. It is only proper that I leave it to
the Leader of the Opposition to pay tribute to those
on his side. Obviously the honourable member for
Clayton has served for a long time. The honourable
member for Werribee preceded you, Sir, in the high
office you hold. The honowable member for Altona
was just starting to get into her stride and she has
been cut off at the pass - but who knows what the
future holds!

Mr Speaker, you have been in the Parliament since
1982. You have made a very fine contribution. It is a
high honour for any person to finish up as Speaker
of a house of Parliament I trust that you have
gained satisfaction from it and that your family has
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taken great pride in the role that you have carried
out as Speaker of this house. The job is not always
easy, and is often carried out under great pressure,
but you have certainly retained the friendship of
members on both sides of the house.
The honourable member for Caulfield, the
Government Whip, who has served Parliament for
16 years, has also indicated his intention to retire at
the next election. Those of us who entered
Parliament in 1976 or 1979 are part of a special
group, given the size of the government these days,
and it is always sad when a member decides it is the
appropriate time to create an opportunity for
another member of the community. I place on record
my sincere appreciation for the work the honourable
member for Caulfield has undertaken in opposition
and also in government as whip. It is harder to be
the whip when your party has a large majority
rather than a small majority, because a small
majority develops a sense of urgency that is not
always obvious in circumstances where the
government of the day has the majority that we do
here. We wish Ted and his family all the best in the
future. I trust that we will see Ted and you, Sir,
around these corridors on many occasions.
The honourable member for Frankston has also
decided to pursue another career after coming into
this Parliament with me in 1976. The honourable
member had a small breathing space along the way,
but he entered this Parliament with a whole group
of new members, most of whom have moved on:
they included a former Labor Premier, John Cain;
the Minister for Natural Resources; the honourable
member for Forest Hill and me - we all entered
Parliament in 1976. In that year there was a huge
influx of members to this Parliament from our side,
only beaten by the influx of members in 1982.
The honourable member for Frankston was the
Minister for Tourism leading up to the 1982 election
and did a great deal of work in that area,
particularly in developing the snowfields. We will
miss him as he pursues a different career from the
next election. We wish you, Graeme and Barb and
the family, all the very best and we trust we will
maintain your friendship and contact for many years
to come.
The last member I wish to mention - I hope I have
not left anyone out - is the honourable member for
Prahran. He is not here, but a lot has been said about
the honourable member for Prahran, the Minister for
Education. I think he entered Parliament in 1979. He
is one of the very few people - Mr Bill Hartigan in
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another place is another example - who came here
after a long career in the private sector, and it was a
very rewarding and senior career as a director of
GMH in the Philippines. This Parliament needs to be
able to attract men and women with that sort of
experience, not to fill every seat of the house but to
give us a sprinkling of people who have had
experience at that level and who can apply those
sorts of disciplines to running, in the case of the
Minister for Education, a portfolio of about
$3000 million. It is the second largest portfolio, after
that of the Minister for Health, and to his credit, Don
Hayward has done an incredible job.
I understand that the opposition may not agree with
the style and process, but yesterday I opened a
school called the Old Orchard Primary School. It
was the result of an amalgamation of two primary
schools in what was an old technical school. When
the process started, the community, teachers and
parents were violently opposed to what was
happening. Yet, when we opened it yesterday all the
teachers were present, the parents were excited that
they had one of the best primary schools I had seen
anywhere in Victoria, and there was unanimous
agreement that the move had been for the best In
other words, it is not where you start, it is where you
finish. H I were able to sum up Don Hayward's
contribution, I just wish the community could have
been there yesterday to see the end result of the
work he started three years ago. The people who
opposed the change are now totally supportive of it
and recognise that they have one of the best facilities
in the world.
TIle honourable member for Prahran is a very, very

special person. I have said in the past that I consider
him to be the social conscience of the government
He is very compassionate. He feels very strongly
about what he does. Often he has had to resist a
great deal of pressure and abuse, but it would be
hard to find a more honourable gentleman in the
way he has discharged his duties.
With his resignation not only will Parliament lose a
very successful administrator but the people of
Victoria will lose a wonderful individual who, it will
be said in years to come, has made the greatest
contribution to education in this state in the shortest
period possible - four years. We wish you well,
Don Hayward, honourable member for Prahran.
Mr Speaker, we also thank you for your
guardianship of the traditions and practices of this
place in your role as Speaker. As I said a few
moments ago, it is not always easy and you get a lot
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of abuse from time to time, but that is part of
process. We was never meant to be easy. At the end
of the day, at the end of the year, you are still there,
we are still here, and thankfully the opposition is
still over there! But you have done your job with
distinction, Sir, and you have done it in a way that
continues to add value to the person who occupies
that high office.
I say to the Leader of the Opposition: we have
enjoyed your company over the past year. For us it
has been a rewarding period. We thank you very
much for the support you have given us as we have
introduced policies to try to position Victoria into
the future. A lot is often said in the heat of the
moment in this place and outside, but there is no
doubt that there is a very good relationship between
many members of the opposition and many
members of the government That is the way
members should relate to each other in what is
probably one of the rarest occupations in this day
and age.
I wish all members of the opposition a very pleasant
break over Christmas. I trust they will be able to take
time out to be with their families and enjoy a
leisurely Christmas - and obviously a safe one,
given the appalling carnage on our roads at the
moment.
I say to my own colleagues: this is now the third
year in a row that I have had the privilege of leading
the government and leading one of the biggest
coalition teams in government. I must say that when
the coalition arrangement started there were
probably many who thought it would not last or
that there would be friction between the parties. I
say to my deputy, Pat McNamara, and his team, to
my deputy, Mr Phil Gude, who is currently
overseas, and to my ministers and the baclcbench.: I
think we have been able to demonstrate without
challenge the way in which men and women of
good will can work together towards a common
goal. Where there have been differences - and there
always will be between men and women and
parties - those differences have been resolved
quietly inside the forums of the coalition. In fact, we
continue today, three years down the track, to
present ourselves as a united government delivering
a range of policies that have quite understandably
tried many of my colleagues as they have been
opposed by some sections of the community. But,
again, I stress the concept which I think we can all
remember: it is not where you start that is
important, it is where you finish.
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Without being overly political, I know the way most
of our electricity distribution companies have been
sold has entailed opposition at the beginning. But
members of the public see that when they turn on
the light switch the electricity still flows and prices
will become more competitive. The decision
regarding City link was perhaps a bold one, but it
was based on commonsense, and most of the public
support it.
I thank my colleagues very much for the
commitment they have shown to good corporate
government in managing and holding in trust the
affairs of the state for every Victorian. I wish every
one of them a happy and obviously safe Christmas. I
promise them one thing next year, and that is an
election. I can assure you it will be a very exciting
year for all of us.
I also want to thank the public of Victoria. I say that
because the public can take great pleasure in the
rebuilding of confidence and pride in this state over
the past three years as we go into this Christmas
period. There is no doubt that we have developed a
unique relationship between government, the
bureaucracy and the people of Victoria. The
bureaucracy is more professional than ever before.
There are fewer bureaucrats, but we are working
better and the outputs are greater. But the public of
Victoria has been very much a part of this special
resurgence of activity, pride, confidence and
economic and social security in this state. We all take
great pleasure in the fact that we have set an
example and given a lead to the rest of this country,
showing that we can actually quickly change the
culture of a community to create something that is
better.
I wish every member of the community well - a
very merry Christmas - but, importantly, I reiterate
the concerns of my deputy and the police
commissioner about the way we move ourselves
about over the Christmas break and in the new year.
The road toll is very much a matter for our own
destiny. It requires each and every one of us to fully
understand and appreciate that, unfortunately, there
has been a resurgence in recent times of people who
drink too much and then drive. There is no excuse
for it in this day and age, given all the information
we have. I trust that all members of the public will
do whatever they can to manage their affairs in such
a way that they travel around our state as safely as
possible, not only in their own interests but in the
interests of the rest of the community, who will be
sharing the roadways.
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As the 1995 parliamentary year draws to a close, the
government looks forward to 1996. Already this year
is history, and the state and the government look
forward with a great deal of excitement not only to
1996 but right through to the year 2050, which marks
the second time frame the government has
established in directing its activities in 1995 and 1996.
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - It is
my pleasure to join with the Premier and members
of the house in extending Christmas felicitations to
all members and all who work within Parliament
House. The Premier has listed many of those who
should be thanked. The importance of Christmas
felicitations is that they allow us to put on record the
thanks of all members of Parliament of all political
parties for the wonderful work performed by
everybody in Parliament, work that makes it such an
effective institution.

I begin by thanking the Clerks, particularly the new
Oerk, Phil Mithen, who took over a little while ago.
He has a challenging time ahead in continuing to
provide advice and judgments on the operations of
the house. As the Premier has said, there has been
some turnover in that position in the recent past. We
wish Phi! Mithen every success in the future. I thank
the Acting Deputy Oerk, Ray Purdey, for his
assistance. He provides to this side of the house
advice on the drafting of reasoned amendments and
so on. The opposition also extends its appreciation to
the Serjeant-at-Arms, Marcus Bromley, who is
always efficient and helpful.
We thank the other officers, including Mark Roberts,
the papers office staff, Nevi11e Holt and the table
office staff. We express our appreciation of the
wonderful, hardworking secretarial service staff
under the leadership of Muriel O'Gorman. For
members who are always struggling with a lack of
decent facilities in the house and a lack of adequate
staffing facilities in electorate offices, access to the
outstanding secretarial service is a great asset. We
are deeply appreciative of the hard work they
perform.
We thank all the staff of the parliamentary
committees. They make an important contribution to
debate in Parliament We would obviously like to
see those committees doing more work in the future,
presenting more reports to the Parliament and
providing more subject matter for debate. We thank
the staff of those committees for their hard work in
making those committees more effective.
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I thank the attendants, in particular the principal
attendant, John Nixon, who will be retiring next
year. He has given 21 years of service to Parliament
and has worked his way up to the rank of principal
attendant John is an outstanding principal attendant
and is always helpful and cooperative and takes the
attitude that he cannot do too much to help
members of Parliament. On behalf of the state
parliamentary Labor Party and all members, I wish
John, his wife, Barbara, and his family many happy
years of retirement. I put on record our appreciation
of the wonderful service he has provided to the
house.
I thank Warren McKelvie and the staff of the House
Committee. I thank Bruce Davidson and the library
staff. The library provides an outstanding service. It
has been overlooked that the library has just gone
through the process of supervising more than
30 interns who have assisted MPs with valuable
research projects. Last night there was a presentation
ceremony, which I was unable to attend. An award
was given to the intern showing the best scholarship
in research. lbat valuable program was well
overseen by the library, and the opposition thanks
the library staff for their work.
We thank Syd Koehrer and the dining room and
catering staff. TIle Premier mentioned the dining
room and the quality of the meals provided, which
we all enjoy. We certainly enjoy the outstanding
service. The Premier mentioned Shirley Haynes,
who is retiring after 34 years service. Obviously I
have known Shirley for only the three years I have
been in this Parliament Shirley is always friendly,
courteous and has a happy face. She is very much
the epitome of the quality of service and mendliness
members have come to expect of the dining room.
Shirley has been of fantastic assistance to the dining
room; she is a mendly person who is always keen to
help members. On behalf of all members, we wish
her well in the future.
I thank Eric Woodward and the Hansard team and
Neil Gemmill and the parliamentary gardening unit.
The Premier is dead right; the gardens are an
outstanding asset to the Parliament. Whether you
are having a barbecue, walking through the gardens
or showing the gardens to an overseas guest, as I did
recently, you can see it is an outstanding asset to
Parliament that we can be proud of.
The Premier also mentioned the work on the facade
of Parliament House. The opposition welcomes that,
even though it has been disruptive. The opposition
rooms have had scaffolding and all sorts of materials
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coming through the windows. Our invaluable
caucus meetings on Monday mornings have been
disrupted. The improvements that have been made
to the outside of Parliament House are a great
contribution to the maintenance of that asset, and we
look forward to the completion of that work.
Parliament House will then look like the Old
Treasury building, which was restored using federal
government Better Cities money.
We thank the following people for the great
contribution they have made: the parking attendant,
Bill Schober; the Chief Parliamentary Counsel,
Rowena Armstrong; and the staff of the Law Printer,
including Elizabeth Garcia and Sam Portelli. Visitors
to Parliament House leave with a positive outlook
because of the quality, friendly service of the
attendants and all other staff. They are a great credit
to Parliament, for which we thank them.
Mr Speaker, you have arguably the most difficult job
in Parliament

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - No, the Speaker does. Obviously
we sometimes disagree on rulings and the question
of balance in Parliament. I know all members of
Parliament will support me in saying that you, Sir,
are able to walk out the door and leave behind what
occurs in the chamber. You and your wife, Beth, are
gracious ambassadors for the Parliament in Victoria
and when travelling throughout Australia and
overseas. We thank you for your great contribution.
I understand that you will be retiring at the next
election.

The Premier mentioned a number of members who
may be retiring from Parliament but not until the
next election or until a federal election is called. The
Premier has put on record on many occasions the
fact that the government will run its full term
through to October next year. We accept that the
Premier is true to his word, so I will not mention in
detail those members who are retiring.
Two members, the honourable members for Pascoe
Vale and Niddrie, will be standing for federal
parliament. Kelvin Thomson, who has served this
Parliament for many years as leader of opposition
business, will be an outstanding member for Wills.
He will take his place in the federal parliament and
be a great asset to the people of Wills and Victoria.
The honourable member for Niddrie will be
contesting the federal seat of Maribyrnong. We wish
him every success in his efforts to be elected. The
honourable member for Niddrie has also made a
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si;gnificant contribution to the Parliament since 1988.
There is no doubt that he will be elected as the
member for Maribymong. He will be an outstanding
federal and an excellent representative for Victoria.
A number of members on the government benches
will be retiring at the next state election. I wish the
honourable members for Caulfield, Franlcston and
PI'ahran success should the Parliament not be
recalled.
I I'efer to other members on this side of the house.
The honourable member for Werribee served for
many years as the Speaker of the house. It is
noticeable that when we have debates in this place
on standing orders and points of order, it is
frequently the honourable member for Werribee in
his capacity as a former Speaker to whom we refer
in relation to rulings.
The honourable member for Altona will be
contesting the Upper House seat of Geelong
Province and will be joining that place.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY - We listened with great patience
today to the comments made by the Premier as he
strayed into some political debate. There will always
be some mirth on these occasions, but we listened
with respect and we are talking about members who
may depart this place. The honourable member for
Altona has made a Significant contribution in this
place and will go on to make a Significant
contribution in the other place as an honourable
member for Geelong Province.

TIle honourable member for Clayton has been a
member of this place since 1979. Again, he is a
member who has served this Parliament assiduously
and with distinction. On the rare chance that we do
not come back to an autumn session of Parliament
next year, I wish him every success in the future.

I place on the record also my thanks to the
parliamentary Labor team this year. There is no
doubt when one looks back on this spring session of
Parliament one can see it has been a full one. There
has been spirited debate and the workload has been
quite heavy. In contributions to debate, at question
time and in the media coverage that has
accompanied that, the opposition frontbench and
backbench have performed superbly well. If one
were scoring this session one would score it as one
for the opposition.
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I thank my deputy, the honourable member for
Richmond, for his support this year. I thank the
manager of opposition business, the honourable
member for Thomastown, for his support because he
has shown on numerous occasions in this session his
knowledge, skill and capacity to use standing orders
to advantage in this place.
I wish all honourable members in this place,
including government members, with whom we
have sometimes spirited debate across the chamber,
a very productive, happy, safe and secure Christmas
and New Year period. The Premier mentioned being
careful on the roads, and I support the views that he
expressed. I hope we can return next year and that
there will be more spirited debate. There is a good
degree of repartee between members when the
house is not sitting, and perhaps we should be
having more of that. We can look forward to that
next year.

I wish my own backbench a happy, productive and
successful break over Christmas. We look forward to
the next state election, whenever that is called. Many
members may not return in the next Parliament I
will not go through the list of 18 members of
Parliament who, on the basis of the federal election
result in 1993, will not be coming here in the next
Parliament We look forward to the election
campaign, we look forward to an election about the
future and to forming the next government of
Victoria.
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I jOin with the Premier and
the Leader of the Opposition in extending Christmas
felicitations to those who have supported us in the
Parliament over the past 12 months. I make
particular mention of Shirley Haynes, who has
served us for 34 years in this Parliament and, as has
been said by the Premier and the Leader of the
Opposition, has been one of the members of staff
who has epitomised the spirit of all the staff of
Parliament She has always been willing to assist in
the dining room. She will also be remembered for
her racing tips. She was a very successful punter and
on many occasions gave members good guidance on
what should be backed. We wish Shirley the best in
her retirement and with her continued interest in the
racing industry.

John Nixon, who has been here since 1974, is one of
those members of staff who has been of great
assistance to all members. He has always been
good-natured and hearty, and we wish John all the
best in his retirement.
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I extend good wishes to the staff in the chamber, led
by Phil Mithen, the Clerk, and the Acting Deputy
Oerk, to all the other staff on the Assembly side, to
Eric Woodward and staff in Hansard, the reporters,
the typists and all those who support us here. As we
know, at the conclusion of discussions here each
evening there is at least an hour of work that goes on
in Hansard typing up what has been said and
clearing up the work.
I also extend good wishes to Bruce Davidson and his
team in the library, to the dining room staff, to Syd
Koehrer and to ROOyn Rogers. I compliment Syd
and Robyn on the improvement in the quality of
what is being presented in the dining room. Last
night we noticed there was a better quality of red
being served in the dining room!
The Leader of the House, Phil Gude, is absent doing
business for Victoria and encouraging more
investment for this state in Asia, and he is about to
head off to North America. We thank Phi! for his
orderly running of the house, supported by the
leader of opposition business, the honourable
member for Thomastown.
I compliment the Deputy Leader of the House, the
Minister for Agriculture, who has been standing in
as Leader of the House in charge of government
business. He has carried on with the smooth and
efficient rwming of the house this week.
I add to the comments made by others on the
upgrading of the building: firstly, the cleaning that is
being carried out. The side of the building that has
already been sanded back is unrecognisable from
what it was before, and to see some of the
architectural work that we never knew existed is
pleasing. The building will look splendid indeed
when the work is completed.
Obviously there is some disruption to those who
work here on a week-in, week-out basis. TIlat raises
the other issue brought to our attention by the
Premier - the need to make this into a workable
building in the 21st century. We went through it for
more than a decade as opposition parties, and the
Labor Party members are now going through a
period when it is their home. Whoever is in
opposition, there should be a recognition on a
tripartite basis that we must approach this matter in
a sensible fashion and look to the long term. We
must give this building the additions it needs to
work as a functional, operational building, not only
for those who work in this place throughout the year
but also for the general wellbeing of members when
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the house is Sitting. I hope we can get support from
all parties for the work to be carried out.

I thank the Premier for his comments in relation to
me and the National Party. I reciprocate by saying
that while there were some cynics, some segments of
the media, fanned by others, who said this coalition
would be an unstable form of government, it is
interesting to note the lack of comment now. In fact,
the only criticism is that we are working too closely
together, too stably and harmoniously, and perhaps
achieving too much for Victorians.
The Leader of the Opposition referred to comments
made by the Premier. He referred to fact that it has
always been the Premier's wish to run full term.
However, many of us would have heard the
Premier's clear statement announced on Neil
Mitchell's program this morning that the election
will be on 27 January. I am sure that will make us
refocus, particularly with the passing of legislation
that enables an election to be called within 25 days.
The only suggestion I can make to honourable
members is to pencil in the 27th - think about it,
focus on it over Christmas, and you never know
what might happen! I note the Premier has just
entered the chamber and I reiterate again his
comment to Neil Mitchell this morning that
27 January is a possible date for a poll early next
year.
It is appropriate that I also mention those
honourable members who are retiring at their own
wish from this chamber. The honourable members
for Pascoe Vale and Niddrie are seeking election
elsewhere. You, Mr Speaker, are leaving after some
years of service - we came in at the same election.
The honourable members for Prahran, Frankston
and Caulfield, who have all given a great service to
this Parliament are retiring for personal reasons and
others have decided to no longer serve. The
honourable members for Werribee, Clayton and
Altona will, as a result of party processes, not be
with us next year. However, no matter what side of
the fence you are on, Parliament is an unique club. I
am sure that the rapport, friendship and association
we have all enjoyed with honourable members who
have served in this chamber will continue as it has
been in the past.

The Premier raised the issue of road safety; I do not
think I need to reinforce that. It is an area of great
concern to all of us as a community. Certainly
Victoria has been leading the way with the lowest
road tolls anywhere in the world. We are not only a
benchmark for the rest of Australia but a benchmark
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for the world. A great commendation must be given
to the Victorian Police Force on what has been
achieved. It is only a decade or two ago when
1000 people a year were killed in motor accidents;
now the figure is 300. Obviously the government's
aim is to push that down even further.

This time last year we were in the grips of one of the
worst droughts this part of Australia had ever seen.
'That drought has clearly broken. We have had a
magnificent spring, but as a result there is a huge
amount of fuel for bushfires. The message this
summer is to watch out for fire. People should take
the required preventive measures by cleaning up
their homes, and that applies particularly to people
who live among eucalyptus trees and in other
fire-prone areas of the state. I ask that they take
precautions and be careful of those days with high
temperatures and low humidity.
The government wishes everyone who has an
association with this chamber - those who serve in
it and support it - all the best in the festive season.
We look forward to seeing as many of you as
possible in the New Year.
Mr DOLUS (Richmond) - I also wish to take
this opportunity to thank a number of people and
wish the best for the season to the whole house,
particularly, Jolm Nixon and Shirley Haynes. I have
known John for approximately seven years; he
guided a number of us through those very early
days. I will miss Jolm's sense of humour, his good
nature, his willingness to assist and the fact that he
has always been there to tell new members the lay of
the land. I wish Jolm and his family the best for
Christmas, a very good retirement, and a safe
Christmas. As soon as he leaves the chamber he will
look younger!

Shirley is unique to all those who have known her
and who had the experience of seeing her operate;
she will be greatly missed.
I wish the honourable members for Frankston and
Caulfield the best in retirement; may life be
enjoyable. Given that parliamentary life has its ups
and downs, I am sure that most honourable
members who retire from this house will look
considerably younger as the days go on.
I wish my colleagues the honourable members for
Pascoe Vale and Niddrie, who are continuing their
parliamentary careers in another place, well. I also
wish the honourable members for Werribee, Clayton
and Altona well. The honourable member for Altona
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will be coming back in another place, so we will get
an opportunity to see her after the next election!
I will certainly miss the honourable member for
Clayton's sense of humour. His ability to analyse
just about everything and come back with a short
and reasonable answer for every question the
parliamentary party has had will be missed. I have
known the honourable member for Clayton for a
long time and I will certainly miss his company.
I thank the honourable member for Werribee for the
friendship, guidance and support he has given over
the years, but particularly for the clarity of mind he
has displayed on difficult constitutional questions.
He always made certain that a sense of decency
prevailed when most of us crossed the boundary of
reason every now and then.

Mr Speaker, I wish you and Beth a happy Christmas
and New Year. I am sure the fishing will get better
and that Beth will get sick and tired of you, but I am
sure she will love to see more of you. We will miss
you, your good nature and your approach to life.
More importantly, we will miss your friendship. I
wish you a wonderful Christmas and New Year. I
am sure retirement will be as enjoyable as you have
hoped and that the fish will be out there biting for
you. I also hope that every now and again you have
an opportunity to drop in so we can return the
hospitality you and Beth are so famous for.
I wish the Premier, the Deputy Premier and all
government members and their families the best
Christmas is one of those times when most things
are forgotten and most things are enjoyed. We
should have an opportunity to at least reacquaint
ourselves with what is so dear to us - not only with
things in and around the household, but most
importantly with children and family life. To the rest
of the house I join with the Premier, the Leader of
the Opposition and the Deputy Premier in extending
my best wishes.
Not only has the Leader of the Opposition done a
brilliant job, but so has the whip. The whip's lot is
not a happy one, but our secret weapon, young
Georgie, has done a brilliant job in that regard and I
thank him for his support
I thank the party leader, Jolm Brumby; he has
moulded this opposition into a fighting team ready
for the next election. If 27 January is the day the
government wishes to deal with the election we will
be ready and Jolm Brumby will be there to lead us to
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victory. I wish everyone all the very best at
Christmas and a happy New Year.
Or COG HILL (Werribee) - I take what will
certainly be the last opportunity of this type that I
have before the next election to make a number of
comments. I do it in the absence of a tradition in this
Parliament of providing valedictory speeches. Such
a tradition exists in the commonwealth Parliament,
and perhaps it is something that could be
introduced to this Parliament

As honourable members have indicated, in late 1993
I announced that I would not contest the next
general election. Those who know my demeanour
will understand what I mean when I tell the house
that the decision followed my failure in attempts to
gather support for the Deadly Serious Faction!
It is 16lh years since my first election to this place
and since I am at an age at which it is still possible to
embark on another career, I believe it is the right
time for me to move on. My parliamentary career
has been a period of satisfying service to the public
in three capacities. TItroughout the period, I have
found addressing the needs of the people of the
electorate particularly rewarding. Uke most
members, I found that it was possible to provide
useful assistance in about 90 per cent of the cases
brought to me. That has varied little between being
in government and being in opposition as most
issues are not a product of policy but relate to the
operations of the bureaucracy. A current example in
Werribee is the Werribee Secondary School upgrade,
for which I commenced representations during the
life of the former tabor government and which has
been approved and funded by this government

The cabinet office was established by me in 1982 as a
new operation of government. I note that its
structure and processes continue until this day,
augmented by more recent technology. Between
1988 and 1992 I was honoured to serve as the
Speaker of this house and I initiated a reform
process in conjunction with the President of the
Legislative Council. The greatest frustration was the
nervousness of government about funding the
completion of this building. I note with pleasure the
comments of the Premier and the Deputy Premier
who spoke about the proposal for an addition - I
emphasise that it is a completion rather than an
addition to the building. I believe that terminology is
probably important in the public mind. The building
was always envisaged to be much larger and more
satisfactory than its current stage of construction.
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The restructuring of Parliament's budgetary
processes and the introduction of a separate
parliamentary appropriation may well be assessed
as the most significant reform in that period.
However, it is not appropriate to claim one's own
place in history. I am content to let history place its
own judgment on my parliamentary service.
I express my appreciation to a number of those who
have helped to create the opportunities I have had.
This must begin with my family. My late father and
my mother provided me with a high level of formal
education at considerable sacrifice to themselves and
with an informal education in the values that I
carried into public life. These values included family
traditions of active involvement in the civic life of
the community in both my father's family and my
mother's family. My wife and children have given
me enormous support and shown great forbearance
about the effects of my career on their lives.
My prior career was in the Victorian Department of
Agriculture. I pay particular tribute to the then
senior veterinary officers, Or Dan Flynn and
Or Brian Rushford, who, at times, provided
much-needed guidance and assistance to develop
the skills I needed within the department that have
been of continuing value to me.
My personal staff and the professional officers who
work and have worked with me in the electorate
office, the cabinet office and as Speaker, have shown
great loyalty and commitment to public service.
They have illustrated that many people are
motivated and gain job satisfaction by addressing
the needs of the community rather than simple
financial rewards for themselves. Among those
personal and professional officers were a number
who have become top level public servants, one who
I found to be the best private secretary whose work I
have ever seen and another of my personal staff
went on to be a federal minister. I express my
profound gratitude to all staff and officers who have
supported my work during my career. I also endorse
the earlier comments about the work of interns. I am
delighted that the initiative that was taken by
Professor Power, the Honourable Alan Hunt and me
has bome such fruit and has been of such value not
only for individual members and individual interns
but also to Parliament as a whole.
The support I have received from the Werribee
electorate from the 1979 election to the present day is
something I have felt personally and emotionally to
be enormously pleasing and a greater reward for my
time in politics than any other. This was never more
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so than in the result of the 1992 election in Werribee.
More than anything else I say thank you to the
people of the electorate - my home community for the opportunity to work with them and on their
behalf and for the support they have expressed at
elections and on other countless occasions.
I also express my thanks and appreciation to the
Honourable Barry Jones, the federal member for
Lalor, with whom I have worked closely. We have
had an excellent working relationship and he has
been very supportive of me at times when it
mattered.
I thank the Australian Labor Party. Throughout its
history as Australia's senior political party, its
strengths have overwhelmed any weaknesses or
mistakes it may have exhibited from time to time.
From the time I first joined the party in 1971 I found
wonderful opportwlities to play roles within the
party and to contnbute to its activities. Amongst the
support I have received I particularly pay tribute to
the Honourable Tom Uren, whom I got to know well
during his time as the federal Minister for
Commwlity Development and Regional Affairs. I
believe he is an outstanding Australian in addition
to having played an outstanding role as a member of
the Whitlam government. Those opportwlities have
included my parliamentary career and roles I have
played in Victoria's governance.
Whenever the house is dissolved, I will leave this
career to complete a PhD in political science, and to
develop an academic career at Monash University
Graduate School of Government where I intend to
apply the knowledge and understanding of systems
of government I have acquired as a parliamentarian.
I hope this will enable me to maintain contact with
Parliament and to assist in the development and
application of world's best parliamentary practice.
I thank present and past members of this house and
the other place, in my own party and also in others,
for the opportunities to serve with them and for
their mendship. I thank them particularly for the
comments that have been made today. In the life of
the current Parliament, I particularly thank the
members and staff of the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee for the work we have been
able to do together and for the environment that has
been created within that committee.
To those who are planning to retire at the next
election, my mend the honourable member for
Clayton; and the honourable member for Caulfield,
who were elected at the same time as me; the
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honourable member for Frankston, who has had a
distinguished career; the Minister for Education,
who has been one of the remarkably few successful
moves from business to politics; and to you,
Mr Speaker, I extend my best wishes for their
retirements and further careers they may wish to
pursue. Similarly, I give my best wishes to the
honourable members for Pascoe Vale and Niddrie in
their transition to federal Parliament.
The honourable member for Altona is in a different
category. I believe I have known her longer than I
have known any other current member of the
Victorian Parliament. I wish her a successful
elevation to the other place.
Mr Speaker, you have had a particularly difficult
role since taking the chair. I wish you and your
family - Beth in particular - a relaxed and happy
Christmas and a long and enjoyable retirement,
whenever that may commence. Finally, I extend my
best wishes for Christmas and the challenges of the
new year to all members and staff.
Mr COLE (Melbourne) -It interesting that the
only other time that we hear such great things about
members is during condolences after their deaths. It
is a shame. I take up the point made by the
honourable member for Werribee that perhaps there
should be a place for valedictory addresses. I wish to
say a few things about a few people who will
probably be going if there is an early election.
However, if there is not an election, I probably will
not get another opportunity to thank them. I
particularly thank the honourable member for
Werribee. While he held the position as Speaker I
must admit I did not have a lot to do with him. I did
not fancy him as a Speaker because he was telling
me off all the time. He was in a different faction and
he was all sorts of things. Subsequently, in
opposition, he not only gave me enormous support
professionally in my role as shadow
Attorney-General but also personally throughout a
very traumatic period for me. I did not realise that
he was the sort of person he was until that
happened. I thank him and I suggest we should all
see people in a different light when they take on a
different role.
I thank you, Mr Speaker, for your assistance. You
kicked me out of the house one day. I went out in
style but you matched that style by inviting me for a
drink and we had a talk. I appreciated that. You
have talked to me on many occasions this year and I
could not have asked for more from a person than
what you offered me. I hope you have a good
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retirement. I do not think you will ever catch me
fishing down at Metung but I am sure we will cross
paths somewhere else.
I thank the honourable member for Clayton for his
friendship and support this year. I served with him
on the Law Reform Committee for three years and
he has been a great friend this year. I could not have
asked for more from anybody. I have also been very
close to the honourable member for Frankston. I
hope he does well in retirement. I particularly
wanted to mention the honourable member for
Caulfield because we served on a committee
together. When you are fighting for bipartisanship
you find that you are fighting another enemy. We
were also on the awards committee and we spent
many hours and even days sorting out who would
get awards; then we gave them out and alienated
everybody. Ted and I were sitting in the corner
having Otinese buns thrown at us.
I should like to mention the Minister for Education,
too. I do not agree with his ideology or what he has
done but whenever I have requested assistance from
him he has always been very helpful and we have
done a lot of things that should be acknowledged.
On a personal level I have always enjoyed
conversations with him.
I wish the honourable member for Pascoe Vale every
success. He is probably one of the most capable
members of Parliament we have ever had. I worked
alongside him when he was the leader of the house.
We came to this place together in 1982 Of the two of
us I think I gave the first speech and he gave the
second. His learning curve has been quite
extraordinary. I understand why he won the
Supreme Court Prize at the University of Melbourne
and I sincerely hope he continues the tradition of
Melbourne university graduates going into state
Parliament and on to federal government. I think
Robert Menzies was one. I hope the honourable
member for Pascoe Vale will be different from him,
but maybe he will enjoy similar success.
Finally I should like to mention the honourable
member for Niddrie, who has also been a wonderful
friend to me. He is a wonderful operator and I think
it is this chamber's great loss that he is going to
federal Parliament, but I wish him well. 1bank you,
MrSpeaker.

The SPEAKER - Order! In speaking to the
motion I thank the Premier, the Leader of the
Opposition, the Deputy Premier and other speakers
for the kind remarks they made about the members
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of the staff of this place. Many things happen here
and a lot of energy is expended by people behind
the scenes and often honourable members do not
appreciate the effort that goes into making this place
run smoothly. I was very pleased that honourable
members paid tribute to John Nixon. As a senior
doorkeeper he has been a confidante and adviser to
many people on both sides of the house. I appreciate
the effort he has put in. his good humour and the
way he has conducted himself.
Honourable members have this habit of boasting
about how long they have known particular people.
The Premier and others have boasted about how
long they have known Shirley Haynes. I have the
trump card. Shirley Haynes and I went to 2608 Bank
Street Primary School, Ascot Vale. From time to time
we have had a little talk about what used to go on
behind the shelter shed! I am pleased that she has
made such an impression on members of this place
and I thank her for the friendly and courteous
service she has given.
It has been a year of change. We have a brand new
Oerk and shortly we will have a new Deputy Clerk,
Oerk Assistant and Serjeant-at-Arms. That process
is being finalised at the moment. I am pleased to say
that when the position of Oerk was advertised Phil
Mithen distinguished himself as the outstanding
candidate, and I am sure the result met with the
approval of all members of the house.
I give special thanks to a person who has played an
important role for me personally. I am talking about
the Deputy Speaker, the honourable member for
Warmambool, who is always ready to stand in for
me. He conducts himself with great skill and he
occupies the position of Deputy Speaker with
distinction. I thank him for his support and
friendship and the work he does as Chairman of
Committees.
Many people have been thanked and I join with
honourable members who have given thanks to
members of staff. The only people who have been
overlooked are the protective services officers. It is a
deadly boring job to be a guard in this place and to
try to vet the people who come and go all the time,
and I thank them for their alertness and the work
they do. Often the house is not even aware that some
sort of trouble has been brewing and that the
protective services officers are on the alert. I thank
both the Government Whip and the Opposition
Whip for their help and courtesy. They have been of
great assistance to me, especially during the
adjournment debate.
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When retirement is imminent things take on a
different perspective. Honourable members might
be wondering what they will be doing on 27 January
should an election be held on that day. Did I say
where I would be? There is a big red gum at the
mouth of the Tambo River and, depending on the
tide of the day, I will be there at the top of the tide
doing my best to catch some bream.
An Honourable Member - Will you have a wig
on?

The SPEAKER - Honourable members only see
me in this outfit. If you were down on the banks of
the river you would be surprised by what I wear! I
may be joined by the previous Oerk, John Little,
who has a property at Metung. I thank honourable
members for their references to my wife, Beth.
Membership of Parliament puts a great strain on a
marriage and we have to have a particular sort of
spouse if we are to stay in this place. Great demands
are placed on our time, not only when the house is
sitting but also on weekends when we have to run
off to this or that function. I thank honourable
members for their kind words about Beth and pass
my felicitations and best wishes to all the partners of
all members.
I do not believe I should use up any more of the time
of the house. A Speaker should be aware that the
time of the house is precious. I wish all honourable
members and staff a very happy and holy
Christmas. May you all have a peaceful New Year
and come back again next year totally refreshed.
Motion agreed to.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning).
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victims of drug and alcohol abuse. It has been doing
particularly important work in the northern
metropolitan region. However, in recent times it has
been required to function without government
support or funding, and it is now evident that
without further funding RAFT's services will be lost
to the community by the end of February.

In the interests of responsible service provision the
board of management has to make a decision about
the future of RAFT by early December. I request, as
sincerely as I possibly can, that the minister review
the funding arrangements of RAFT. On 2 November
the organisation wrote to the northern region office
of the Department of Health and Community
Services providing further background. It is an issue
with which the department and I believe the
minister would be familiar, as we have raised it
before. It is important that the government finds a
way of funding this body.
I direct the attention of the house to the Community
Support Fund and the fact that RAFT's constitution
allows for it to provide support to the victims of
gambling addiction. In recent years the Community
Support Fund has been significantly underspenl I
understand the fund has underspent by $26 million
and 516 million in the last couple of years. I am most
concerned that the funds available from the
Community Support Fund have not been fully spent
and that organisations such as RAFT that perform
important and worthwhile work are not supported.
The RAFT volunteers who come from various local
churches have done tremendous work over the
years. It would be a tragedy if RAFT were forced to
close. I ask the minister to review RAFT's funding to
enable this important service to continue. The
organisation could come under the umbrella of
Moreland Hall, as it once was. There have been
discussions along those lines. I think it would be
fantastic for the northern area if that important
service is able to continue.

Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning) - I

move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Rehabilitation and Family Therapy
MrTHOMSON (pascoe Vale) -In the spirit of
Christmas felicitations and in the absence of the
Minister for Community Services, I implore the
Minister for Planning to ask him to look carefully at
the future of Rehabilitation and Family Therapy
services (RAFI'). For some years it has been
providing excellent support for the families of

Rail: interstate luggage handling
Mr LUPTON (Knox) - I refer the Minister for
Public Transport to an incident that occurred on
17 October at the Spencer Street railway station
when a Mr Charles and his family boarded a train to
travel to Queensland. The family's luggage was put
in the baggage car and when the signal was given
for visitors to leave the train Mr Charles's mother
happened to see all the family's luggage unloaded
from the baggage car and carted away.

ADJOURNMENT
1546

ASSEMBLY

The train was stopped from leaving and there was
an argument between the supervisor, the
stationmaster and Mr Charles as to why his luggage
was being removed. It turned out that among the
luggage was some deep-sea diving equipment,
which included a couple of air tanks. Although they
were empty the supervisor said he wouldn't cart
them on the train. Eventually the supervisor had to
back down because the stationmaster said he
thought it was acceptable for the air tanks and
luggage to remain on the train.
The luggage was eventually loaded, and the train
took off for Sydney. On several occasions on the
journey between Melbourne and Albury the
supervisor, Noel, told Mr Charles that he didn't
think it was appropriate to carry the luggage on the
train. The supervisor got off the train at Albury.
When the train reached Sydney the new supervisor
and the stationmaster at Sydney said the luggage
could have been carried as personal luggage.
The first concern I have is that the luggage of
Mr Charles and his family was going to be offloaded
in Melbourne, taken away and stored without being
advised of that fact. Mr Charles and his family were
travelling to Queensland which I believe takes a
couple of days on the train, and it would have been
inconvenient if they had reached Queensland and
their luggage was in Melbourne. Nobody had the
courtesy to approach them and say what was going
on
The second issue is that the train was delayed for a
considerable time while the argument took place on
the station between the supervisor, the stationmaster
and Mr Charles. I don't think it is appropriate that
anybody travelling on the railway system should
have to go through this embarrassment and
inconvenience.
I ask the minister to investigate, firstly, why the
luggage was taken off the train without the owner
being advised and, secondly, why the train was
delayed for an extensive period of time due to some
bureaucratic rubbish.

Wanigal and North roads, Oakleigh
Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - I raise with the
Minister for Public Transport, who is the
representative of the Minister for Roads and Ports in
another place, the intersection of Warrigal and
North roads in Oakleigh. The matter was brought to
my attention by the AlP candidate for Oakleigh,
Ann Barker, who was approached by a number of
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residents concerned about the uncertainty in the
planning for improvements to this intersection
It would appear that a number of residents living in
that vicinity, including some of the shopkeepers, are
concerned about what mayor may not happen in
terms of the demolition of homes as improvements
are made to the intersection It is a very busy
intersection and those residents and property
owners have raised the matter with Ann Barker or
the government - the minister's department in
particular - to hasten the final plans for what will
happen at the intersection. There is a great deal of
uncertainty and concern about it.
Indeed, the City link legislation that went through
this place this week is likely to create a great deal
more traffic along those suburban roads. There is no
doubt that people will try to dodge the tollway and
that will increase the traffic on the arterial roads,
especially those which are as important as Warrigal
and North roads.
I ask the minister to provide as a matter of urgency
some clear advice to the residents and to the
community of the final plans for the improvements
to be made to the intersection at Warrigal and North
roads in Oakleigh.

Harcourt apple festival
MrTURNER (Bendigo West) - I raise a matter
for the Deputy Premier in his capacity as Minister
for Tourism. In my patch on the border I share with
the honourable member for Gisbome, the Minister
for Sport, Recreation and Racing, there is a little
town called Harcourt. For a number of years that
town has conducted the Harcourt apple festival. I
daresay most honourable members would be aware
of Castlemaine Rock, the Castlemaine-Maldon steam
preservation society, which runs a very successful
tourism venture, and the Harcourt Valley, which is
synonymous with and famous for its wonderful
apples.
For a number of years a small committee at Harcourt
has worked hard to establish the Harcourt apple
festival. I would like to pay tribute to the organisers,
the chairperson, Mr Barry Johansen and the
secretary, Mrs Cheryl Salathiel. This very small
group of people work generously throughout the
year to put on the apple festival, which is growing
substantially. The year before last the Minister for
Agriculture opened the festival and last March the
Deputy Premier officiated at the opening and it was
a wonderful success.
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I think the festival does two things. It certainly
promotes tourism very strongly throughout the
Harcourt Valley and Castlemaine region. On the
weekend of 8 to 11 March Melbourne and Victoria
will have a grand prix and Harcourt and the
Castlemaine region will have an apple festival. As
local people and the farm community strive to
promote the apple industry and tourism in that
region this festival will play a major role. Lady
William, Granny Smith, King Jonathan and Doctor
Apple will be there and other special features will
take place. Over the years the festival has
contributed substantially to Harcourt charity
organisations and the Harcourt Valley school. As we
are approaching the festive season I point out that
Harcourt Valley is famous for its wines - and last
night we did have a good red from the area. It is a
well-known wine-producing area.
I ask the minister that a small funding application
the honourable member for Gisbome and I have
made on behalf of this group be considered very
seriously. In the best spirit of Christmas it would be
a wonderful gesture to help this group.

Nightclubs: liquor licences
Mr DOLUS (Richmond) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Small Business the issue
of liquor licences. At present licensed venues obtain
liquor licences under a certain set of circumstances
and then some of them slowly change the use of the
venues. An example of that has occurred in my
electorate and is causing a great deal of concern to
residents of the area.

The example is Virgona's Cafe at 231-233 Brunswick
Street, Fitzroy. In the beginning it was an excellent
restaurant, but it is now slowly becoming and is
operating as a nightclub until about 5.00 a.m. It is
located on the corner of a residential street, Bell
Street. Of course, this is leading to many problems
and we are beginning to see a loss of residential
amenity.
I am informed that this deliberate slide to the use of
the venue as a nightclub is in violation of its liquor
licence and should not be tolerated, especially with
Christmas and the festive season just around the
corner. Which other suburb would allow nightclubs
to operate until 5.00 a.m. right in the middle of areas
where families and children live? With the
crackdown in King Street, my constituents are
clearly concerned that the ugly, violent types that
frequent King Street may now be looking for a new
place to cause trouble. Our message is that we do

not want that sort of trouble in Fitzroy because, as
the minister would know, we have spent a
considerable amount of time in Richmond and other
parts of the electorate sorting out these issues.
I am asking the minister to thoroughly examine this
situation and pay some attention to it, because
families are very concerned. As I said, with the
crackdown in King Street, the last thing that Fitzroy
wants to see is a shift to Brunswick Street of the
violent incidents that have been taking place in King
Street. It is an appropriate time for the minister to
examine the matter, and I ask that it be directed
immediately to his attention.

Planning: 423 Punt Road
Mr DOYLE (Malvern) - I wish to raise with the
Minister for Planning a matter I have raised
previously in this place. It concerns a 46-unit
development at 423 Punt Road, on the corner of
Punt and Commercial roads - it is one I know the
minister is aware of - by a company called
DGB Developments.

To refresh the house's memory, the problems arose
when it was discovered that the building was
1.29 metres higher than the 9-metre height limit that
the permit prescribed. I might add in passing that
my understanding is that the council actually had
known of this breach of the permit but did nothing
about it and, in fact, left the minister with a
l-minute-to-midnight crisis, as it can be described,
and that is outrageous.
But the crucial day became 6 April when, after
urgent pleading, the minister convened a meeting,
necessary because it became known that at midnight
on 6 April contracts would be cancelled, deposits
would have to be refunded, the 46 units would be
potentially unoccupied and there was a possibility
of legal action between the various parties. In short,
unless the minister did something by midnight on
6 April, the project would have been left in total
disarray and people's lives would also have been in
disarray. A number of those people had made
arrangements to sell their previous houses and
expected to move into the new units immediately.
The minister was faced with that problem of difficult
bureaucratic and, I might say, human dimension.
The house may recall that the minister expeditiously
cut this Gordian knot without in any way
countenancing any improper building actions. The
way he did that was to get an undertaking from the
developer and the proprietor that $150 000 would be
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paid to the department and at the same time the
minister approved amendment L175, which allowed
the variation in height to the permit.
At the time we considered that the money could be
used to ameliorate the amenity of the surrounding
area. We certainly could not turn back the clock and
give the community back what it had lost I seek
from the minister an update on the progress of the
matter and what processes he has gone through
since then, and ask him to give us some of the
answers about what has happened in the
intervening time between when I raised this matter
in April and the present day.

Wyndham: swimming facilities
Dr COGmLL (Werribee) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Racing a matter relating to the provision of aquatic
facilities in the Wyndham Oty Council area. The
minister will recall that not long ago he assisted the
Wyndham council in the conduct of a feasibility
study on the establishment of a new aquatic facility
in the city area. The recommendation has come
forward proposing a new facility, which is
essentially a recreational facility rather than a
swimming facility in that it does not propose a
SO-metre pool adequate for the training of
international-<lass swimmers.

We have a very strong amateur swimming club in
Werribee and have a number of current
world-record holders among the swimming club's
training squad. But it appears that if the
recommendation is implemented as proposed the
existing 5O-metre pool would ultimately be closed
rather than being upgraded and there would be no
appropriate replacement facility, so training facilities
would not be available in that part of the western
suburbs, or indeed for quite a considerable distance,
for Olympic-standard swimmers.
I ask the minister to investigate whether some
sources of funds or other assistance may be available
to the Wyndham Oty Council to enable the
upgrading of the existing 5O-metre outdoor pool as
well as the construction of the proposed new
swimming facility, which will address a different
need in the community.

ALP: Oakleigh candidate
Mr LElGH (Mordialloc) - I raise a matter with
the Minister for Planning - but perhaps the
Attorney-General might hear my remarks and come
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into the chamber - and seek the Attomey-General's
advice about a matter she can take up with the state
electoral commission. I have decided to continue my
former opposition role of waste watcher, but now
that I am in the government party I am watching the
opposition and how it continues to waste public
money in this state. The matter concerns the
candidate for Oakleigh, who was in fact formerly a
member of the Guilty Party, the then member for
Bentleigh and her activities. I point out that there is a
flier in which she attacks the Kennett government. In
it she says the Kennett government has cut the
Monash Medical Centre - The SPEAKER - Order! Would the honourable
member please indicate to the Chair what action he
wants taken by the Attorney-General?
Mr LElGH - I want the Attorney-General to
investigate some material that has been produced
through the State Electoral Office. In this material
the then honourable member for Bentleigh claims
that Monash is an example - and I am using this
reference as an example before I come to my
conclusion - of where $30 million a year has been
cut This material has been produced by a company
called the Complete Printing Shop at Abbotsford.
Mr Batchelor - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
I understand the honourable member for Mordialloc
is asking the Attomey-General to investigate matters
relating to breaches of the electoral act and, as I
understand it, that is the responsibility of the
Premier. Could you check this out, Sir? Even if it has
to do with the State Electoral Office it has been
directed to the wrong minister, and I do not think
the honourable member should proceed with the

matter.
Mr LEIGH - I assure the house the
Attorney-General is the appropriate minister.

Mr Haermeyer -On a point of order,
Mr Speaker, I understand that the matters the
honourable member is raising are actually
appropriately addressed by the State Electoral
Office, which is an independent statutory body, and
it seems to me to be inappropriate for the
Attorney-General to investigate them.

The SPEAKER - Order! That is not a point of
order. The explanation is unnecessary.
Mr LEIGH - The member concerned lists her
telephone number at work as the office of the federal
member for Hotham, Mr Simon Crean. She is also
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involved in using his commonwealth car. She has
been seen having hmches at the East Bentleigh Hotel
and using a commonwealth car.
The SPEAKER -Order! The Chair is having
some difficulty in relating what the honourable
member is presenting to the house with the
adjournment debate and government
administration. He should come to the point quickly
or I will no longer hear him.
Mr Batchelor - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
it is clear that the matter raised by the honourable
member for Mordialloc does not come within
government administration. He has continued to
raise-The SPEAKER - Order! The Chair has indicated
that the Chair is alert to that fact. The honourable
member's time has expired.

Second-hand Dealers and Pawnbrokers
Act
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - I bring to the
attention of the Attorney-General the concerns of my
constituents about the way the Second-hand Dealers
and Pawnbrokers Act appears to operate in practice.
I have had some discussions with members of the
police force, who have also expressed frustration at
the way the act works in practice. They say the act
seems good in theory but in practice works against
the victims of theft. The outcome in many or most
cases is that if they find an item in a pawnbrokers
shop that has been stolen from them, they have to
pay to retrieve that item. It seems rather
incongruous that someone who has been a victim of
a crime, who has had something wrongly taken
from him, then has to pay to retrieve it
The onus should be on those people buying
second-hand goods or on pawnbrokers to ensure
they are purchasing second-hand goods. The
expression 'received in good faith' is far too often
abused in favour of pawnbrokers. There seems to be
an increasing tendency for pawnbrokers to be used
either knowingly or unwittingly as large-scale
operations to fence stolen goods. That is an
unacceptable situation.
I note that a government discussion paper puts
forward the proposal that the ceiling on
pawnbrokers' interest rates be removed. Such an
open-slather arrangement could not be sustained.
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I ask the Attomey~ral to inquire into the
pawnbroking industry in Victoria. That may take the
form of a parliamentary or judicial inquiry. There is
certainly a need for an open inquiry into the way the
act works and the way the pawnbroking industry
functions. Similar allegations against the
pawnbroking industry, specifically concerning Cash
Converters, were voiced in federal parliament this
week. I share the concern of my constituents at the
way that industry functions.

Subdivision Act
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) - I raise a
matter with the Minister for Planning. A constituent
has an interest in a unit as part of a body corporate
subdivision along with two other property owners.
A problem has arisen whereby one of her
neighbours is parking a car on common property in
a manner which precludes regular access and egress
to her own unit.

To try to resolve this matter extensive
correspondence has been exchanged between the
two parties and, more recently, legal advice has been
sought A suburban practitioner subsequently
advised my constituent that it would cost some $500
to get a barrister to draw an originating motion that
would enable a declaratory order to be obtained, I
think from the Supreme Court.
My constituent and her brother are practical people
and would be quite prepared to try to resolve the
matter by taking the matter to a Magistrates Court,
having drawn their own documentation. They find it
somewhat unusual that they are required to go to
this expense to resolve what is a relatively simple
matter.
Inquiries to the office of the minister have revealed
that an inquiry into the regulation of the Subdivision
Act is currently under way involving many
participants in the body corporate industry:
planners, Land Titles Office experts, lawyers, the
Law Institute of Victoria, real estate agents and body
corporate managers.
I ask the minister whether this specific problem
might be looked at as part of the review so that
individuals in like circumstances have cost-effective
access to justice so that a relatively simple matter
can be resolved in an effective and neighbourly way.
It may be found down the track that the best method
of resolving such a matter is through a mediation
centre or tribwlal that is cost effective and does not
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take up significant court time but enables a matter to
be resolved in a neighbourly way.
At this point I commend the character and intellect
of my constituent and her brother and the manner in
which they have sought to resolve this matter - not
by antagonising the neighbour but by politely and
appropriately seeking to redress an injustice they
confront in the administration of their body
corporate.

Knox: maternal and child health services
Ms GARBUIT (Bundoora) - I ask the Minister
for Community Services to review the devastating
actions of Knox commissioners in cutting a range of
children's services and further proposed changes. I
ask that the minister call the commissioners in and
revise with them their figures, proposals and
responsibilities to their community.
The Save Our Oilldren's Services group in Knox has
produced figures that show the commissioner's
figures on the maternal and child health service and
preschools are wrong. The commissioners have
made cuts to those services and further changes are
proposed. Preschools have already had savage cuts
to their budgets, but the commissioners are trying to
further cut council assistance provided to
kindergartens.

There is great concern in the community that the
commissioners want to eliminate the council
contribution altogether. 'That would lead to a vast
increase in the fees parents have to pay. The
commissioners have already threatened that
increased maintenance tasks will make necessary
increased maintenance fees, which is a backdoor
way of increasing the fees. Now it is suspected that
there have been secret talks with schools in the area
to get them to take over preschools. Two preschools
that have gone private have had to increase their
fees to around $460 per annum compared to the
$275 per annum that parents pay to council
kindergartens.
Cuts to the maternal and child health service budget
were based on the assumption that the birth rate had
dropped. In fact, the rate has increased by 1.2 per
cent and the enrolment figure has increased to an
even greater extent There were further mistakes in
calculating the service hours needed. For example,
public holidays had not been allowed for.
There was an expectation that preschool numbers
would drop dramatically; they have stayed the
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same. In fact, an increase on last year's enrolments is
expected. The commissioners have made savage cuts
which are having a devastating impact on parents.
The cuts were not justified by the figures the
commissioners have used. The minister should call
in the commissioners and talk to them.

Responses
Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport, Recreation
and Racing) - The honourable member for
Werribee raised the result of a feasibility study
undertaken by the City of Wyndham regarding the
prOvision of an aquatic centre in Wem"bee. The
study recommended that the proposed heated
facility not include a 5O-metre pool. The district
currently has a 5O-metre heated pool but it is
outdoors. I understand the difficulty that arises with
facilities such as this. Installing heating is expensive
and heated outdoor pools are expensive to run.

The honourable member requests that I talk to the
department and the City of Wyndham to see
whether any assistance can be given to upgrade the
outdoor 5O-metre heated pool. I will ask my
department to take up the matter with City of
Wyndham officers and commissioners in the near
future to see whether there is anything we can do.

I remind the honourable member that applications
for funding closed on 30 March, so an application for
the funding of that proposal would have to be
applied for in the next year. It is a logical suggestion
given that an outdoor heated pool is a ternbly
inefficient way to provide warm water for people to
swim in.

Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Tourism) - The
honourable member for Bendigo West raised a
matter in relation to the Harcourt apple festival and
also acknowledged the great work of Barry Johansen
and his committee.
As I understand it, Harcourt is on the boundary of

the two Assembly seats of the honourable member
who raised the issue and the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Racing. Both members are great
supporters of the Harcourt festival because it fits a
niche in that area which is well known as the
orchard area for apples. I had the good fortune to be
invited there last year to open the festival, and the
previous year the Minister for Agriculture was
invited. I know the Minister for Planning is keen to
receive an invitation to open the festival.
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Every apple product is available at that festival and
there is entertainment for children and adults.
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The honourable member for Mordialloc mentioned
Comcar and the use of Comcar. He also mentioned
theuse--

Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr DolliB interjected..
Mr McNAMARA - You should go to the

Harcourt festival because Harcourt is abuzz. With
regard to the matter raised by the honourable
member for Bendigo West about whether financial
assistance can be provided for the festival this year, I
am happy to make financial assistance available on
the basis of a one-off allocation for this year only.
Given the vigorous representations from both the
honourable member for Bendigo West and the
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Racing I will be
happy to make available $5000 to assist the Harcourt
apple festival next year.
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - The
honourable member for Mordialloc suggested that
an endorsed. Labor candidate for Oakleigh is also a
staff member in the office of the federal member for
Hotham, Simon Crean. It is said that the Labor
candidate, who I understand is the former member
for Bentleigh, is using the commonwealth office, the
commonwealth car, the commonwealth telephone
and possibly other equipment

Mr DolliB -On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
unless you correct me and if I have misunderstood,
none of the matters to which the Attorney-General is
referring were raised by the honourable member for
Mordialloc. Unless the Attorney-General is able to
read minds, I am wondering how she was able to
ascertain all the other matters that were not raised
during the adjournment debate. I believe the most
appropriate way to handle this issue is for the
Attorney-General to seek more information from the
honourable member for Mordialloc and then
provide a fuller reply, given that the honourable
member for Mordialloc was not able to put any of
those matters. I doubt that even the
Attorney-General can read his mind in this place.
Mr Maclellan - On the point of order,
Mr Speaker, I was here during the remarks made by
the honourable member for Mordialloc, and because
there were interruptions from points of order which
seemed to be directed towards attempting to
prevent the honourable member from using his time
on the adjournment debate, I was concentrating on
his remarks in the belief that I may have to respond
to his request at the end of the debate.

Mr MacleUan - You talk about reading minds you must be good! The honourable member for
Mordialloc also mentioned the use of telephones,
faxes and the office. I believe the point of order is
inappropriate and that you, Mr Speaker, should rule
that the Attorney-General is free to answer this
matter as she is informed and that she is entitled to
respond as a minister in the way in which she is
doing.

The SPEAKER - Order! The Attorney-General
may answer the question in any way at all. The
problem the Chair has is that so far the
Attorney-General appears not to have touched upon
her area of responsibility. I may be mistaken, and if
that is the case I apologise.
Mrs WADE - As I understand it, Mr Speaker,
the honourable member for Mordialloc raised this
with me as the minister responsible for the State
Electoral Office. I shall refer this matter to the
State Electoral Office. However, I suggest to the
honourable member for Mordialloc that his concern
would be more about the use of commonwealth
funds for these purposes. I suggest that the
honourable member raises this matter in a letter to
the Australian Electoral Commission and sends a
copy to the commonwealth Auditor-General.

The honourable member for Yan Yean raised the
matter of the Second-hand Dealers and Pawnbrokers
Act. He said that people who had goods stolen were
having difficulty retrieving the goods from
second-hand dealers. He suggested that these people
have had to pay to get their goods back. I have had
other complaints to that effect. This should not be
the case.

As the honourable member for Yan Yean said, the
act is good in theory and it provides a system
whereby victims can apply to the Magistrates Court.
The act I am referring to was passed some years ago
in the last couple of years of a Labor government It
appeared to me at that time to provide a way in
which goods could be regained. My recollection is
that the greater part of the act, if not all of it, had the
support of the coalition at that time.
As I have said, other people have raised complaints
with me about the effectiveness of the act in this
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regard and in a number of other regards. I have
asked the Office of Fair Trading and Business Affairs
to look into these complaints. I understand that the
office has prepared a discussion paper, which I have
not seen and which at the moment has no standing
whatsoever. When that discussion paper has been
finalised the office will be consulting with people
affected by the act as part of a review which will
lead to an amending act, I hope, sometime next year.

The honourable member for Morwell raised a matter
for the Minister for Roads and Ports concerning the
Warrigal and North roads intersection. I am advised
there has been a reservation on the shops involved
for some time. Although the honourable member
did not spell that out, perhaps due to the shortness
of time, I understand that small shops are involved.
The basic difficulty of the shop owners is that it is
hard to get tenants while no decision has been made.

I have also read in the SutulJly Age a suggestion that
the interest rate is proposed to be raised again. I
have no knowledge of that, but I think there have
been complaints from some second-hand dealers
that occasionally people will leave goods with them
by way of pawning them.

Had I been able to bring in the necessary
amendments to the compensation legislation it
would have been open to the shop owners to require
an offer within six months. That is the thrust of a bill
that has been passed by this house. The bill is in
another place but will not be passed this session due
to the need for an amendment because of a number
of representations from a number of places.

Mr Hamilton interjected.
Mn WADE - I do not know if the honourable
member for Morwell has ever fallen on hard times,
but in my youth my husband and I had a pair of
binoculars that was regularly put into pawn and
retrieved.

I gather that in the circumstances where goods are
pawned for only one or two days the costs to the
pawnbroker are such that it is not worth their while
taking part in that sort of transaction. As a result
people who may want to pawn their binoculars for a
day or two are not able to do that It is in that
context, not in the context of people leaving their
goods for a year and then paying 48 per cent, that it
is proposed to look at that issue. However, as I have
said, I have not yet seen the discussion paper. It will
certainly require serious consideration and the
government will certainly consult with all interested
people prior to making any decision about new
legislation.
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning) - The
honourable member for Pascoe Vale raised a matter
for the Minister for Community Services. I will make
sure that RAFT's family services and drug and
alcohol treatment programs are drawn to the
minister's attention and I will ask the minister to
respond to the matter.

The honourable member for Knox raised a matter
for the Minister for Public Transport concerning an
inappropriate action of railway officials in the
removal of luggage from an interstate traveller's
train and the difficulty and delays that caused. I will
draw the matter to the minister's attention and will
ask him to respond.

The honourable member for Oakleigh has had the

minister visit the site and the Minister for Roads and
Ports is aware of the problem. The minister is taking
action to clarify the extent of the reservation and it is
hoped that he will advise the honourable member
for Oakleigh about the matter shortly. I will draw
the interest of the honourable member for Morwell
in the matter to the minister's attention.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition asked me to
direct to the attention of the Minister for Small
Business a restaurant that is converting itself into a
sort of late-night nightclub and causing amenity
problems in the Fitzroy area. I will ask the minister
to respond to the matter.

The honowable member for Bundoora raised a
matter concerning community services in Knox for
the attention of the Minister for Community
Services. I will draw her remarks to the attention of
the minister. I do not think the minister would
necessarily be calling in the commissioners. The
commissioners will probably have their side of the
argument to put, just as others may have a view that
the council has miscalculated. If the planning
department can provide any assistance in giving
some of the information about the number,
character, and age of population in that area it
certainly will be of assistance to see whether both
sides can see their way clear towards understanding
each other's point of view.
The honourable member for Sandringham raised a
matter concerning a body corporate dispute and the
costs presently faced by anyone wishing to have
such disputes resolved. As the honourable member
indicated, it is true that there is a report due to be
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made soon on the Subdivision Act and on body
corporates in particular. I hope that report will be
made public for additional comment. As part of the
process of commenting on the report I will take up
the issue the honourable member referred to. It will
be a matter I will have to discuss with my colleague
the Attorney-General because if we transfer the
matter from the jurisdiction of the courts into some
other jurisdiction or tribunal it must have the
cooperation and goodwill of the Attorney-General.
At the moment the Magistrates Court deals with
most body corporate disputes, but on occasions it
may be necessary for some elements of those
disputes to be dealt with by the Supreme Court.
However, this Parliament now has to be very careful
as you would understand, Mr Speaker, to make sure
we do not trespass on the jurisdiction of the
Supreme Court because not only does it get sensitive
but public commentators get sensitive as well.
The honourable member for Malvern raised with me
the fashionably interesting subject of 423 Punt Road
and the flats that were built there. It has been the
subject of some considerable media attention. I
understand that legal action has at least been
threatened if not taken against some radio
broadcaster who, it is alleged, made defamatory
comments about parties in that project. I have
received correspondence from the proprietors,
DGB Developments Pty Ltd. In a letter dated
22 November 1995 addressed to me it says:
Dear Mc MacLellan.

Re: Development - 423 Punt Road, South Yarra.
I refer to the allegation that part of the building erected
at the above address is in breach of height control
regulations contained in the Melbourne planning
scheme. I wish to place the precise facts of the matter
before you:
(1) The height control regulations apply only to the

western end of the building. There are no height
restrictions applying to the majority of the
building. In fact, only the western parapet wall
exceeds the height limit If one takes the reference
point adopted by Melbourne City Council, the wall
intrudes into the height control area by
880 millimetres.
(2) At all relevant times, Melbourne City Council was
the responsible authority under the planning
scheme and was also responsible for issuing a
building approval and ensuring compliance with
relevant regulations.

(3) Our company engaged properly qualified and

experienced architects and town planners to
prepare the required drawings and submissions to
Melbourne City Council.
(4) The building has been erected entirely in accordance

with planning drawings and building drawings
stamped approved by Melbourne City Council.
The fact is Melbourne City Council approved both
planning and building drawings which were in
breach of the height regulations. Our company,
was simply the builder and did nothing more than
build the building in accordance with approved
plans.
(5) It is plain DGB Developments did everything within
its power to ensure planning controls were
observed. Properly experienced and qualified
architects and town planners were engaged and
were clearly instructed in writing, to comply with
height controls; all material was submitted to
Melbourne City Council by the planners and
architects - DGB Developments did not, itself,
submit any material. Melbourne City Council
failed to check the drawings to ensure they
complied with height controls - in particular,
drawing WD-ll clearly shows the dimension of
the height of the western parapet wall.
(6) The technical information accepted by the officers in
your department demonstrated there is no
significant detriment to the adjoining property.

The inc:rea5ed height will put shadow on one
bedroom window for approximately 20 minutes
on one day of the year only - June 22.
The decision to amend the planning scheme was made,
under pressure of time, on April 6. The fact the

building had been built in accordance with plans
approved by Melbourne City Council was not known
to you at that time. In the light of the true facts, it is
only fair and reasonable that an extended period of
time be granted for payment of the agreed sum of
$150000.
Yours faithfully,
DGB Developments Pty Ltd,
B. F. Roberts,
Director.

That will bring the honourable member up to date
with correspondence I received on 22 November.
One can see from that letter something of the
character of the matter and something of the
difficulties faced by the proprietor of that particular
development.
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One might also see that a number of parties are
involved who might reasonably be expected to
contribute, if they have any conscience and good
spirit, towards the $150 000 and the amelioration of
the problem for the people in the apartments next
door.

newspapers and the opposition. Doubtless, the
controversy will be seen in a better context as a
result of my reading the letter into the record of the
house.

Recently, there has been comment about the fact that
the company, when approached by the media and
by others, has been saying, 'No comment'.

Mr MACLELLAN - I hope all concerned will
have the grace and generOSity to understand the
circumstances in which the matter has been handled
at the moment

That was partly caused by the fact that one of the
directors was injured in a car accident when he was
a pedestrian. He was lcnocked down by a car and
hospitalised and he has not been able to respond
immediately to the media inquiries, which have had
urgent and impassioned promotion by local

Mr Dollis interjected.

Motion ~greed to.
House ~djoumed 7.31 p.m.

