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Ballarat West

Geoffrey Paul Jenkins

Bayswater

Gordon Wetzel Ashley

Bellarine

Garry Howard Spry

Benalla

Patrick John McNamara

Benambra

Antony Fulton Plowman

Bendigo East

Michael John

Bendigo West

Robert Graham Cameron

Proceedings commenced 11.04 a.m. by Oerk
reading His Excellency the Governor's
proclamation convoking Parliament.

Bennettswood

Geoffrey Charles Coleman

Bentleigh

Inga Peulich

Usher of Black Rod appeared at Bar and
announced that Senior Commissioner appointed
by the Governor to open Parliament (the
Honourable Mr John Harber Phillips, Chief Justice
of the Supreme Court of Victoria) requested
attendance of Legislative Assembly members in
Legislative Council chamber to hear commission
read for commencement and holding of present
session of Parliament.

Berwick

Robert Logan Dean

Box Hill

Robert William Clark

Brighton

AIan Robert Stockdale

Broadmeadows

John Mansfield Brumby

Bulleen

David John Perrin

Honourable members, accompanied by chief
officers of house, proceeded to Legislative Council
Chamber.

Bundoora

Sherryl Maree Garbutt

Burwood

Jeffrey Gibb Kennett

On return of members to Legislative Assembly
chamber, the Honourable Mr Justice John Spence
Winneke entered chamber and was conducted to
chair by Serjeant-at-Arms.
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HongLim
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Carlo Carli

Cranbourne

Gary James Rowe
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John Pandazopoulos

Dandenong North

Janet Tindale Calder Wilson

Doncaster

Victor John Perton

Dromana

Martin Francis Dixon

Eltham

Wayne Phillips
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OPENING OF PARLIAMENT BY
COMMISSION

SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS
Commission appointing the Honourable
Mr Justice John Spence Winneke to administer
oath and affirmation of allegiance to members of
Legislative Assembly read by Clerk.
Clerk announced receipt of return of writ issued
by His Excellency for election of 88 members to
serve for electoral districts set out below and
endorsed to show election of following members:

District

Member

Albert Park

Johnstone William Thwaites
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Williamstown

Stephen Philip Bracks

Wimmera

William Desmond McGrath

Yan Yean

Andre Haermeyer

Members (other than Mr McNamara and Mr
Steggall) took and subscribed either oath or
affirmation of allegiance to Her Majesty Queen
Elizabeth 11.
Commissioner withdrew.
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initial term you served as Speaker from 1979 to 1982,
so you come to this office with a great deal of
experience. That experience will be beneficial to this
congregation of members and to Parliament as it
goes about its business over the next four years.
After your return to Parliament in 1985 you served
as Minister for Energy and Minerals from 1992 to
1996 and as Minister Assisting the Treasurer on State
Owned Enterprises. You now assume the pOSition of
Speaker not only having been a member of this
Parliament for many years and serving with
distinction by closely representing your constituents
but also having had the experience of being both the
Speaker and a member of the executive government.
Therefore, you bring to your office experiences that
not many of your predecessors have had.

That Sidney James Plowman do take the Chair of this

house as Speaker.
Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - I second the
motion.
Mr S. J. PLOWMAN (Evelyn) - I accept the
nomination.
The Clerk - The time for nominations has
expired.
Clerk declared honourable member for Evelyn
duly elected as Speaker.
Mr S. J. Plowman conducted to chair by proposer
and seconder.
The SPEAKER (Hon. S. J. Plowman) - I wish to
thank the house for its nomination and my election
as Speaker and for the honour of giving me the
highest office Parliament can bestow. I accept the
responsibility with some humility and with the
realisation that the Speaker is the servant of
Parliament as a whole and is impartial at all times. I
look forward to being a servant of Parliament in the
time to come, and I hope I will justify members'
confidence in nominating and electing me as
Speaker.
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - Mr Speaker, I am
honoured that one of my first duties in this new
Parliament is to congratulate you on your election
and elevation to this very high office. Mr Speaker,
you have had a great deal of experience in
Parliament, having been first elected as the
honourable member for Evelyn in 1973 and serving
through to 1982 before being re-elected in 1985.
Since then you have served continuously. In your

We wish you well in your new role as you discharge
your duties. We are sure you will do so in a manner
consistent with the Westminster tradition and the
practices of the house. The work of Parliament is
critical to the future of all Victorians. It is the place in
which laws are made or repealed and where matters
of public importance are debated. Sir, I am sure that
with the cooperation of all members of this house
aSSisting you in your role as Speaker this Parliament
will continue to build upon its proud tradition of
serving the community of Victoria, as it has for very
many decades now.
Members on this side of the house congratulate you,
Sir. We wish you well and look forward to working
with you over the next four years.
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) Mr Speaker, I also congratulate you on your
appointment to the high office of Speaker. As you
pointed out in your remarks, the position of Speaker
is the highest office it is possible to attain in
Parliament. You bring to this Parliament your
experience as a former Speaker during the years of a
former liberal government. The position of Speaker
calls for special qualities of impartiality, dignity,
integrity, firmness, consistency and, above all,
fairness in dealing with matters before the house. As
you would know, Sir, from your previous
experience, the position also requires great patience,
extraordinary resilience, and an excellent sense of
humour.
At the conclusion of the previous Parliament I said
that the former Speaker, the Honourable John
Delzoppo, had been a gracious and dignified
ambassador for this Parliament. I am sure you will
bring the same qualities to the position.
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Because of your previous experience as Speaker
between 1979 and 1982 you, Sir, also bring to this
Parliament an understanding of the importance of
the separation of powers between Parliament and
the executive. The doctrine of the separation of
powers is a cornerstone of the Westminster
democracy, and as the minority party the opposition
will be relying on your good judgment and your
sense of fairness to ensure that the distinction
between the role of Parliament and that of the
executive arm of government is always maintained.

Mr Speaker, over the next four years you will have
to deal with a number of broad issues that face
Parliament. Obviously, one of those is the standard
of behaviour. Many members, and certainly
members of the public, have expressed concern
about the behaviour that sometimes occurs during
debate in this chamber. You will have the full
support of the opposition at all times in your
endeavours to maintain appropriate standards of
behaviour and decorum in this house.
Another matter under your control is members'
accommodation, the services provided to Parliament
and your responsibility for members and staff. Of
course, the proposed completion of Parliament
House will create challenges in terms of the physical
structure and settings; again, you will have the
opposition'S support in dealing with those
challenges in a way that is fair and effective. In the
meantime I ask that you ensure that all members are
treated equally and fairly in the allocation of existing
accommodation.
The final issue concerns the ongoing need for
parliamentary reform and changes to sessional and
standing orders to improve the operation of the
Parliament. I note from my reading of Hansard that
that is a matter in which you have taken
considerable interest over the years. I hope during
this term in your role as Speaker that you will
oversee genuine debate and reform of those
sessional and standing orders.
I again congratulate you, Sir, on your election. You
have enjoyed the unanimous support of this house
in your election, and I wish you every success in
your term as Speaker.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I congratulate you,
Mr Speaker, on the unanimous support you have
received in your election as Speaker of the
Legislative Assembly.
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I entered Parliament in 1979 as a new recruit and
with a great deal of naivete. At that time you held
the pOSition of Speaker and you offered a great deal
of guidance to me and many other new members. I
am sure you will offer the same guidance and advice
to all new members of this Parliament. All new
members should avail themselves of the expertise of
the Speaker to gain a full understanding of the
protocol of this chamber and the conduct required of
members in this chamber. We are all challenged
from time to time. The Leader of the Opposition
highlighted the need. for members to conduct
themselves in the proper manner because of the
media attention that is now focused on Parliament.
That is a real challenge to you, Mr Speaker. It is fair
to say that over the past few years some public
discredit has been brought upon members of
Parliament and the conduct of Parliament. I know
you will have the commitment to ensure that the
work of this chamber is conducted in a proper,
orderly and fair manner.

On behalf of the Leader of the National Party I
indicate that, as part of the coalition, members of the
National Party give an undertaking that they will
give you, Mr Speaker, their full support and
cooperation. We wish you every success in carrying
out your role as Speaker of this Parliament.
Mr DOLLIS (Richmond) - I congratulate you,
Mr Speaker, on your appointment today. You are
one of the few people to bring considerable
experience to a difficult job. The Westminster system
has been and is facing considerable challenges,
especially as we move into the next century.
Challenges to the democratic institutions of our
society have made the job of government more
difficult. The job of the opposition is paramount,
and that is where your role as Speaker will be of
incredible importance to this Parliament and to the
democracy we have built in this state.
The Leader of the OppOSition has congratulated you
and offered you full support and cooperation. I am
certain every member on this side of the house will
do his or her utmost to cooperate to ensure that fair
play is seen in this chamber. In that regard we are
looking to you as the fair umpire to ensure that
opposition members, with limited numbers, are
given equal opportunity to ensure that democracy
functions and functions well.
I am certain the next four years will be of
considerable enjoyment to you and that justice will
be done in this state by a person of your calibre
occupying the chair.
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Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - I join with
my parliamentary colleagues in congratulating you,
Sir, on your election as Speaker today. You have had
bestowed on you the great honour of being elected
unopposed. That is a reflection of the respect this
Parliament gives to people who offer themselves for
the position as Speaker.
You bring to the position experience from a previous
time as Speaker of the Legislative Assembly, and
that is a valued asset. However, many members in
this Parliament were not here during your previous
term as Speaker, therefore, for many they start this
parliamentary term with your good self in the chair
with a clean slate. It will be a learning experience for
both you and all of us.
I note in your speech that you accepted the
responsibility that goes with the position of Speaker,
and great responsibility is fixed to that position. I
was pleased to hear that you regard yourself as
being a servant of the Parliament and that you will
carry out your duties impartially. It is to you, as the
incoming Speaker, that the opposition looks to
ensure that there is impartiality and procedural
fairness. I am sure that you will do so. I look
forward to working with you in the coming period,
which I believe will be an enjoyable one.
The SPEAKER - I thank honourable members
for their comments.
Sitting suspended at 11.57 a.m. until 2.32 p.m.
The SPEAKER resumed chair and read prayer.

PRESENTATION OF SPEAKER
TO GOVERNOR
The SPEAKER - Order! I have to advise the
house that I presented myself to His Excellency the
Governor in the library and advised him that I was
your choice as Speaker.
His Excellency was pleased to receive me and
address me in the following terms:
Mr Speaker,
I have pleasure in congratulating you on your election
to the high and important office of Speaker of the
Legislative Assembly.
The able manner in which you have discharged the
duties you have undertaken during your parliamentary
career, including a previous period as Speaker from
1979 to 1982, is recognised by members of the
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Legislative Assembly who, in their wisdom, have
selected you as their Speaker.
I have confidence that you will fulfil the duties of this
distinguished office and hold fast to its traditions and
customs.

R E. McGarvie
Governor of Victoria

OPENING OF PARLIAMENT
Usher of Black Rod brought message from His
Excellency the Governor desiring attendance of
honourable members in Legislative Council
chamber.
Members, led by Speaker, proceeded to Council
chamber.
Sitting suspended 2.37 p.m. until 5.05 p.m.

CONDOLENCES
Leslie Victor Shilton, Esq.
Mr KENNElT (Premier) - I move:
That this house expresses its sincere sorrow at the
death of Leslie Victor Shilton, Esquire, and places on
record its acknowledgment of the valuable
services rendered by him to the Parliament and the
people of Victoria as member of the Legislative
Assembly for the electoral district of Midlands from
May 1970 to April 1973.

Leslie Victor Shilton, who passed away peacefully at
Foster Hospital on 16 December 1995, was the first
policeman to be elected to the Parliament. During
his time in this house he raised the profile of
police-related matters.
Mr Shilton was born in Traralgon in 1923 and was
educated at University High School. During World
War 11, Mr Shilton served in New Guinea with the
39th Battalion, the Second Australian Imperial Force.
Following his return he joined the Victoria Police
Force in 1948 and served for 22 years, of which 17
were with the Criminal Investigation Bureau.
Mr Shilton distinguished himself when he won the
Police Valour A ward in 1965. His dedication to the
police force was self-evident.
That dedication was reflected in his maiden speech
after he was elected to this place as the member for
Midlands in May 1970. Mr Shilton addressed this
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house with authority on the police force, arguing
payment of a reasonable wage according to the
value of police officers to the community. He spoke
on their complete dedication to serving the
community in the face of criticism and verbal and
physical abuse and organisational restrictions such as a policeman being able to supplement his
income only by being a good footballer or a good
football coach. Mr Shilton recognised that due to
actions by a few the reputation of the police force
was low in the public's eyes. He urged this house to
put the force back onto the pedestal where it belongs.
While a member of this house Mr Shilton served on
the New Zealand Insurance Trustee Company Ltd
Committee in 1972 and on the Trustee Companies
Trustee Executors Bill Committee in 1973.
Not only was Mr Shilton the first policeman elected
to this Parliament, he was, as Sir Henry Bolte stated,
the first policeman to be elected to local government.
Mr Shilton was a councillor of the Shire of Seymour
from 1965 to 1971 and was Shire President from 1967
to 1968. His local interests included the Seymour
Football Club, of which he was president from 1960
to 1963; the Seymour Citizens Welfare Committee;
the Seymour Girl Guides; and the Returned Services
League.
After he was defeated at the April 1973 general
election Mr Shilton studied Aboriginal-police
relations for the commonwealth government and
worked for several years as a bank officer.
Mr Shilton was also very dedicated to his
constituents, highlighting their problems in this
house, particularly in relation to a lack of
appropriate education facilities in his electorate and
the need to provide assistance and relief to primary
producers, especially family farmers.
On behalf of my government I extend condolences
to the family of Mr Shilton, his wife Daphne, his
daughters Sue and Anne, his stepchildren, Marlene
and Laurie, and their respective families.

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - On
behalf of the opposition, I jOin with the Premier in
extending condolences to the family of the late
Mr Leslie Victor Shilton.
Les Shilton served as Labor MLA for Midlands
between 1970 and 1973, and during that time he
served on a number of parliamentary committees,
including the New Zealand Insurance Trustee
Company Ltd Committee and the Trustee
Companies Trustee Executors Bill Committee.
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He was born in November 1923 and, like most of his
generation, served in the military forces during the
Second World War. He saw action with the 39th
Battalion in New Guinea from 1941 to 1945.
Following the war, Les Shilton joined the Victorian
police force, with which he enjoyed a very long,
respected and distinguished career. He spent 17 of
his 22 years in the police force as a member of the
Criminal Investigation Bureau, and in 1965 he
received the police valour award.
Mr Shilton's election to Parliament in 1970 was
noteworthy because he was the first active member
of the Victorian police force to be elected to
Parliament. Prior to 1962 members of the police
force were unable to join a political party or stand
for public office. Les Shilton was one of the first
officers to take advantage of the more flexible rules;
shortly after they were introduced, in 1962, he joined
the Australian Labor Party, and in 1965 he was
elected to the Seymour Shire Council. He served for
six years as a Seymour shire councillor, including
one term as shire president from 1967 to 1968. He
was also president of the Seymour football club and
many other well-known community organisations.

Les Shilton's commitment to the community as a
member of the police force and as a shire councillor
and president was also demonstrated as the newly
elected member for Midlands. During his term as
the MLA for Midlands, he campaigned vigorously
for improvements to primary and secondary
education facilities, as well as a vast range of
government services.
As a former policeman, Les Shilton was also able to
pursue issues of importance for members of the
Victorian police force. In his maiden speech in this
place he chose to speak on the rights and
responsibilities of police officers, including their pay
and conditions. He said he was able to speak with
more authority than any other honourable member
on the pay and conditions police officers had to
endure, and he was able to raise those issues in the
Parliament and in other public domains.
Following his defeat at the 1973 election, Les Shilton
investigated Aboriginal-police relations for the
commonwealth government and later worked in the
banking industry.
Les Shilton was an active and thoughtful leader of
his local community and represented his electorate
with the same respect, dignity and application that
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he demonstrated throughout his career in the
Victorian police force.
The opposition joins the Premier and other members
of the Parliament in extending sincere condolences
to Mr Shilton's family.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I am sure the Leader of the
National Party, the honourable member for Benalla,
Pat McNamara, would have liked to be here today
to express his sympathy and that of the National
Party not only because Leslie Victor Shilton was a
police officer but more importantly because he did
so much in the Seymour area, a region of which Pat
McNamara has a fair knowledge.
Leslie Victor Shilton served as a Labor member for
Midlands for three years and was a prominent
person in this house. Mr Bill Ebery may have won
the seat from him in 1973 - the Leader of the
Opposition nods in agreement - but, while I did
not know Leslie Victor Shilton, I know that members
of his era of the likes of Peter Ross-Edwards had a
great deal of respect for him.
I notice that Leslie Shilton studied Aboriginal-police
relations for the commonwealth government in
1973. Therefore, work on the relationship between
Aborigines and the police has been around for a
long time, and we all acknowledge that the work is
still going on.
On behalf of National Party members, I extend to
the relatives of Leslie Victor Shilton our sympathies
and condolences and hope that they feel a sense of
pride that someone within their family has served
Victoria very well in a number of areas: as a police
officer, as a member of Parliament, as a prominent
footballer and football coach and as a very
prominent member of a number of activities in
Seymour. There is not much more you could ask of
anybody during a lifetime other than to serve the
community well- which, undoubtedly, Mr Shilton
has done.

The SPEAKER - I thank members for their
comments on the condolence motion for Les Shilton.
Although I did not know Les Shilton, I share the
grief of other honourable members at his death. A
little later in the evening we will move for the
recognition of the condolence motion.

Ronald Graham Henry McAlister, Esq.
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I move:

That this house expresses its sincere sorrow at the
death of Ronald Graham Henry McAlister, Esquire,
and places on record its acknowledgment of the
valuable services rendered by him to the Parliament
and the people of Victoria as member of the Legislative
Assembly for the electoral district of Brunswick East
from 1975 to 1976.

Ronald Graham Henry McAlister was a
hard-working community man who passed away
suddenly on 21 April 1996, aged 73. Although in
Parliament for only a short time, he will be
remembered for his service to the Brunswick East
community.
Mr McAlister was born in Carlton in 1922, not more
than a few kilometres from his seat of Brunswick
East. From 1939 to 1945 Mr McAlister served his
country well by being in the Royal Australian Navy.
After leaving the navy he worked as a mechanical
engineer on boilers and at power stations. He was
later the principal of a consulting engineering firm.
Mr McAlister entered this house as the member for
Brunswick East after a by-election in April 1975.
Probably only two members of this place would
remember him: the Minister for Planning, and the
honourable member for Polwarth.

Unfortunately for Mr McAlister, following a
redistribution of electoral boundaries, which was
beyond the control of all parliamentarians, prior to
the 1976 general election the Brunswick East seat
was abolished. ID health also contributed to his early
departure from Parliament.
Mr McAlister used his experience of more than
20 years as a member of two state wages boards to
argue in his short time in Parliament for the
protection of workers and their conditions. It was
not surprising, then, that his first address to this
house was on the Workers Compensation Act.
Mr McAlister was also committed to conservation
and the environment.
Mr McAlister was civic minded and interested in
developing community spirit in Brunswick. He
served the community as a Brunswick city councillor
from 1965 to 1968. He also served the community as
a justice of the peace and a marriage celebrant.
His love of football was evident through his support
of the North Melbourne football club. In 1975
Mr McAlister was an executive member of the North
Melbourne football club and the president of the
North Melbourne social club.
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On behalf of my government, I extend condolences
to the family of Mr McAlister, including his wife,
Jan, and children, Janet, Graham and Suzie and their
respective families.
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) Mr Speaker, I join the Premier and other honourable
members in extending condolences to the family of
the late Ron McAlister.
Ron McAlister served as Labor MLA for Brunswick
East from April 1975, when he was elected at a
by-election, until February 1976, when the seat was
abolished in a redistribution.
Following his service in the Royal Australian Navy
during the Second World War, Ron McAlister was
employed in mechanical engineering, and
immediately prior to entering Parliament was a
principal in an engineering consulting firm.
Ron McAlister was active in the local community
throughout the 1960s and 19705. He was a
Brunswick city councillor from 1965 to 1968 and a
member of the administrative committee of the
Victorian ALP from 1971 to 1974. He was also the
president of the North Melbourne football club
social club at his time of election - a time, I hasten
to add, of great success for the club. Ron McAlister
was not only the president of the social club but also
a club executive member. Members of this house
would know that in 1975 North Melbourne won its
first ever grand final premiership. In 1976 it was
defeated, and in 1977, again when Ron McAlister
was very involved with the club, it drew with
Collingwood in the grand final and subsequently
won the replay.
The club had many greats in that era, such as Phil
Baker, Daryl Sutton, Keith Greig and Amold Briedis.
As a Collingwood supporter, I remember that 1977
grand final very well indeed.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - It had Doug Wade, Rantall- it
had them everywhere. It had a very good team. I
stress that in 1975, in what was obviously a very
proud moment for Ron McAlister, North Melbourne
won its first ever premiership.
As I said, Ron McAlister was elected MLA for
Brunswick East in April 1975 at a by-election after
the sitting member, Mr David Bomstein, resigned.
Ron served for only 10 months in the Legislative
Assembly but in that time was able to pursue a
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number of issues close to his heart, specifically those
relating to the environment and also, as the Premier
remarked, workers compensation and the rights of
workers. He continued his activity in the wider
community as an energetic and effective activist. He
was undoubtedly one of the first environmental
activists, long before it became fashionable to be one.
In regard to his background in engineering, Ron
McAlister was an informed and qualified advocate
for the environment. He was more than able to
match in debate other experts in the field, and as a
result he had his share of environmental victories.

Other outlets for Ron McAlister's energy were as a
marriage celebrant, as an active member of the
marriage celebrants association and as a member
and past master of the Freemasons.
Ron McAlister's funeral was in many ways a
testimony to his lifetime in community involvement.
Among the many mourners to pay tribute were four
different groups: the Australian Labor Party, the
association of marriage celebrants, the North
Melbourne Football Club and the Freemasons. It is a
great accolade indeed when a person is held in high
esteem by four such different groups. He will be
sadly missed by many in the community, and on
behalf of the opposition I extend sincere condolences
to his family.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I also support the
condolence motion moved by the Premier. It is
proper that we pay our respects to people who have
served this Parliament. As has been mentioned, Ron
McAlister served in this place for only a short time,
from 1975 to 1976. A headline from the Age
newspaper of 14 April 1975 - after the by-election
he won - reads, 'Polling boosts Labor morale'. He
scored some 65 per cent of the vote at that
by-election. I suppose Labor was looking for a boost
in morale at that time, and it is probably doing so at
present.
As has been said, Mr McAlister was a consulting
engineer and president of the social club of the
North Melbourne Football Club. Having played at
the old Arden Street oval in 1959, I know it was a
place where things would certainly hum along. Of
course, many famous players came from the North
Melbourne Football Club during the 1970s, and the
Leader of the Opposition referred to a few of them
and to the premiership the club won. I guess it was
the start of an era when clubs would try to position
themselves to win a premiership, and that is exactly
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what the administration of the North Melbourne
club did at the time. Ran Barassi came in and
recruited the likes of Barry Davis from Essendon,
John Rantall from South Melbourne and Doug Wade
from Geelong. Football was very much part of Ran
McAlister's life, as it has been a big part of the lives
of many of us, and he played a significant role in it.
On behalf of the National Party I offer condolences
to Ron McAlister's friends and relatives and, indeed,
his immediate family.

Mr DOLLIS (Richmond) - I join with the
Premier, the Leader of the Opposition and the
Deputy Leader of the National Party in expressing
condolences at the death of Ran McAlister. Those of
us who knew Ron would understand that he was
very passionate about everything he did. He was
passionate about his commitment to the Labor Party
and his commitment to socialism. He was very
passionate about his commitment to Australia, and
that is why he fought in World War IT. In fact, one
could claim he was a true patriot.
Ron McAlister served only 10 months in this house,
but the short period for which he was a member of
Parliament should not be considered as part of a
limited record in his being an activist. He was an
environmentalist and was committed to all issues
that concerned inner Melbourne, not just Brunswick.
In fact, just before his death he was a prime
organiser against the City Link and spent most of his
time arguing for and on behalf of public transport in
this state. Ron McAlister displayed the passion he
always displayed for this country, his Labor Party
and his football club. The way he fought issues
reflected Ran McAlister, the person. He was fair and
was always interested in defending those who could
not defend themselves. He spoke about workers'
rights; workers compensation was one of the areas
he dealt with during his time in Parliament.
In the 1970s Ron was considered to be a
parliamentarian with a promising career. But, as the
Premier said, because of ill health and a boundary
redistribution, this house missed Ron McAlister's
contribution, which should have continued for a
long time.
I join with the opposition, the Premier and the
Deputy Leader of the National Party in expressing
condolences to his family. He was part of a rare
breed which is disappearing from our society - that
is, men of considerable commitment, passion and
belief and men who are committed to the

fundamentals of our Society. Ron McAlister will be
sadly missed.
Mr HAMnTON (Morwell) - I join with
previOUS speakers in expressing condolences to Ron
McAlister's wife, Jan, and to his family. This is a
very sad occasion for me because during the
relatively short time that I knew Ron McAlister he
became an extremely good friend. I first met Ron
when I was teaching physics at the Gippsland
institute and Ron enrolled in 1985 to complete a
bachelor of applied science, majoring in physiCS.
Indeed, Ran was a student who very quickly learnt
that my job was not to teach physics but to teach
students to love physics. It was from that very
sound association that our relationship grew.
Ron studied in the Latrobe Valley in the heart of the
power station industry. I must agree with Ran: he
was always very strongly committed, as he should
have been, to opposing the privatisation of our
power stations. Indeed, it is good to see there are
some of us still left!
Ron McAlister had a great deal to do with the
concern expressed by the people of Melbourne
about the construction of the Newport power station
and the environmental effects it may have had on
Melbourne. Indeed, it was because of Ron's activism
that the Melbourne airshed study was put in place.
That was a very progreSSive move that did not come
easily, but it was certainly a credit to the
government of the day. It led to a much easier path
for the setting up of a similar airshed study in the
Latrobe Valley. I trust and hope the new
environment minister will ensure such airshed
studies continue to be carried out in recognition of
the work done by people like Ron McAlister.
As other speakers have said, Ran McAlister suffered
a great amount of illness and he spent much of his
time at the Heidelberg Repatriation Hospital. He
would often telephone me saying he would not be in
for next week's lectures because he had to have
another part removed!
Although during his illness Ron underwent an
amazing number of operations and lost many body
parts, his heart never wavered. Ron was all heart
and commitment.
Ron McAlister worked to oppose not so much the
development of the City Link project as the way in
which it seemed to him and to people in the affected
areas, especially along the Tullamarine Freeway,
that the impact on people had been forgotten. Ron's
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opposition was always very considered, well
researched, measured and consistent. He did his
homework and asked the relevant questions.
Honourable members who read the report of the
City Link environmental effects hearing will
understand Ron McAlister's contribution to
opposition to the project. The questions he asked are
still relevant and should be taken into consideration.

during the rest of his life were obstacles he fought
courageously to overcome. He was also a councillor
of the former City of Brunswick between 1965 and
1968, which demonstrated his commitment to local
activities, and had a strong sense of civic pride. As
other honourable members have said, he served as
president of the social club of the North Melbourne
Football Club.

Ron McAlister had one great strength: he earned the
respect of those with whom he worked, no matter
where he worked or with what disparate groups. At
his funeral I was moved to hear of the range of
people whose respect he had eamed. When Barry
Cheatley of the North Melbourne Football Club
spoke highly of Ron's commitment to and efforts in
support of the club it reminded me of the time Barry
Cheatley and I were students together at Ballarat
High School. Barry, who is a well-qualified VFL
footballer and administrator at North Melbourne,
said he appreciated Ron's work at North, especially
during that club's halcyon days as the top side in the
former VFL.

Ron McAlister was a generous, strong-willed,
outspoken and courageous yet soft and loving man.
He was proud member of the Australian Labor
Party. Last year he received his 4O-year medal,
which he wore with extreme pride. It is perhaps
fitting that he died while smelling a rose in his
garden - a garden he particularly loved to look
after.

At the funeral service we learnt other things about
Ron McAlister that had not been obvious to many
people. I did not realise he was an active Freemason,
a past master and a member of two or three of the
higher lodges or that he had been an active member
of the Marriage Celebrants Association. We all know
he was a life member of the Australian Labor Party.
To sum up Ron McAlister, in anyone's terms he was
a true believer - a committed person who let
nothing stand in the way of his principles and the
things he believed in and worked for. We can all
remember and treasure the fact that he was
respected by everyone who knew him, including
those who disagreed with him. It is easy to have an
argument, but the ability of people like
Ron McAlister to have an argument and maintain
respect is to be valued highly. We say goodbye to
Ron. I remember him above all as one of nature's
gentlemen and a very good friend.
Mr CARLI (Coburg) - I join the previous
speakers in extending condolences to
Ron McAlister's family. Ron was a committed
socialist, a true believer, a community activist and
one of the first environmentalists to fight for the
locality. He will be sadly missed in the Brunswick
area.
Ron was a Second World War veteran, serving in the
Royal Australian Navy from 1939 to 1945 and being
twice seriously injured. The war injuries he carried

Ron was a mechanical engineer and a consultant in
mechanical engineering before entering Parliament.
He was also a JP and a marriage celebrant. He met
his first wife in 1954 after retuming from studies in
London. He met his second wife at a meeting of the
ALP policy committee for the environment - she
was trying to get onto the committee. Someone
pointed Ron out to her and said, 'Ron is the person
to speak to' and true love followed.
Ron endured great physical pain throughout his life.
I met him when I joined the Australian Labor Party
in the Brunswick area in the late 1970s. He was one
of the founders of the Brunswick South branch. I had
been told to join the Brunswick South branch
because it was an activist branch and a man called
Ron McAlister was a member. Ron did not attend
meetings when I first joined because he was very
sick. I met him when I went to collect his
membership dues in the days before
computerisation. It was the first of my many visits to
Ron at his house.
Ron was very much an inspiration for me. He
approached politics in the context of ideals and a
vision for his local area. He very much believed in
looking after the needs of the Brunswick area and
the local people, and he demonstrated that in his
brief period as the member for Brunswick East in
1975 and 1976. He was fundamentally a worker for
the people of that area, a commitment he adhered to
throughout his life.
Ron was also a cultured man. While he loved
Beethoven, he also loved jazz and blues. He loved
newspapers, current affairs, discussions and
debates. He could always hold his own in a
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discussion or argument - he liked to discuss the
key issues at any time and take them apart.
Ron McAlister was a constant opponent of the
Tullamarine Freeway from the early 19705, when he
criticised it as being too small for the volumes of
traffic expected to use it. He used his considerable
engineering skills to criticise the work done by
traffic engineers on the Tullamarine Freeway, and he
continued that process with the Western Bypass and
City Link. He continued to argue the case for local
residents on the effects of City Link on local
amenity and set up a Tullamarine Freeway residents
group to continue the struggle.
Ron McAlister's passing will be a bitter blow to
people living in the vicinity of the freeway. He was a
community activist, and his death has created an
enormous gap. I extend my condolences to his
family.
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - I jOin with
my parliamentary colleagues in expressing
condolences to the family of Ron McAlister - his
wife Jan and his children. I speak from the
perspective of having worked with Ron in various
ways when I first joined the Labor Party. In
particular, I worked with him during the
controversy that surrounded the Newport power
station and, more recently, on opposition to the City
Link project.
All his working life Ron McAlister was a fighter for
the community. He was only briefly a member of
this Parliament, yet despite that responSibility and
periodic serious ill health he remained a community
activist. Ron was a fighter for the interests of
working men and women and the underdog, for the
environment and for the community, both his local
community and the wider community. These
attributes are rarely found in any individual and it is
even more rare to find them in one who is prepared
to commit himself to his goals and objectives over as
long and extended a period as happened in Ron's
case.
Right up to his death Ron worked with the
Tullamarine Freeway Corridor Residents Group and
the other residents groups opposed to the City Link
project. Both those who worked with him over many
years and those who knew him only recently agree
he was an absolutely tenacious man.
He would not say no and would not put his interests
first. He was prepared to commit all his energies to
those particular issues. I admired and respected his
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sincerity and tenacity. One activist told me recently
that they were always glad that they had Ron
McAlister on their side because Ron was not the sort
of person one would like to have opposing one's
point of view.
With his teclmical background, he brought to those
community groups his expertise in science, often in
areas where such knowledge and expertise was
lacking in community groups. He was a shining
example of how to put technical and engineering
qualifications to the use of ordinary working people.
Some issues will live long beyond the life of Ron
McAlister -he will leave a lasting impreSSion and
impact on community values and the environment,
and will be remembered particularly for his support
of public transport and his opposition to the
widening of the Tullamarine Freeway.
Mr COLE (Melbourne) - I offer my condolences
on the sad passing of Ron McAlister. He was a
former member for Brunswick, which is now in my
electorate, for a short period until a redistribution
took place. As has been pointed out, his political life
was cut short because of the redistribution. He tried
to get preselected for the seat of Broadmeadows but
was unsuccessful. He also lived in my electorate. He
was in the Brunswick South branch, as has been
pointed out by the honourable member for Coburg.
He often telephoned me to express a view and
certainly was not backward in coming forward to
say what he thought about things. As a judicious
member I would listen intently to what he had to
say. He was also a supportive person. He took the
time out to telephone me and say hello. I must say
that his support for me was unconditional and he
never vacillated from that view. He was a beaut
bloke!
Like me, he was a great supporter of the North
Melbourne Football Club. He supported the dub
throughout the tough years. It was pleasing to hear
Barry Cheatley, who delivered the eulogy, speak of
the great work Ron had done and the contributions
that he and Harold Henderson had made to build
the North Melbourne Football Club into what it is
today. He and others took the dub from the
disappointment of winning one game in 1972 to
winning the 1975 premiership. His involvement on
the committee that year was one of his most
amazing personal achievements. I was present
myself. For people like him who barracked for
North Melbourne for forty or fifty years, winning
the grand final was the most incredible experience.
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He also worked extensively on issues such as the
Up field railway line and the Western Bypass, which
is now the City Link. He also embraced the
environmental and peace movements, like many
others.
During the war he suffered injuries that he carried
throughout his life. He should be remembered as an
ex-serviceman who gave a lot for his country during
wartime and who gave an enormous amount during
peacetime.
I say to the family of Ron McAlister that I wish them
all the best on his sad passing.
The SPEAKER - Order! I knew Ron McAlister
briefly during his period as a member in this place.
He became a member shortly after me. During that
brief 10 months when I was a new boy on the
government benches I got to know him as a cheerful,
energetic and friendly member of Parliament who
contributed tenaciously to debate in this place.

I wish to add my words of condolence extended to
his family together with those of other members.

Honourable Sir Kenneth Henry Wheeler
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the family farm. Sir Kenneth studied at night and
saved every penny he could.
Following his marriage to Jean in 1934, Sir Kenneth
moved to Melbourne and bought a horse, a cart and
a milk run in Coburg. Through hard work and
persistence he acquired five horses and carts by
1945, and five years later he amalgamated his
business with Croft Bank Dairies and became its first
manager. From 1959 to 1970, while a member of this
house, he was manager of Metropolitan Dairies. It
was his passionate belief in the free enterprise
system that eventually led to his joining the Liberal
Party in 1948. He was convinced that Victoria could
only achieve its best through private enterprise.
Sir Kenneth's strong views on local government and
community mindedness were the catalyst for a life
dedicated to public service, and in 1950 he was
elected to the Coburg City Council. He was a
councillor for nine years and mayor from 1955 to
1956.
During that period he became the president of the
Coburg Football Club and the Coburg Rotary Club,
was a member of numerous school bodies and took
an active role in the establishment of the Essendon
and District Memorial Hospital.

Mr KENNETT (Premier) - I move:
That this house expresses its sincere sorrow at the
death of the Honourable Sir Kenneth Henry Wheeler
and places on record its acknowledgment of the
valuable services rendered by him to the Parliament
and the people of Victoria as member of the Legislative
Assembly for the electoral district of Essendon from
1958 to 1979, and as Speaker of the Legislative
Assembly from 1973 to 1979.

Sir Kenneth Wheeler sadly passed away last Friday,
10 May 1996, aged 83, following a long illness. He
was known to about a dozen of us in this place and
will be remembered for his considerable service to
the Essendon community and his outstanding
contribution to the Victorian Parliament during his
21 years as a member of this house, seven of which
were spent as the Speaker of the Legislative
Assembly in the term immediately prior to your first
innings, Mr Speaker.
Sir Kenneth's story is a rags-to-riches story in a very
real sense. He was born in Mernda in September
1912. The son of a farmer and servant, Sir Kenneth
left the one-teacher Mernda State School at the age
of 13 when his father suffered ill health to work on

In 1958 Sir Kenneth was elected as the member for
the electoral district of Pascoe Vale, which was later
renamed as the electoral district of Essendon
following an electoral redistribution. Sir Kenneth's
integrity and ability were recognised in 1973 when
he was appointed Speaker. He had given the Chair
the dignity and the grace that it deserved. He was a
man of honour, keen enthusiasm and wisdom - all
qualities of a good Speaker.

Sir Kenneth's major aim as Speaker was to
encourage more people to come and see the
Parliament in action and to visit Parliament House.
He seeded the idea of holding exhibitions in Queen's
Hall to attract more visitors to the Parliament. As
honourable members would agree, there have been
many superb exhibitions held in Queen's Hall. We
all have Sir Kenneth to thank for this initiative.
Another stamp of Sir Kenneth was the development
of the gardens on the south side of Parliament
House in 1978 after works on the Parliament station
were completed.
A dedicated parliamentarian, Sir Kenneth served as
a member of numerous parliamentary committees,
including the Printing Committee from 1958 to 1961
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and 1973 to 1979; the Library Committee from 1961
to 1964 and 1973 to 1979; the Public Accounts
Committee from 1964 to 1973; the Ansett Transport
Industries Committee in 1972, a major committee
that blocked the then sale of Ansett Airlines; the
Qualifications Committee from 1972 to 1973; the
House Committee from 1973 to 1979; and the
Standing Orders Committee from 1973 to 1979.
From memory I believe it was during his period as
Speaker of the Parliament that the renovations to
this place were undertaken - this chamber, then the
Legislative Council and Queen's Hall being the last
part completed. Those of us who work here,
whether it be as parliamentarians or officers of the
Parliament, appreciate this building. On days like
this when we have a formal opening members of the
public are given the opportunity to see what a
spectacular building it is internally and to
understand why it is worth preserving and why we
hope, as a Parliament, to move in the next four years
towards completing the original design.
In 1976 Sir Kenneth was awarded the office of
Knight Bachelor in recognition of his noteworthy
public service.
Despite his nearly 30 years in public life, including
21 years of service to Victoria as a parliamentarian,
Sir Kenneth always maintained his interest in the
milkman's horse and cart. He had two specially
decorated milk carts and four Clydesdales and on
occasions during non-sitting periods of this house he
would travel through country Victoria exhibiting
and entering them in agricultural shows.
Sir Kenneth was always a battler, from the time he
ran the family farm at the age of 13, for the 19 years
when he delivered milk in the early hours of the
moming, in 1970 when he achieved the closest of
election wins and scraped in with only a handful of
votes, to 1973, when he won the election battle for
the speakership after seven exhaustive ballots
-when members on the government side of the
house say we have exhaustive ballots, we mean
exhaustive! We do not have them now, for obvious
reasons.

What more could he have said?
As I said, a number of members of this house
remember Ken Wheeler with a degree of fondness.
Mr Speaker, you will remember that at times he was
a feisty Speaker. There was not much of him, but
when he set his eye on a member he did not remove
it until the member was out of the chamber! I
remember one occasion - I remember several
occasions, some of which I do not want to own up to
even now, 20 years down the track - when I was
sitting in the seat the honourable member for
Monbulk is sitting in now and on my left sat the
then honourable member for Greensborough, Monte
Vale. Monte had only one leg and was on crutches. It
was during my first term in Parliament in 1976; I
had interjected once or twice and I was given a final
warning by the Speaker, Sir Kenneth Wheeler. He
said that if I interjected again I would be shown the
door. I took his good advice and walked out of the
chamber of my own volition rather than be thrown
out, but Sir Kenneth did not see me go. Monte, who
was sound asleep, was snoring fairly loudly and just
after I left the chamber he erupted in one great
snore. Sir Kenneth immediately began the process to
throw me out of the house, only to look over to find
I was not in my seat, which caused him
consternation for some time.
Sir Kenneth was a wonderful individual. To the best
of my knowledge he was a teetotaller. I do not ever
remember his drinking alcohol, and the word was
that all he ever drank was milk. Sadly, he left this
place in order to look after his wife, Jean, who had
been ill for a number of years and it was because of
her ill health that he was not able to take up a post
as Agent-General in London. That was sad for him
but it was even sadder that his wife had suffered
such a long period of ill health.

a Saturday in 1979, Sir Kenneth spoke about the
great institution of Parliament. He said:

We on the government side of the house very much
regret his passing, but he had not been in good
health for some time and his death brought to an
end a period of suffering for him. We extend our
condolences to the family of Sir Kenneth,
particularly his wife, Jean, who is well known to
many members, his daughter, Heather, who is very
much part of our party, his son, Lindsay, their
families and, in particular, the honourable member
for Mordialloc, who is the grandson-in-Iaw of
Sir Kenneth Wheeler.

Parties have their S<Tcalled machines, but this
institution is more than a machine. I hope that this
great institution has earned and will maintain the
respect of the Victorian people.

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I join
with the Premier in extending condolences to the
family of the late Sir Kenneth Wheeler. As the
Premier remarked, Sir Kenneth served in the

In his last address to the house at about 3.00 a.m. on
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Legislative Assembly as the member for Essendon
from 1958 to 1979, of which the last six years were
spent as Speaker.
He left school in 1925 when he was 13 to work on his
family's farm in Memda and he continued his
education at night school during that time. In 1934
he purchased a milk retailing business in Coburg
and by 1945 was operating five horses and carts.
Five years later his firm amalgamated with Croft
Bank Dairies Ltd and he became the new general
manager.
Sir Kenneth's involvement in the local community at
that time extended well beyond his small business.
He was involved in a large number of community
groups in his local area, including the councils of
Coburg State School, Glenroy Technical School,
Pascoe Vale Girls High School, the Melbourne
School of Textiles and the Coburg Football Club. He
was actively involved in local government, serving
on the Coburg City Council until 1959, including a
term as mayor from 1955 to 1956. He stood
unsuccessfully for Parliament in 1951 and was
subsequently elected to the Legislative Assembly in
1958 as the member for Pascoe Vale. That seat was
later renamed as Essendon and he served that
electorate for the entirety of his parliamentary career.
As the Premier noted, during his term in Parliament
he served on numerous committees, including the
Printing Committee, the Library Committee, the
Public Accounts Committee, the Ansett Transport
Industries Committee, the Qualifications Committee
and the Standing Orders Committee. However,
Sir Kenneth's substantial contribution to Parliament
was as Speaker of the Legislative Assembly between
1973 and 1979. Newspaper reports at that time show
that on his election to the position Sir Kenneth told a
meeting of the Essendon Rotary Club, of which he
had been the previous president, that he was
concerned that he may have some difficulties
remaining impartial as the Presiding Officer.
However, his concerns were unfounded, as he
served with distinction through his long period as
Speaker.
As Speaker of the Legislative Assembly Sir Kenneth
proved to be as effective as he was respected, and
that was widely acknowledged on both sides of the
house. On his election as Speaker he stated in the
press that his major aim was to encourage the
general public to visit Parliament House. He
successfully pursued that aim throughout his term
as Speaker.
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In December 1978, shortly before his retirement in
1979, the Legislative Assembly paid tribute to
Sir Kenneth's service as Speaker. The then Leader of
the OppOSition, the Honourable Frank Wilkes,
praised Sir Kenneth's performance and contribution
stating that all the courtesies he received were richly
deserved.
Sir Kenneth Wheeler made a Significant contribution
to the Parliament of Victoria during his term as
Speaker and during his long term as the member for
Essendon. On behalf of the opposition I extend my
condolences to Sir Kenneth's family.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - On behalf of the National
Party I join with the Premier and the Leader of the
OppOSition in support of the condolence motion
and I pass on our deepest sympathy to the Wheeler
family.
Quite a story was written about Sir Kenneth
Wheeler in the Essendon Gazette of 14 November
1979 at the time he was given his knighthood by the
former Governor-General, Sir John Kerr. The article
addresses many of the issues and highlights of
Sir Kenneth's 21-year parliamentary service and
30 years of hectic public life, including his time on
the Coburg council. One interesting part of the story
about Sir Kenneth is worth relating to the house
because it holds lessons for us all. The article states:
He remembers getting up at 5.30 a.m., without electric
light, to milk a few cows, chum the butter by hand and
then walk two and a half miles to the one-teacher
Memda State School.
The 3O-acre farm wouldn't support the family and his
father, in poor health, still had to work as a labourer.
At the age of 13, with only his merit certificate to back
him in his future career, it was home on the farm full
time for young Ken.

Sir Kenneth left school to work on the farm at 13
years of age and rose through the ranks of business
to give outstanding service to the community and to
Parliament, ultimately being knighted for that
service. It is a lesson to us all: if one is prepared to
work and make a commitment there is every chance
of one's rising through the ranks and being seen as
an outstanding person in the community.
The Premier referred to Sir Kenneth's association
with the dairy industry and the market milk
industry. Sir Kenneth's involvement in the
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establishment in Coburg of a business that
amalgamated with Croft Bank Dairies and was
ultimately taken over by Metropolitan Dairies
demonstrates the time and commitment he gave to
the dairy industry throughout the western suburbs
of Melbourne. Perhaps that may have been the
inspiration for the ditty 'Emie, the fastest milkman
in the west'. People living in the suburbs would
remember that milkmen were the first people to
deliver a service in the morning. Undoubtedly the
service Sir Kenneth gave through community
activity, 31 years in Parliament and 6 years as
Speaker, are an indication of the quality of man he
was.
I place on the record the appreciation of the National
Party for that service and pass on our condolences to
the relatives, friends and family of Sir Kenneth
Wheeler.

Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - I rise to briefly pay
tribute to the career and life of Sir Kenneth Wheeler.
It deeply saddened me when I heard of the death of
Sir Kenneth Wheeler last Friday because over many
years he had been the patriarch of the Liberal Party
in the north-west of Melbourne. He was a great
Liberal, a great man and a great achiever for his
people of Essendon. He was a strong grass-roots
representative of the people of Essendon. He was
popular and very effective. Mature electors of
Essendon to whom I have spoken over the years
fondly referred to him as Ken. He was well known
and held in exceptionally high esteem. In many
ways he was a legend in that part of Melbourne.
Between the years 1958 and 1979 Sir Kenneth turned
the Legislative Assembly seat of Essendon into his
own. It is no coincidence that when he decided to
retire prior to the 1979 election the Liberal Party lost
the seat in the following election and did not regain
it until 1992.
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needed to represent the people of Essendon as a
Liberal candidate. On the night of the preselecti.on
Sir Kenneth was very vocal in seeking to ensure that
a local person got up - and he won the night.
Sir Kenneth had not enjoyed good health for some
time but had always maintained a keen interest in
activities in this place and in his former
constituency. I was constantly told by the former
member for Essendon, Mr Davis, that he was off to
see Sir Kenneth. If there was a problem Sir Kenneth
was always on the phone and if the former member
for Essendon wanted to know anything he would
speak to Sir Kenneth, who was a person who knew
and cared about the people he used to represent.
At the time of his retirement Sir Kenneth was the
only Liberal Party member of Parliament between
the Yarra River and Geelong. I know how he must
have felt at the time. Nonetheless, he did an
outstanding job for the community and I take on
board the precedents he created.

On behalf of Liberals throughout the north-west of
Melbourne, I offer our deepest sympathy to
Sir Kenneth's family. He was a great Australian and
will be very sadly missed.
Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport) - I rise
briefly to support the Premier, the Leader of the
Opposition and other honourable members in this
condolence motion. As has been amply
demonstrated by previous speakers, Sir Kenneth
Wheeler was successful in everything he tried whether it was in business, community service or
Parliament. He was successful in all those fields
because of his application, endeavour and
dedication.
I came to know Sir Kenneth better when, upon his
retirement, he came to live in Gisborne. If my car
was in front of my electorate office he would quickly
stop and visit me. He never stopped being a member
of Parliament. During my early days as a member of
Parliament I needed all the help I could get, so it was
good to have him around.

I first met Sir Kenneth in the early 1980s when I was
working for the Liberal Party on the campaign
committee for the seat of Essendon. Sir Kenneth was
in charge of the purse strings. I can support the
Premier's comments because Sir Kenneth kept a
close eye on us and made sure that every single cent
was accounted for. He did not let us get away with
anything -and, of course, we didn't try to get away
with anything.

Sir Kenneth was a caring man. He was always
interested in you and your family. He was down to
earth and had the common touch. He never forgot
his early life. As a new member of this place, I
valued his views.

I remember that during the 1991 preselections for
the sea t of Essendon, Sir Kenneth defended his area
and made it very clear that a local person was

Sir Kenneth's community service was second to
none and the envy of everybody. He was loyal to his
family, his friends, and the Liberal Party. Above all,
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he was loyal to the Essendon Football Club. I thank
him particularly for the way he befriended my
father at Mount Alexander Retirement Lodge when
my father was having difficulties getting over the
death of my mother. Sir Kenneth was of great
assistance helping Dad over those difficult times. I
extend my condolences to Lady Jean, Heather,
Lindsayand all the family.
Mr I. W. SMITH (Polwarth) - I also support the
Premier, the Leader of the Opposition and other
honourable members in their comments on the life
and service of Sir Kenneth Wheeler.
From time to time many of us, as male members of
the chamber, enjoy being described as honourable
gentlemen. During my time of service in the
chamber there has been no-one to whom that title
has been more appropriate than the honourable
gentleman the loss of whom we are mourning today.
Sir Kenneth's service to his electorate was
remarkable, spanning all strata of Society. He served
everybody equitably, equally and vigorously. As a
consequence he retained as a relatively safe seat for
the Liberal Party a seat that should have been a
Labor seat. In his service as Speaker he was fair. He
made sure the chamber conducted itself in a
dignified way and got through the business that was
before it.
He had a unique distinction as Speaker. Sir Kenneth
was what I suppose one would describe as quite
bald. When he took the office of Speaker he fitted
himself out in the regalia that you now have fitted
yourself out in, Mr Speaker, and much to his
pleasure and amazement - and that of everyone
else - his bald head grew quite a strong crop of fair
or whitish hair, of which he was very proud. May
the same result occur for you, Sir, if you require it.
It is, Mr Speaker, with great pleasure that I praise
the life and work of the late Sir Kenneth Wheeler;
and I extend to his remaining family my
condolences.

Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) - I rise not so much as a
member of Parliament to make a contribution about
another member but, as is rarely the case, as a family
member - albeit by marriage - to make a
comment about the life of another family member
who has been a member of the house.
At the end of the last state election campaign when
the Labor Party regained the seat of Essendon,
Mrs Kirner, a former Premier, described it as a
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traditional Labor seat. It is interesting that Ken held
that seat for 21 years. I guess it is a great compliment
to him that he was able for so long to hold a seat that
many other members may not have been able to
hold.
I knew him not in this chamber, although obviously
as a Liberal Party branch member since the 19705 I
was well aware of him, but after his time in this
chamber. I am not quite sure what would have
happened if I had been a member when he was the
Speaker. Having listened to the Premier, I suspect I
might have had a little less comfort than I have had
from some former Speakers. However, may I note in
passing, Mr Speaker, that I feel like a reformed man.
Ken was the great-grandfather of 11 children, among
them my children. You could not have a better
great-grandfather. He was always interested in what
happened to his children, his grandchildren and his
great-grandchildren. The most important thing in
Ken's life, above all else, was his family. It is well
and good to be a businessman, a politician and all
those other things, but the most important thing in
his life - and I hope it is in most of our lives - was
the family, and that was so throughout Ken's life.
I shall give a small example of his concern for his
family. I believe this to be true only because of what
I was told by the Minister for Sport. When I was
dating my then future wife, I recall the honourable
member for Gisbome rushing up to me and saying,
'You owe me one'. I asked him why and he said,
'Ken Wheeler has just been on the phone and he
wants to know what you're like'. I was told that Ken
also rang the honourable member for Polwarth,
although I am not sure whether that is so because he
never actually came up to me and said, as the
honourable member for Gisbome did, 'You owe me
one'. However, that is a measure of the way Ken
was always interested in his family.
He was a great supporter of the Essendon Football
Club. My wife will testify to the fact that she and
Ken often went to the football. She looks at me with
disdain when I am invited to sit in a corporate box,
because she and Ken were prepared to sit in the rain
in the outer.

On behalf of the family, I thank the Leader of the
OppOSition for his remarks. I consider the greatest
tribute to Ken to have come from someone who
used to be on the opposition side of the chamber:
Frank Wilkes, a former Leader of the OppOSition,
said that Ken was a fair, responsible and respected
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Speaker who served the interests of this Parliament
as much as he loved his family.

On behalf of Jean, Heather, Lindsay, Gaynor, Andre
and all our family I express our appreciation of the
comments of the house.
The SPEAKER - I wish to add my comments in
support of the motion moved by the Premier and
supported by the Leader of the Opposition. Ken
Wheeler was my predecessor for six years, and one
could not help but be touched by his humility, his
dignity and his absolute dedication to serving this
Parliament and, as has been mentioned by a number
of members, to making it relevant to people outside
the Parliament and ensuring that when people came
to visit the Parliament they were impressed by the
behaviour of the members and by the general
decorum.
Above all he was a compassionate man who might
be an object lesson to all members, particularly those
holding marginal seats, in that he was a tireless
worker for the people of Essendon, his electorate. He
became extremely well known and held his seat by
dint of his own personality, his hard work and his
dedication to his electorate.
From time to time he had occasion to take me to
task, as he did the Premier, and I think it was well
deserved. He certainly taught me a few lessons - in
fact, both of us, I think. His life and his dedication to
this Parliament and his community are an object
lesson to all of us.
I wish to add my condolences to his family, and to
join in this condolence motion with the Premier and
the Leader of the Opposition.
Motions agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in
their places.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - I move:
That, as a further mark of respect to the memory of the
late Leslie Victor Shilton, Esquire, Ronald Graham
Henry McAlister, Esquire, and the Honourable Sir
Kenneth Henry Wheeler, the house do now adjourn,
until 8.00 p.m. this day.

Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 6.18 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the chair at 8.09 p.m.
The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the house that I
have given permission for still photographs to be
taken from the press gallery during question time
this evening, but no additional lighting or flashlights
will be used.

COMMISSION TO SWEAR MEMBERS
The SPEAKER announced receipt from His
Excellency the Governor of commission
authorising him to administer oath or affirmation
of allegiance to members who have not taken and
subscribed same since election.

THE MINISTRY
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - I inform the house of
the responsibilities that will be undertaken by
ministers in this Parliament. In the Legislative
Assembly, I will be responsible for the role of
Premier, Minister for Multicultural Affairs and
Minister for the Arts. The honourable member for
Benalla is the Deputy Premier and the Minister for
Agriculture and Resources. He will answer on behalf
of the Minister for Tourism in another place. The
house will note that the Deputy Premier will be
absent on parliamentary business until 18 May and
that in his absence the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services will answer any questions
concerning agriculture and the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management will answer
any questions concerning resources. The honourable
member for Brighton is the Treasurer and Minister
for Multimedia and will answer on behalf of the
Minister for Finance in another place. The
honourable member for Hawthorn is Minister for
Education and will answer on behalf of the Minister
for Industry, Science and Technology in another
place. The honourable member for Wimmera is
Minister for Police and Emergency Services and
Minister for Corrections. The honourable member
for Gippsland West is Minister for Transport and
will answer on behalf of the Minister for Roads and
Ports in another place. The honourable member for
Geelong is Minister for Housing and Minister
responsible for Aboriginal Affairs. The honourable
member for W arrand yte is Minister for Tertiary
Education and Training. The honourable member
for Pakenham is Minister for Planning and Local
Government. The honourable member for Portland
is Minister for Youth and Community Services and
will answer on behalf of the Minister for Health and
Minister for Aged Care in another place. The
honourable member for Gisbome is Minister for
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Sport and Minister for Rural Development and will
answer on behalf of the Minister for Small Business
in another place. The honourable member for
Seymour is Minister for Conservation and Land
Management. The honourable member for Kew is
Attorney-General, Minister for Women's Affairs and
Minister for Fair Trading and will answer on behalf
of the Minister for Gaming in another place.
In the Legislative Council the Honourable Mark
Birrell is Minister for Industry, Science and
Technology; the Honourable Rob Knowles is
Minister for Health and Minister for Aged Care; the
Honourable Roger Hallam is Minister for Finance
and Minister for Gaming; the Honourable Louise
Asher is Minister for Small Business and Minister for
Tourism; and the Honourable Geoff Craige is
Minister for Roads and Ports.
I wish them all well in the discharge of their duties
over the next four years.
@BILL HEAD = LEADERSHIP OF OPPOSITION
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
shall outline details of the opposition's shadow
cabinet. In addition to my responsibilities as Leader
of the Opposition, I am shadow Minister for the Arts
and shadow minister for agriculture and rural
affairs. The honourable member for Richmond is the
deputy leader and shadow minister for planning
and major projects. The honourable member for
Thomastown is shadow Minister for Transport and
the manager of opposition business. The honourable
member for Williamstown is the opposition
spokesperson on treasury and finance and also
industrial relations. The honourable member for
Pascoe Vale is the shadow Minister for Women's
Affairs and shadow minister for family services. The
honourable member for Bundoora is shadow
minister for the environment, conservation and land
management. The honourable member for Yan Yean
is the shadow Minister for Police and Emergency
Services and the shadow Minister for Corrections.
The honourable member for Morwell is the shadow
minister for tertiary education and the shadow
minister for AbOriginal affairs. The honourable
member for Niddrle is the shadow
Attorney-General, shadow Minister for Gaming and
shadow minister assisting the leader on matters of
scrutiny of government - we will bring him on
very soon! The honourable member for Altona is the
shadow Minister for Health and the shadow
minister for youth affairs. The honourable member
for Geelong North is the shadow minister for energy
and resources and the shadow Minister for Tourism.
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The honourable member for Springvale is the
shadow minister for ethnic affairs and also the
shadow minister assisting the shadow Treasurer
with Workcover and industrial relations. The
honourable member for Footscray is the shadow
minister for education, employment and training.
The honourable member for Dandenong is the
shadow minister for sport and recreation and the
shadow minister for consumer affairs. The
honourable member for Albert Park is the shadow
minister for health and commllllity services.
In the upper house the Honourable Monica Gould is
Deputy Leader of the Opposition in the Legislative
Council, the shadow minister assisting the shadow
minister for health and commllllity services, and the
shadow Minister for Aged Care; the Honourable Pat
Power is the shadow minister for local government
and for regional development and the shadow
Minister for Roads and Ports. Finally, the
Honourable Theo Theophanous is Leader of the
Opposition in the Legislative Council, shadow
Minister for Industry, Science and Technology, and
shadow Minister for Small Business.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Ministerial advisers: pecuniary interests
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to the government's code of
conduct for the Victorian public sector which
requires ministerial advisers to make declarations of
their pecuniary interests. Will the Premier assure the
house that all ministerial advisers employed since
1992 have complied with that code and completed
their pecuniary interest declarations?
Mr KENNElT (Premier) - Firstly, I welcome
back the Leader of the Opposition to his job as
Leader of the Opposition. I can assure him we will
be his greatest supporters in that job!
I cannot answer the question in terms of each
specific ministerial adviser. I shall take it on notice
and try to provide the Leader of the OppOSition with
the answer in due course.

Gun control
Mr LUPTON (Knox) - In the light of the terrible
tragedy at Port Arthur, Tasmania, on 28 April will
the Premier inform the house of the support the
government is providing to victims of the shooting
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and their families and the government's support for
national gun control?
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - All members of the
house would have been daunted by the enormous
tragedy at Port Arthur. I am happy to say that,
immediately the tragedy became known, we offered
whatever support we could to the Tasmanian
government to deal with the situation there. It
requested almost immediately some members of our
police force - that is, members of the Special
Operations Group. From memory, we discharged
10 such officers, together with 2 members of the
Police Media Unit, to assist the Tasmanian police
with the inquiries that were flooding in not only
from around Australia but from around the world.
As a follow-up to that, we also provided counsellors
to assist people in Tasmania, particularly
Victorians - not necessarily for those who were
injured but for those who witnessed the tragedy in coming to terms with it. That counselling is
continuing today. The death toll itself was an
absolute tragedy and a number were injured.
However, even those who were not injured but who
witnessed the tragedy will probably be scarred for
life as a result of what they saw and went through.
Counselling is currently under way and will
continue for some time.
The second issue concerns the response of the
Victorian government to the victims appeal fund.
Mr Baker - Just a moment, why didn't you go to
the funerals? Why didn't you go?
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Sunshine!
Mr KENNETI - It is obvious the honourable
member for Sunshine has not learnt anything since
prior to the election; he continues to be an
embarrassment to that side of the house. The
government has decided to contribute an amount of
$250 000 to the victims appeal fund. That is not only
to be allocated - Mr Baker - It was your job. You should have
gone!
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Sunshine will cease interjecting.
Mr KENNETI - Taking into account the
assistance we are already prOviding to families, we
think that figure represents a reasonable
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contribution to the fund, to be used as the trustees
see fit. The appeal committee is headed by the
Honourable Henry Cosgrove, a retired Supreme
Court judge, who will also administer the fund. To
date the fund has raised about $2 million. Tasmania
contributed $100 000, the Commonwealth and New
South Wales have each contributed $200 000 and,
because the impact of this incident on Victorian
families was obviously very heavy, Victoria's
contribution will be $250 000.
Mr Speaker, you are probably also aware that today
federal cabinet met to decide on the administrative
procedures for removing semi-automatic and
automatic weapons from the community. If my
memory serves me correctly, the federal government
will increase the Medicare levy by 0.2 per cent in the
1996-97 financial year. The amount paid by
individuals to remove weapons from our
community will vary according to income - some
will not pay at all because their incomes do not come
within the criteria for payment of the Medicare levy;
others will pay a substantial amount. For politicians
it will probably mean a one-off payment of about
$150. At this stage it appears the administrative
arrangements will be borne by the states.

Prior to knowing what the federal government
would do, I was prepared to release $1 million
immediately to try to assist those who wanted to
surrender their weapons, either licensed or
unlicensed, to do so as quickly as possible. A couple
of issues need to be resolved fairly quickly. One is
that of about 320 retailers that sell firearms
approximately 120 do so as their sole business anecdotal evidence suggests that since the massacre
there has been an enormous increase in sales as
people have begun to believe a ban may be placed
on semi-automatic firearms - and all firearm
retailers are entitled to compensation at cost for the
weapons they have purchased. The government
estimates that that will cost between $1 million and
$2 million in Victoria, and it will have to be looked
at fairly quickly.
Mr Baker - Which cost? The present value or the
historical cost?
Mr KENNETI - No. We estimate it will cost
between $1 million and $2 million - that is the
wholesale price - for the 120 shops involved solely
in the sale of firearms. So we have to address the
issue of compensation for those retailers as a matter
of urgency because their livelihoods will, in one
sense, be altered because of government decisions.
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However, that does not address the question of how
quickly we can bring in the weapons of those who
wish to surrender them. The federal government's
levy is proposed for the financial year 1996-97, but
we will obviously have to move quicker than that.
The government will give consideration to whether
it should provide funds in the short term to enable it
to take in surrendered weapons in the hope of
reimbursement by the federal government from the
Medicare levy receipts.
That leaves to be resolved the question of valuation.
Obviously we do not want people to profit from
surrendering their weapons, but they are entitled to
fair compensation for firearms they surrender that
were purchased, in some cases,legally.
I particularly thank Victorian officers who went to
Tasmania and those who are continuing to provide
counselling and assistance. They have done it before,
and they are a wonderful band of dedicated men
and women. I also thank the Victorian community,
and particularly firearm owners, for the way they
have addressed what has been a fundamental
change in lifestyle.
The community has overwhelmingly expressed a
view that everyone will be safer if these weapons are
taken out of circulation. We will do everything we
can. Tomorrow we will have discussions with the
federal government to see whether the Victorian
government, if it puts up cash to payout owners
who surrender guns, can draw down on the
increased Medicare levy following its introduction
in the next financial year. Honourable members
should understand that we estimate - I think I am
right - that it would cost between $100 million and
$120 million to buy back all the licensed guns, if
surrendered. That does not take into account the
same number - it might be twice as many - held
by owners who are not licensed. We believe the
overall federal government program will cost far in
excess of $500 million. It is an expensive business,
but it is for a good cause.
The program will work only if we have full
community cooperation. I look forward to that
cooperation being offered. This is a window of
opportunity to do something of absolute value, and
the Victorian government will work with the federal
government and any other group in the community
to make sure that fairness is applied as the new
regime is put into place.
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Premier: pecuniary interests
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - The
opposition fully supports the government's
initiatives to implement as rapidly as possible the
decisions of the federal government and ministerial
council on firearms control and lends its full support
to the government in its task of achieving the
recommendations.
My question is to the Premier. I refer to the
extraordinary decision tOnight by Channel 7
management to pull a Today Tonight story that
detailed alleged business links between the Premier
and poker machine king Bruce Mathieson. Did the
Premier or anyone else acting on his behalf contact
the management of the station in an attempt to stop
the story going to air?
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - I would have
thought the Leader of the Opposition, knowing how
unsuccessful he was prior to the last election, would
have at least got someone else to ask this question
rather than again setting himself up for a big fall. Let
me take the house through the circumstances of the
show that appeared - or did not appear - on
Channel 7 tonight. At about 1 o'clock yesterday
afternoon I received a letter from a producer of
Today Tonight. In the letter, after a preamble inviting
me to answer or to appear on his television show,
the producer set out a number of questions. That
was the first time I had been approached by the
individual, whose name I have unfortunately
forgotten. If any members of my staff are listening
they might send it in because there is plenty of
time - this will be a very detailed answer.
At the top of the letter the producer said, 'We have
been trying to contact you for a number of weeks
over the issue'. That was dishonest. That individual
had not once contacted my office or any member of
my staff, nor had the station tried to contact me by
any normal method. The letter the producer sent
yesterday was hand delivered. If he were genuine he
could have sent me a letter at any time over the past
few weeks, but he was dishonest in the way he
portrayed the situation.
He then sent a list of questions he wanted me to
answer. When I received it, as one would imagine, I
had a little chuckle in my normal way. Let the record
show that the letter was written by Mr Greg Hoy, a
reporter, as I understand, for the Today Tonight show
produced by Mark Forbes, who - it will come as no
surprise to anybody - was with the Sunday Age. As
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I think 1 said when he left the Sunday Age to join the
Today Tonight show, the virus is spreading.
The letter invited me to respond because they were
going to run the show that night and the next day,
and they wanted my assistance or denial, or
whatever, so I said to my staff, '1 don't think I
should respond. Let it go to air; after all, I have just
finished one set of renovations at home but 1 have
not completed what I have in mind, and I would like
to pursue the completion of the home in which I
live'.
Shortly after that, at about 5 o'clock, 1 received a call
from Channel 7. I hope I am not doing the
individual a disservice by saying this. He had been
to see me a few weeks before - that is, the new
producer of the Today Tonight show, an individual
by the name of John Boland, whom I have known
for many years. He actually approached me in my
office some two weeks before asking me to appear
on the Today Tonight show. I have not been able to fit
it in since it went to air about two and a half years
ago, mainly because of its ratings failure.
Mr Boland actually wrote me a subsequent
follow-up letter in which he said he would like me
to consider a regular weekly spot on the Today
Tonight show. 1 thought it was appropriate because
we do it on 3AW, and their ratings are high, thanks
to the combination, and we do it on FM. I wrote
back to Mr Boland and said, 'Thank you very much,
I will take it on board and think about it'. At about 5
o'clock yesterday afternoon Mr Boland telephoned
me and said, 'I am ringing on behalf of Mr Garry
Rice. He wants to know whether you got the letter
this afternoon'. I said, 'Yes, I have, John, but I'm
trying to decide whether to respond or not because,
to be quite honest, I want to do more renovations'.
He said, 'Is anything true?' and we went through it
in part and in general terms. I have known John a
long time; he is a good media soldier and I felt a bit
sorry for him because he had obviously been sent on
a mission.
I sat down and wrote a letter answering the
questions that were put to me by Greg Hoy. Some
people in the media, who are probably listening,
would understand what I am talking about because
yesterday Mark Forbes, ex Sunday Age, was ringing
journalists saying, 'Hey, have we got a story for you.
It's going to break'. We know very well who was
assisting him. Some of those in this place now also
assisted him before the election, together with an
honourable member who is no longer in the
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Parliament but who has earned himself a reputation
as perhaps the most unsavoury politician we have
had in the Parliament in many years.
I wrote the letter and did not speak to anyone else.
But I did speak to my chief of staff and said, 'Look,
Mr Boland telephoned me obviously on the
instruction of Mr Rice. Could you please ensure that
we send Mr Rice by fax a copy of the letter that
Mr Greg Hoy sent me and my response'. Obviously
Mr Hoy was misrepresenting the television station
and he was in my opinion making claims that were
grossly untrue.
I went off last night and joined all you happy little
bunnies at Government House for the normal
reception. Some of you were obviously sitting there
with bated breath thinking, 'Why is he looking so
happy and calm?' knowing what you knew. In fact
you had been up to your armpits with young Mark
Forbes in trying to bring down this fellow you have
for four years been trying so unsuccessfully to bring
down.
The faxes were sent to Mr Rice. I think Mr Rice
telephoned my chief of staff about 11 o'clock to
confirm that he had received the faxes we had sent:
the letter from Mr Hoy and my response.
Mr Baker interjected.
Mr KENNElT - The man you elected
unanimously as leader asked me the question. Let
me finish the answer. I went home very relaxed
expecting today to see the Today Tonight show
tOnight. There has been a great deal of publicity at
Channel 7. In fact, today Mr Forbes went on radio
saying, 'Look for tOnight'. He has probably defamed
me in what he said on radio this moming. Apart
from Mr Boland yesterday, I have spoken to no-one
at Channel 7 management and, apart from the one
call yesterday in response from Mr Rice saying that
he received the faxes I sent, I do not think my staff
have, either.
At about 3.30 this afternoon I received another fax
from Channel 7 indicating that they were not happy.
We know that Mr Forbes has not been working
alone on this, don't we, Mr Hulls? Come on down,
Mr Hulls! I received this second letter faxed through
to me and I said, 'Gosh, it had gone so well
yesterday, I tried to help and assist, but this latest
claim was so outrageous that I don't think I will
even respond to this one'. Le and behold fortunately condolences had finished - I thought I
would go to my room and watch Today Tonight. I
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missed last night because I was with you guys. I
thought I would get the real punch story tonight.
Just before it went to air I received a message saying,
'It's going to be pulled'. I said, 'You're joking. It's
not going to be pulled. They have been besmirching
my character for the past four days'. As I was saying
this, 10 and behold, in the middle of the news break,
up came an advertisement telling the viewers, 'Stay
tuned, we are going to get Kennett because of his
association with a chap named Mathieson'. The
break before it was meant to go to air Channel 7 was
still running it.
Then members on the other side went to their rooms
with bated breath waiting to see the program. What
happened? One of the most extraordinary things I
have ever seen on television: up comes an apology
from the presenter who said, 'We are sorry, but we
are not going on with this program. It is being
pulled because of management'.
She was about to introduce the next story when, all
of a sudden, an advertisement came on for Channel
7. The presenter came back and looked a little
startled. They went through the story and the next
presenter was not the presenter for the show but
David Johnston. At that stage I heard that the
presenter of the original show had resigned or been
sacked, and then I received a call that she had
collapsed and had to be taken by ambulance to
hospital.
In answer to the honourable, and I hope permanent,
Leader of the OppOSition, who was set up by the
now honourable member for Niddrie in his former
job as chief of staff to the Leader of the Opposition, I
say that the new honourable member for Niddrie
and the Leader of the Opposition are still at their old
dirty tricks; they still do not understand that the
public is absolutely sick of them. Not once did I
speak to management at Channel 7, not once, except
for Mr Boland who telephoned me as a personal
telephone call, and I answered as I have said.

There is a consistent line of what I can only describe
as dirty journalism associated with Mark Forbes. He
was at the Sunday Age when he was supported by
the Labor Party and people on that side and in the
other place. It is continuing now. If Channel 7 has
any recourse at all, it should think about the way in
which the virus of unprofessional standards is
spreading among its own troops. They can put it on
but it should be factually correct. They may decide
to run the show tomorrow or the day after, but I can
only say that this is a major strike-out for Today
Tonight, and it is an even bigger strike-out for those
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in the ALP, particularly those who have just joined
this house at the last election who have not learnt a
thing as a result of the election just completed.
I look forward to the next question from, I hope, the
permanent Leader of the Opposition. You are a
rabble, you lead a rabble. You believe in nothing!

The SPEAKER - Order! I commend to ministers
the concept that their answers to questions be
relatively short. The Premier took 11 minutes to
answer a relatively straightforward question, the
answer to which I believe was no. If we are to have
order during question time, the answers to questions
should be relatively brief.

Red Shield Appeal
Mr JENKINS (Ballarat West) - Will the Minister
for Youth and Community Services inform the
house of the government's response to the Salvation
Army's Red Shield Appeal?
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - I thank the honourable
member for Ballarat West for his question and for
his interest in the Red Shield Appeal. As honourable
members would know, the Salvation Army is a
worthwhile and multipurpose charity. It does great
work right across Australia and right across the
world. In Victoria particularly it is well known as a
provider of services, especially for those who are in
most need. The army is often seen as the first
organisation to put out its hand to help people and it
works with them through a range of situations. It is
always ready to support people who have got back
on their feet but who have perhaps stumbled and
need a little bit of extra help. The Salvation Army is
always ready at the end of a telephone with advice
and assistance.
The Salvation Army has an excellent track record for
providing services to those in need, and therefore it
was with great pleasure that yesterday morning I
was able to represent the Premier, the government
and indeed all Victorians in presenting the Salvation
Army with a cheque for $50000 from the Victorian
government for its annual Red Shield Appeal.
The Red Shield Appeal is run annually by the
Salvation Army and is an effort to seek community
support for its good work. The Salvation Army
receives about $8 million a year from the Victorian
government to run programs for those who are
disadvantaged, and $6 million of that goes to the
accommodation and assistance program to assist
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those who are homeless, particularly young people
and families in need of that sort of support.
The gift of $50 000 from the government will be used
specifically for a program called Crossplay. The
program is run under the umbrella of the
Crossroads program of the Salvation Army, which
focuses on the work done in the United Kingdom
and the United States of America. That work has
found that many disadvantaged families have
difficulty coping with their children and
understanding the role of parenting. Parenting is an
important role in our society but it is one for which
no formal training or education is given.
Disadvantaged people often have difficulty coping
with parenting, and the Crossplay program will help
them to better understand their children, play with
their children and build their self-esteem. The
government has directed that the $50 000 be used for
that program.
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chief of staff. Under no circumstances did anyone
threaten anyone at Channel 7. Far from it, we
actually encouraged Mr Boland to get on with the
show. We wanted Channel 7 to show it because,
based on the letter presented to us, they were in
great trouble. I do not know the answer, so if the
Leader of the Opposition wants to know why
Channel 7 management did anything he should ring
Channel 7 management. I am not Channel 7
management. I suspect the show was probably
pulled tOnight not because of management, which
was blamed for it, but because of its own legal
advice. Those who know, those who have been
hearing about this story, know that the show has
been before the channel's legal representatives for
most of the afternoon.
Mr Brumby, I can only suggest that you just keep
asking those questions!

Grand prix: economic outcomes
Yesterday morning when I visited the Crossroads
project in Flemington to present the cheque I looked
at the work being done to assist young people to
rebuild their skills and self-esteem in the workplace.
Participants in the program make an excellent range
of furniture, and I urge those who are considering
buying furniture for their offices or houses to look at
the furniture produced by the This Way Up
furniture company.
This week the Salvation Army will be looking for

assistance from the Victorian community and I urge
all Victorians to support the Red Shield Appeal. For
one week we should give the Salvos a hand because
for 52 weeks of the year they give all those who are
in need a hand!

Premier: pecuniary interests
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to his previous answer regarding
the decision by Channel 7 management to pull this
evening's Today Tonight story and I ask: did the
Premier or anyone acting on his behalf threaten to
withdraw government advertiSing from Channel 7 if
the story went to air this evening?
Mr KENNETf (Premier) - Every Premier or
Prime Minister would love to have an opposition
like this, but you are mine and you are going to stay
right there! I don't know where the Leader of the
Opposition comes from. I might have given a long
answer before, but I thought I explained in fairly
clear detail that I received only two telephone calls:
one from Mr Boland and one from Mr Rice to my

Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - Will the Premier detail
to the house the final assessment of the economic
benefit to Victoria from the staging of the Australian
Formula One Grand Prix in March and the financial
outcome for the state?

Mr KENNETf (Premier) - As everyone on the
government side of the house knows the Australian
grand prix was a roaring success enjoyed by most
Victorians, with a few notable absentees! I am happy
to report that the total attendance for the four days
of the grand prix was 401 000 people, and on the
Sunday of the grand prix 154 000 people attended
Albert Park. Importantly, the government received
extra tax receipts over and above anything to do
with the grand prix - except for the fact it was
being staged - of about $6.9 million - that is, for
extra Workcover costs and other fees and charges.
Moreover, simply because we held the race we
gained an economic benefit to industry in the state
of $95.6 million of extra expenditure. That is
separate from the $6.9 million the government
received.
Earlier I indicated that on information I had received
the loss associated with the grand prix would be of
the order of $700 000, but I promised the house and
the community that the costings associated with it
would include every cost we believed was correctly
apportioned to the grand prix and so we added in
other figures. We left out costings regarding the
signage for Melbourne which appeared around the
world. The huge value of that was put down by
auditors as being in the order of millions of dollars,
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but we said it was not a correct inclusion. Obviously,
we could sell that site to another sponsor but we
want to keep it for advertising Melbourne at future
events.
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MI5 WADE (Attorney-General) - The matter
raised by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has
been referred to the Solicitor-General for advice.

Public transport: grand prix
The total loss associated with the race was
$1.789 million, which includes absolutely everything
we could find that should be charged to the grand
prix. It includes a charge of $1.7 million for extra
security necessary throughout the construction of
the track and the running of the race. In other words,
after we had paid the licence fee - whatever that
figure was, because obviously it was not publicly
disclosed - the loss for the first grand prix was
$1.789 million, including $1.7 million for extra
security.
The figures supplied by the Australian Grand Prix
Corporation will be audited by the Auditor-General,
so the auditing will be independent of government.
It will not be done by an auditor selected by the
government; it will be done by the Parliament's
auditor. He and his staff will go through the figures
and report to Parliament in due course.
Victoria's first grand prix, despite all the opposition
and including the payment of the licence fee and all
associated costs charged to the grand prix but
without including potential revenue sources such as
signage, has made a loss of $1.789 million, including
$1.7 million for extra security. I am confident the
grand prix will be profitable next year. The Adelaide
Grand Prix made a profit only in the second last or
last grand prix it held when it knew it had lost the
event. This is an incredible result for Victoria and a
good investment. It has cost this state nothing and
yet Victoria has received $6.9 million in new tax
receipts together with an economic value to business
of $95.6 million and a potential tourist value in
excess of $100 million a year.
The event was viewed by approximately 600 million
people throughout the world. This has been a great
investment for Victoria and I hope the opposition
will come to appreciate that it is an event not just for
all Victorians but a national event for the promotion
of Australia.

Premier: contempt investigation
Mr DOLLIS (Richmond) - I refer the
Attorney-General to the Premier's comments to the
liberal Party state council on Sunday in relation to
the National Crime Authority and John Elliott and I
ask: will the Attorney-General investigate whether
contempt charges should be laid against the Premier?

Mr A. F. PLOWMAN (Benambra) - Will the
Minister for Transport advise the house of the
success of the Met in transporting hundreds of
thousands of people to and from the Australian
grand prix at Albert Park?
Mr BROWN (Minister for Transport) - I take
this opportunity of congratulating you, Mr Speaker,
on your elevation to the high office of Speaker of this
house.
On the weekend of 9 and 10 March this year
Melbourne hosted the spectacularly successful
Australian Formula One Grand Prix at Albert Park.
Many sceptics, particularly members of the
opposition, said it would not succeed, but what a
great success it proved to be and how wrong they
were. Some 450 000 people attended the circuit over
the four days of the grand prix. On race day 154 000
witnessed the return of formula one racing to
Albert Park after a 40-year absence.

With virtually no parking available around the
circuit the Australian Grand Prix Corporation was
understandably keen for as many spectators as
possible to catch public transport to the venue. I am
pleased and proud to inform the house that the Met
delivered a truly outstanding and world-class
service in moving hundreds of thousands of people
to the track during an extremely busy four-day
period for my staff. The Met conducted the largest
movement of people by public transport for a single
sporting event in the history of this nation. Met
trams delivered more than 60 000 people to the track
on Sunday, 10 March and over the four-day event
carried well over 200 000 people to and from the
circuit.
For that task my staff mobilised nearly 1500 Met
tram staff to provide services which included shuttle
trams along Clarendon Street and St Kilda Road.
More than 4000 tram trips were made between the
city and Albert Park and nearly 500 trams were in
service throughout the system on the day of the race.
That is double the number of trams which normally
provide a service on Sundays.
Furthermore, it should be noted that the additional
services were made possible due to the sponsorship
of the naming sponsor, Transurban. I remember
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hearing criticism about the cost to the taxpayer of
the provision of public transport, and no-one argued
that it was other than a brilliant service. When the
clowns found out that the service was provided at
the cost of Transurban they had nothing to say!
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intellectual disability reside. The question has its
basis, I understand, in the tragic event on 8 April at
Kew Cottages, or Kew Residential Services.
Mr Thwaites - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the question didn't relate to Kew at all.

Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr BROWN - Strident criticism of the cost to
the public purse was made in various articles. Met
train services to Flinders Street Station were also
increased and 360 more train services than normal
were provided on the Sunday of the race. Nightrider
bus services were increased to 3O-minute services
and operated on a IS-minute frequency between
St Kilda, South Melbourne and the city.
Over the four days of the grand prix the Met and
V /Line provided almost a million extra services,
and I emphasise that point.
Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr BROWN - Why did you try to close
Upfield? Have you read Jolm Cain's memoirs? I
have so much good news about the grand prix.
Mr Cooper - Tell us!
Mr BROWN - I plan to if they give me a chance.
Inclusive in the additional million journeys were
450 000 to and from the track by Met tram, 465 000
by Met train, almost 10 000 by Met bus and almost
400 services by V /Line. In anyone's view, the public
transport system provided for the grand prix was an
outstanding success. In fact, surveys conducted of
people leaving the track showed that approximately
80 per cent, including those who did not take public
transport, will use it next time - that is a
world-class outcome for a world-class transport
service that backed up a world-class event for this
great city of Melbourne.

Community residential units: fire safety
Mr THW AITES (Albert Park) - Will the
Minister for Youth and Community Services give an
assurance to the house that his department has
complied with all the recommendations of the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade for the safety of residents
in community residential units for the disabled?
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - Mr Speaker, the question
relates to fire safety at residences where people with

The SPEAKER - Order! There is no point of
order.
Dr NAPTHINE - I am sure all members of the
house would share the concern of all Victorians
about that tragedy and would particularly pass on
sympathy to the families involved. I also take this
opportunity to thank those involved in emergency
services - the police, the fire brigade, the
ambulance service - and particularly the staff at
Kew Residential Services and other Department of
Human Services staff who provided support on that
night and during the follow-up.
The coroner is now investigating the situation and
we are supporting the coroner in that investigation.
Mr Thwaites - Mr Speaker, I raise a point of
order on the question of relevance. The minister
seems to be answering a question relating to Kew
Cottages. This question had nothing whatsoever to
do with Kew Cottages; it refers to community
residential units. The minister would know, if he
had any knowledge of his department, that Kew
Cottages is not a community residential unit. This
relates to whether his department has followed all
recommendations of the Metropolitan Fire Brigade
in relation to the safety of residents at community
residential units. Can he give that assurance or
not - simple question, simple answer!

Mr Brown - On the point of order, Mr Speaker,
although it may not suit the honourable member for
Albert Park, a minister may answer as he or she sees
fit. In fact the question related to the provision of
emergency services. That was included in the
question. Although it may not suit the political
purpose of the ALP and the particular purpose of
the member who asked the question, if the
minister's answer is relevant to emergency services,
which was part of the question, the minister is
totally in order.
The SPEAKER - Order! I thank the Minister for
Transport for giving the answer I was about to give.
A minister may develop his answer as he sees fit and
he must be relevant to the general question. I ask the
minister to address the question and complete his
answer.

NUNAWADING PROVINCE BY-ELECTION
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Dr NAPTHINE - As I was saying, people with
intellectual disabilities are housed in a range of
accommodation options in the state of Victoria. The
situation is that for the first time in 100 years the
former minister, the honourable member for
Bendigo East, looked at the issue of fire safety in a
number of our congregate care facilities and
introduced fire audits. The fire audits identified
areas where improvements were needed and the
former minister instituted action along the lines
recommended by the fire audits to improve those
congregate care facilities.

I am also advised that community residential units
have fire protection, so all residential facilities, both
congregate care and community residential, now
have the benefit of fire protection.

NUNAWADING PROVINCE
BY-ELECTION
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CLASSIFICAnON GUIDELINES
MI5 WADE (Attorney-General) - By leave, I
move:
That there be laid before this house a copy of:

(a) Determination of printed matter classification
guidelines;
(b)

Determination of guidelines for the classification of
films and videotapes;

(c) Determination of guidelines for the classification of
computer games;
(d)

Amendment no. 1 to the national classification code;
and

(e)

Agreement between the commonwealth and states
relating to a revised cooperative legislative scheme
for censorship in Australia.

Motion agreed to.
Mr FINN (Tullamarine) tomorrow I will move:

I give notice that

That this house - (a) notes the involvement of the
honourable member for Thomastown, in his then role
as State Secretary of the Australian Labor Party, to
manipulate the result of the Nunawading Province
by-election in 1985 by orchestrating a campaign to
mislead and defraud voters in the by-election; (b)
further notes the refusal of the honourable member for
Thomastown to cooperate with the police investigation
of this scandal and now calls on the honourable
member to disclose the full facts of his and other
Australian Labor Party members' involvement in this
corrupt incident; and (c) calls on all members of the
opposition to publicly dissociate themselves from the
actions of the honourable member for Thomastown
and to support the demand that he disclose to the
house the facts relating to his involvement in this gross
abuse of the electoral system.
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - On a
point of order, Mr Speaker, I seek your ruling on
whether that notice of motion is in order, given that
it makes a serious imputation against a particular
member.
The SPEAKER - Order! The motion is in order.
It is only by a specific motion that members can raise
such matters. It is a very serious matter and is not to
be treated lightly. I hope the honourable member for
Tullamarine is not raising it in any frivolous way.
Such matters can be raised only by substantive
motion. This is a substantive motion and therefore is
in order.

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) presented
documents in compliance with foregoing order.
Laid on table.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
COMMITTEE
Wheel clamping
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) presented on
practice of immobilising and removing trespassing
vehicles on private property, together with
appendices and minutes of evidence.
Mr Micallef - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I
raise a matter of concern - namely, that between
the last parliamentary session and this
parliamentary session the former Chairman of the
Community Development Committee went public
about the findings of the committee before the
report was tabled in the house. I want to know,
Mr Speaker, whether that sets a precedent for
members of future committees, including the
chairmen, making findings public before the reports
are tabled in the house?
The SPEAKER - Order! I am not prepared to
rule on that point of order at this stage. I will take
advice on the matter and advise the house tomorrow
of the outcome of my deliberations.
Laid on table.

PREMIER'S DRUG ADVISORY COUNCIL
ASSEMBLY
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Ordered that report and appendices be printed.

PREMIER'S DRUG ADVISORY
COUNCIL

Building Act 1993 - Building Code of Australia
1990 - Amendment No. 9 (two papers)
Casey Institute of TAFE - Report for the year 1995

Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) presented
report.

Central Gippsland College of T AFE - Report for the
year 1995 (five papers)

Laid on table.

Central Highlands Region Water Authority - Report
for the year 1994-95, together with notification from the
Minister for Natural Resources of the failure to submit
the annual report and the reasons therefor

Ordered to be printed.

COUNTY COURT JUDGES
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) presented, by
command of His Excellency the Governor, report
for 1994-95.
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Oerk:
Albury-Wodonga Development Corporation - Report
for the year 1994-95 (incorporates the Reports of the
Albury-Wodonga (Victoria) Corporation and the
Albury-Wodonga (New South Wales) Corporation
Anti-Cancer Council - Report for the year 1994-95
Bacchus Marsh Shire Council Water and Waste Water
Functions - Report for the year ended 30 September
1994, together with notification from the Minister for
Natural Resources of the failure to submit the annual
report and the reasons therefor
Ballarat School of Mines and Industries - Report for
the year 1995
Barton Institute of TAPE - Report for the year 1995
Barwon Region Water Authority - Report for the year
1994-95
Bendigo Regional Institute of TAPE - Report for the
year 1995

Box Hill Institute of TAFE - Report for the year 1995
Broken River Management Board - Report for the
year 1994-95, together with notification from the
Minister for Natural Resources of the failure to submit
the annual report and the reasons therefor

Central Wellington Health Service - Report for the
year 1994-95
Cobram Shire Council Water and Waste Water
Functions - Report for the year 1993-94, together with
notification from the Minister for Natural Resources of
the failure to submit the annual report and the reasons
therefor
Dental Board (includes the Specialist Practitioners
Qualifications Committee) - Report for the year ended
30 September 1995
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 Documents pursuant to section 12H(1) Poisons Code - Standard for the Uniform
Scheduling of Drugs and Poisons No. ID,
Amendment No. 1 and Notice regarding the
amendment, commencement and availability of
the Poisons Code (three papers)
Poisons Code - Standard for the Uniform
Scheduling of Drugs and Poisons No. 10,
Amendment No. 2 and Notice regarding the
amendment, commencement and availability of
the Poisons Code (two papers)
East Gippsland Institute of TAFE - Report for the year
1995
Euroa Nagambie Regional Water Authority - Report
for the year 1994
Financial Management Act 1994 - Notification from
the Minister for Health on the failure of the following
Public Bodies to submit their 1995 annual report and
the reasons therefor:
Corangamite Regional Hospital Services (includes
Camperdown District Hospital and Lismore and
District Hospital)
Macarthur and District Memorial Hospital (to 30
April 1995)
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Western Highlands Health Service (includes
Creswick District Hospital and Daylesford District
Hospital)

Nhill Hospital
Austin and Repatriation Medical Centre (includes
Austin Spinal and Heidelberg Hospital
(incorporating Heidelberg Repatriation Hospital»
Momington Peninsula Hospital

Kiewa Murray Region Water Authority - Report for
the year 1994-95, together with notification from the
Minister for Natural Resources of the failure to submit
the annual report and the reasons therefor
Latrobe Regional Commission - Report for the period
ended 15 August 1995 (in lieu of Report previously tabled)
Local Authorities Superannuation Scheme - Report on
the Actuarial Investigation for the year 1994-95

Alexandra and District Ambulance Service
Financial Management Act 1994 - Report of the
Minister for Tertiary Education and Training advising
that he had received the Annual Report of the Driver
Education Centre of Australia Ltd. (OECA) pursuant to
section 53A (6)
Gippsland Rural Water - Report for the year 1994-95
Glenelg Region Water Authority - Report for the year
1994-95, together with notification from the Minister
for Natural Resources of the failure to submit the
annual report and the reasons therefor
Gordon Institute of TAFE - Report for the year 1995
Goulburn Valley Institute of TAFE - Report for the
year 1995
Goulbum Valley Region Water Authority - Report for
the year 1994-95, together with notification from the
Minister for Natural Resources of the failure to submit
the annual report and the reasons therefor
Government Employee Housing AuthOrity - Report
for the period 1 July 1994 to 29 February 1996
Grain Elevators Board - Report for the year 1994-95
Harness Racing Board - Report for the year 1994-95,
together with notification from the Minister for Sport of
the failure to submit the annual report and the reasons
therefor
Holmesglen College of TAFE - Report for the year
1995
Infertility (Medical Procedures) Act 1984 - Report for
the year 1994-95 by the Secretary, Department of
Health and Community Services to the Minister for
Health pursuant to S. 22(4)
John Batman Institute of TAFE - Report for the year
1995
Kangan Institute of TAFE - Report for the year 1995

-

Lower Murray Region Water Authority - Report for
the year 1994-95, together with notification from the
Minister for Natural Resources of the failure to submit
the annual report and the reasons therefor
Macarthur and District Community Outreach
Service - Report for the year 1994-95 (incorporating
Macarthur and District Memorial Hospital up to 30
April 1995) (two papers)
Martial Arts Board - Report for the year 1994-95,
together with notification of failure to submit annual
report and the reasons therefor
Medical Practitioners Board - Report for the period
ended 30 September 1995
Melbourne City Link Act 1995 - Notification from the
Minister for Planning and Local Government of the
following Amendments to the Melbourne City Link
Agreement:
Deed amending the Master Security Deed (dated
20 February 1996)
Deed amending the Concession Deed (dated 20
February 1996) and explanatory notes
Melbourne Institute of Textiles - Report for the year
1995
MOmington Peninsula Hospital - Report for the year
1994-95 (five papers)
National Tennis Centre Trust - Report for the year
1994-95
Northern Melbourne Institute of TAFE - Report for
the year 1995
Numurkah Shire Council Water and Waste Water
Functions - Report for the year 1993-94, together with
notification from the Minister for Natural Resources of
the failure to submit the annual report and the reasons
therefor
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Outer Eastern College of TAFE - Report for the year
1995
Ovens Region Water Authority - Report for the year
1994-95, together with notification from the Minister
for Natural Resources of the failure to submit the
annual report and the reasons therefor

Ballarat Planning Scheme Consolidation
Amendment
Banyule Amalgamation Amendment
Banyule Planning Scheme - No. RLl70
Bass Planning Scheme - Nos lA!, L43
Beechworth Planning Scheme - No. L28

Ovens River Management Board - Report for the year
1994-95, together with notification from the Minister
for Natural Resources of the failure to submit the
annual report and the reasons therefor
Parliamentary Committees Act 1968 - Response of the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services on action
taken with respect to the recommendations made by
the Crime Prevention Committee's Inquiry into Sexual
Offences Against Children and Adults - "Combating
Child Sexual Assault An Integrated Model"
Supplementary Response of the Treasurer on
action taken with respect to the recommendations
made by the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee's Interim Report on the State's Budget
and Financial Management Framework
Response of the Treasurer on action taken with
respect to the recommendations made by the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee's Final
Report on the 1993-94 Budget Estimates and
Outcomes
Response of the Minister for Fair Trading on the
action taken with respect to the recommendations
made by the Law Reform Committee's three
Reports entitled "Curbing the Phoenix Company"
Peninsula Institute of TAFE - Report for the year 1995
Peter MacCallum Cancer Institute - Report for the
year 1994-95

Belfast Planning Scheme - No. lA
Benalla (City) Planning Scheme - No. L33
Berwick Planning Scheme - Nos L74, L75, L91
Part 2, LIOI, L102, Ll05
Boroondara Planning Scheme - Nos U, L3 Part 1,
L6, L9, Lll, Ll5
Bright Planning Scheme - Nos L43, L44
Brighton Planning Scheme - Nos L26, L2B, U9
Brimbank Planning Scheme - Nos L3, LS, LlO,
Ll2,Ll4,Ll6
Broadford Planning Scheme - No. Ll4
Broadmeadows Planning Scheme - Nos L69, L73
Bulla Planning Scheme - Nos L78, L1l4
Campaspe Planning Scheme - Nos lA, L7, L8
Castlemaine Planning Scheme - Nos Ll4, Ll8
Caulfield Planning Scheme - Nos L33, L37
Charlton Planning Scheme Consolidation
Amendment
Colac Otway Planning Scheme - No. L7
Corangamite Planning Scheme - No. lA
Cranboume Planning Scheme - Nos L24, LlOO
Part 2, LUB, Ll31, Ll62, Ll71
Creswick Planning Scheme - No. lA

Planning and Environment Act 1987 - Notices of
approval of amendments to the following Planning
Schemes:
Alberton Planning Scheme - Nos 1.39, lA3
All Planning Schemes - Nos 541, 552, 553, 557,
558,S59,SL2
Altona Planning Scheme - No. L44
Ararat Planning Scheme - No. L2
Bacchus Marsh Planning Scheme - Nos L48 Part
1,LS2
Ballan Planning Scheme - No. Ll4
Ballarat Planning Scheme - No. LS

Croydon Planning Scheme - Nos 1..66 Part 2, L73
Dandenong Planning Scheme - No. lA5
Darebin Planning Scheme - Nos LI, L3, LB, L20,
RLl70
Delatite Amalgamation Amendment
Diamond Valley Planning Scheme - Nos L60,
L6I,L62,L63
Doncaster and Templestowe Planning Scheme Nos LS2, L77, L82, L99, Ll01, Ll02, Ll03, Ll04,
LI06
Eltham Planning Scheme - Nos lA5, LSl, LS2
Essendon Planning Scheme - No. L62
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Flinders Planning Scheme - Nos L109, LI27, LI36
Frankston Planning Scheme - Nos L71, L72
French Island Planning Scheme - No. L8
Greater Bendigo Planning Scheme - Nos L7, LI9,
L20,L20L28,133,L41,L44,L45,L46
Greater Geelong Planning Scheme - Nos L137,
R92, RI03, R1l5 Part 2, R1l8 Part 2, R129, R131,
R132, Rl34 Part 1, R137, R138, Rl40, Rl44, R145,
Rl46, RL135
Healesville Planning Scheme - Nos L61, 1.62, R15

Momington Planning Scheme - Nos L48 Part 1,
LSl,LS8,L63
Mortlake Planning Scheme - No. LS
Morwell Planning Scheme - Nos L41 Part B, LSO,
LSl,LS2,LS3
Narracan Planning Scheme - Nos 135 Part 2, LSO,
LS2
Nunawading Planning Scheme - No. L79
Oakleigh Planning Scheme - Nos L42, L4S, LSO

Heidelberg Planning Scheme - No. L74

Pakenham Planning Scheme - Nos L86 Part 1,
L97,Ll01,Ll02,Ll06,Ll09,Lll6,Lll8

Heywood Planning Scheme - No. Ll3

Port Fairy Planning Scheme - Nos L13 Part 2, L14

Horsham (Rural City) Planning Scheme - Nos Ll,
L2,L3,L6

Port of Melbourne Planning Scheme - No. LIS

Hurne Amalgamation Amendment

Port Phillip Planning Scheme - Nos L9, LIS, L17,
RL169

Keilor Planning Scheme - Nos L82, LIOO

Portland City Planning Scheme - No. L40

Kingston Amalgamation Amendment

Ringwood Planning Scheme - Nos L38, 139, L40,

Kingston Planning Scheme - Nos LI, L6
Knox Planning Scheme - Nos L88, L94, L95, L97,
L98,L99,LI03
Lillydale Planning Scheme - Nos LI51, LI55,
L157,L159,Ll64,Ll66,R15
Macedon Ranges Planning Scheme - Nos L26, 139
Maribyrnong Planning Scheme - Nos L4, LlO,
Lll,LI3
Melbourne Planning Scheme - Nos LI, LI96,
Ll99,L203,L204,L205,L207,L208,L210,L211,
L214
Melton Planning Scheme - Nos L43, L65
Metropolitan Region Planning Schemes - No.
RL168
Milawa Planning Scheme - Nos L4, L6, L7
Mildura (City) Planning Scheme - No. LSO
Mildura Shire Planning Scheme - Nos 135, 137
Mirboo Planning Scheme - No. LI3
Mitchell Planning Scheme - Nos L2, L9, LlO, L73
Moonee Valley Amalgamation Amendment
Moonee Valley Planning Scheme - No. L6

L48

Rodney Planning Scheme - No. L86
Rosedale Planning Scheme - No. 137
Sale Planning Scheme - No. L29
Sandringham Planning Scheme - No. LI8
Shepparton Shire Planning Scheme - No. L74
Sherbrooke Planning Scheme - Nos L83, L88, L92,
L96,L99,Ll0l,Llll,L113,Ll18,R15
South Gippsland Planning Scheme - No. 131
Springvale Planning Scheme - Nos L86, L90, L91,
L94
Stawell (City) Planning Scheme - No. 130
Stawell (Shire) Planning Scheme - No. L9 Part 1
Stonnington Planning Scheme - Nos 13, L6, L9,
LI2
Surf Coast Planning Scheme - Nos 135, R27, R34,
R37,RL33
Swan Hill (City) Planning Scheme - Nos L2O, L2l
Tallangatta Planning Scheme - No. L7
Tambo Planning Scheme - No. L65

Moorabbin Planning Scheme - Nos L36, L54, L56

Traralgon (City) Planning Scheme - Nos LSl, LS2,
LS5,L57,1.6l,L62

Mordialloc Planning Scheme - Nos Ll4, LI5, LI6

Traralgon (Shire) Planning Scheme - No. L52

Moreland Planning Scheme - Nos L7, LIl, LI2,
LI8

Upper Yarra Planning Scheme - Nos 133, L41,
LSO,LS1,L52,L54,R15
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Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges
Regional Strategy Plan Amendment Nos 82, 83, 84,
85,86,87,88,89,90
Warragul Planning Scheme - Nos L4O, L46, 147,
L49
Warrnambool Planning Scheme - Nos L2, Ll5,
Ll6
Warrnambool (Shire) Planning Scheme - Nos Lll
Part 2, L11 Part 3, Ll2
Waverley Planning Scheme Consolidation
Amendment
Werribee Planning Scheme - Nos L77, L84, L89,
L95,L97
Whittlesea Planning Scheme - Nos Ll11, Ll20,
L122, L125, L126

Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987 - S.R
No. 159
County Court Act 1958 - S.R. Nos 146, 169
Country Fire AuthOrity Act 1958 - S.R. No. 188
Dangerous Goods Act 1985 - S.R Nos 181, 182,

183
Dentists Act 1972 - S.R. No. 161
Equal Opportunity Act 1995 - S.R. No. 158
Estate Agents Act 1980 - S.R No. 179
Firearms Act 1958 - S.R No. 153
Food Act 1984 - S.R. No. 162
Gaming Machine Control Act 1991 - S.R No. 145
Gas Industry Act 1994 - S.R No. 178

Williamstown Planning Scheme - No. 137

Health Act 1958 - S.R. No. 163

Wodonga Amalgamation Amendment

Land Tax Act 1958 - S.R No. 166

Wodonga Planning Scheme - No. L72

Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 - S.R No. 170

Wodonga Rural City Planning Scheme - No. 14

Local Government Act 1989 - S.R No. 164

Woorayl Planning Scheme - No. L48

Magistrates' Court Act 1989 - S.R Nos 149, 152,
172

Yackandandah Planning Scheme - No. L28
Yalloum Works Area Planning Scheme - No. L2
Yarra Planning Scheme - Nos 13, Ll7, Ll9
Prince Henry's Institute of Medical Research - Report
for the year 1995
Rural Finance Act 1988 - Direction by the Treasurer to
the Rural Finance Corporation to establish, operate and
administer a scheme of assistance for persons carrying
on fanning who have been affected by drought
South Gippsland Region Water Authority - Report for
the year 1994-95, together with notification from the
Minister for Natural Resources of the failure to submit
the annual report and the reasons therefor
South West Institute of TAPE - Report for the year
1995
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Adoption Act 1984 - S.R No. 168
Australian Grand Prix Act 1994 - S.R No. 196
Casino Control Act 1991- S.R No. 144
Chiropractors and Osteopaths Act 1978 - S.R. No.

160

Metropolitan Fire Brigades Act 1958 - S.R. No. 187

Mineral Resources Development Act 1990 - S.R.
Nos 143, 173,174, 175
Occupational Health and Safety Act 1985 - S.R
Nos 184,185
Petroleum Act 1958 - S.R No. 176
Pharmacists Act 1974- S.R No. 147
Physiotherapists Act 1978 - S.R. No. 148
Pipelines Act 1967 - S.R No. 177
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 - S.R
No. 171
Psychologists Registration Act 1987 - S.R No. 180
Road Safety Act 1986 - S.R Nos 154, 190, 192, 193
Stamps Act 1958 - S.R No. 197
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 - S.R No. 165
Supreme Court Act 1986 - S.R Nos 150, 155, 156,
167,168
Tertiary Education Act 1993 - S.R No. 195
Trade Measurement Act 1995 - S.R No. 194
Trade Measurement (Administration) Act 1995 S.RNo.194
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Transport Act 1983 - S.R. Nos 189, 191
Vegetation and Vine Diseases Act 1958 - S.R No.
157
Veterinary Surgeons Act 1958 - S.R No. 151
Water Industry Act 1994 - S.R. No. 186
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994Ministers' exemption certificates in relation to
Statutory Rule Nos 144, 145, 159, 162, 163, 171, 189,
195, 196, 197
Ministers' exception certificates in relation to
Statutory Rule Nos 146, 147, 148, 149, 155, 156, 157,
158,160,161,165,166,167,168,169,173,174,175,
176,177,181,182,183,184,185,187,188
Sunraysia Institute of TAFE - Report for the year 1995
Transport Act 1983 - Order for transfer of assets and
liabilities pursuant to section 81
United Energy Ltd - Report for the period ended 30
June 1995
Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges
Authority - Report for the year 1994-95
Victoria Law Foundation - Report for the year ended
30 September 1995
Victorian Casino and Gaming Authority - Report for
the year 1994-95 (in lieu of Report previously tabled)
Victorian Dried Fruits Board - Report for the period
ended 30 June 1995
Wangaratta College ofTAFE - Report for the year 1995
Western Highlands Health Service (includes
Daylesford District Hospital and Creswick District
Hospital) - Report for the year 1994-95 (two papers)
Western Metropolitan College of TAFE - Report for
the year 1995
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Yarrawonga Shire Council Water and Waste Water
Functions - Report for the year 1993-94, together with
notification from the Minister for Natural Resources of
the failure to submit the annual report and the reasons
therefor.

OMBUDSMAN AND DEPUTY
OMBUDSMAN (POLICE COMPLAINTS)
The SPEAKER presented report for 1994-95.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

INTERPRETATION OF LEGISLATION
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - On behalf
of the Premier, in accordance with the usual practice
and in order to preserve the privileges of the house, I
move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1994, and for other
purposes.

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH

Address-m-reply
The SPEAKER - Order! I have to report that the
house this day attended with His Excellency the
Governor in the Legislative Council chamber, where
His Excellency was pleased to make a speech to both
houses of Parliament, of which I have a copy for
accuracy. As the speech is printed and copies are in
the hands of honourable members or are available to
them, it is not necessary for me to read the speech.

Wildlife Act 1975 - Wildlife (Closure of Areas to
Hunting) Notice No. 11996

Mr DIXON (Dromana) - I move:

William Angliss Institute of TAFE - Report for the
year 1995

That the following address, in reply to the speech of
His Excellency the Governor to both houses of
Parliament, be agreed to by this house -

Wimmera Institute of TAFE - Report for the year 1995
Wodonga College ofTAFE - Report for the year 1995

YOUR EXCELLENCY:

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH

Tuesday, 14 May 1996

ASSEMBLY

We, the Legislative Assembly of Victoria, assembled in
Parliament, express our loyalty to our Sovereign, and
to thank Your Excellency for the speech which you
have made to the Parliament.
It is with great pride and pleasure that I rise as the
new member for Dromana. I congratulate you,
Mr Speaker, on your election today to your
esteemed position. I know that you will be fair and
decisive in your dealings with the house.
I wish to thank the people of the Dromana electorate
who have bestowed on me an honour of great
privilege and responsibility. I want them to know
that I commit myself to four years of service to them
and to the Victorian government. Having been a
member of their community for more than 15 years I
know I can represent them faithfully and
forcefully - and if not, 111 soon be reminded of it!
It is not common for an innocent and unsuspecting

person to be preselected, then fight and win an
election in just 23 days! It has been a dramatic time
for my family. I wish to thank my wife, Chris, and
my children, Julia and Martin, for their patience,
indulgence and understanding. I know I can rely on
them, my parents, my brother, Chris - who would
be very comfortable on the benches opposite - and
my sisters, Anne and Maureen, for their continued
support, faith and good humour.
A sobering fact for all members of Parliament is that
we are only one of many contributing factors to an
election victory. One major factor is our party
organisation, especially at the local level. I wish to
thank especially Mr Bob Merry, who was my
campaign manager and is now my electorate
chairman, for his leadership, enthusiasm and good
sense. The traumatic early days of the election gave
way to two and a half weeks of enthusiasm, hard
work and solid organisation. I thank my 163 booth
workers, scrutineers and campaign team workers.
The branches in my electorate are strong and
enthusiastic, especially my home branch of Rye they are all already raising funds for the next
election!
I thank my upper house colleagues, the Honourable
Ken Smith and the Honourable Ron Bowden, and
the federal member for Flinders, the Honourable
Peter Reith. They were a great support to me and I
look forward to working with them as an effective,
coordinated team.
I also take this opportunity to thank the former
member for Dromana, Mr Tony Hyams, for his
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tremendous achievements and hard work not only
for the electorate of Dromana but also for Victoria. I
know I can confidently look forward to his
continued friendship and support.
The electorate of Dromana is an area of 550 square
kilometres encompassing the whole of the southern
Mornington Peninsula. It takes in the towns of
Safety Beach, Dromana, McCrae, Rosebud,
Tootgarook, my home town of Rye, Blairgowrie,
Sorrento and Portsea; the inland regions of Red Hill,
Main Ridge and Merricks; and on Western Port the
towns of Flinders, Shoreham, Balnarring and
Somers. It is a diverse area of safe beaches, rocky
cliffs, surf beaches, magnificent bush, wetlands,
farms, orchards, wineries, urbanised townships and
small villages.
The electorate has a unique heritage of historical and
natural assets: historical mansions, homes and
gardens; lime kilns and fortifications; and inland,
marine and coastal national parks. The 15 golf
courses are the jewel in our crown!
Although the electorate primarily has an elderly
population, the proportion of young families is
increasing, as is the number of households that rely
on social security payments for their income - 70
per cent of children in one school in my electorate
come from that sort of household. Cheap housing
and rent are a magnet for these families and the
resultant social problems, especially among the
youth, are endemic.
At a time of cutbacks, rationalisation and sacrifices,
much has been achieved by this government for the
electorate of Dromana: the purchase of a site and the
commencement of construction of a TAPE college at
Rosebud; the completion of the Momington
Peninsula Freeway; the extension and refurbishment
of the Mornington Peninsula Hospital at Rosebud;
the establishment of a domestic violence outreach
service; and the setting up of numerous substantial
environmental projects, to name a few.
The needs of the people in the Dromana electorate
are still great. Public transport on the peninsula is
sadly lacking. The buses are infrequent and are
accessible only to those living near the highway.
Fares are expensive because the public transport is
not linked to the Met and there are no
trans-peninsula services.
There are three strong reasons to improve our bus
services: firstly, the provision of earlier and later
services would enable people to access jobs,
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education and training in the south-eastern suburbs
and the Frankston region. If you do not have a car
you are stuck, which severely limits your
employment, training and education opportunities.
Secondly, when the new and expanded TAPE opens
next year, students will need access to it, and not
only from the Frankston area. The site is located
3 kilometres inland from the current bus route, so a
service that runs closer to it will be needed. Thirdly,
the electorate is part of the Peninsula Health Care
Network, so many patients are treated in Frankston.
That often means that elderly non-drivers are unable
to visit their partners in hospital.
I look forward to working with the Minister for
Health on this issue and also with his parliamentary
secretary, my cellmate, the honourable member for
Momington, who will not escape my attentions.
Sections of the electorate's coastline are in dire need
of beach sand restoration and foreshore
development and regeneration. The electorate's
coastline is one of its greatest assets - it is a source
of recreation for locals and tourists and it is vital to
the local tourism industry. The situation at the
Rosebud and McCrae foreshores are indicative of
that. Many interest groups have a stake in the
foreshore but no one group can claim it. There is
plenty of foreshore for everyone! I will be working
with and providing leadership for those groups
within the new coastal strategy framework.
One of the main reasons why people live on, holiday
at and visit the southern peninsula is its diverse and
attractive landscapes. This landscape must be
protected by sensible but vigilant planning not only
in the rural areas but also in our townships where
new buildings must be sensitive to the many historic
streetscapes and existing buildings. We must
maintain the balance between sensible development
and the retention of the character of the peninsula
because once the peninsula starts to look like
suburban Melbourne it will have lost its attraction to
visitors and to those who have chosen to live there.
Coupled with the social problems I referred to
earlier is the provision of education, training,
support, counselling, entertainment, housing and
employment for the youth of the electorate. That is
quite a list! Some wonderful organisations and
individuals are working for our youth. I will be
working with those groups to help coordinate their
activities, drawing on their resources, knowledge
and data so that the youth can see that, regardless of
their personal and family circumstances, they live in
a community that is concerned about them,
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understands them and, more importantly, is
prepared to walk with them. Some of the youth of
today may not have the sort of family support we
took for granted as we grew up, but our community
is capable of substituting and we as a government
are not there to hand out and hand feed but to
resource, support and encourage organisations that
can do it far more effectively.
The Mornington Peninsula Hospital at Rosebud is a
newly expanded and renovated institution that the
local community has supported and trusted over the
years. Its first-class staff and facilities are worthy of
the confidence of the total community. I will be
working with the hospital network and all groups
associated with it in an endeavour to make that
hospital an even better equipped and more heavily
utilised facility. The government has shown
confidence in its future with a capital injection of
more than $4 million. That confidence is well
founded!
I have a particular interest in education, having been
a teacher, school principal and senior educational
administrator for more than 20 years. Schools, and
all that happens in them, is of vital concern to me. I
intend to work closely with the schools in my
electorate because they are assuming a greater role
within the community. They are being asked to
educate more broadly and yet to concentrate on the
basics; to be responsive to the individual student
and yet prepare them for employment only. Schools
are being asked, and sometimes expected, to
provided social services not only for their students
but also for their families as well. Many schools offer
parenting courses and entertainment and some even
offer breakfast!
The community aspect of and the caring adults in
schools are sometimes the only positive and
consistent experiences in a child's life and therefore
there is an opportunity to do some real and relevant
good for a large section of our community. I look
forward to being of service to schools, and by that I
mean the parents, teachers and especially the
children. To date I have visited or been invited to
seven schools in my electorate. That is a great start
and I hope to consolidate that promising beginning
to forge an effective and working relationship with
them.
I was surprised and delighted when during the
election campaign I met a number of former pupils
who said they intended to vote for me. Would you
have voted for your school principal?
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I believe good government is about leadership. That
is not telling people what to do or providing them
with their every need so that they become
dependent on the government. It is about providing
opportunities and structures for people to take
control of their own lives, to make informed choices
and accept responsibility for their actions, to be
rewarded for working hard and yet to still protect
and nurture those who cannot manage on their own.
Effective leadership is demonstrated by the
possession of a vision, being able to communicate
that vision, leading by example, being open to
learning and change, listening, evaluating outcomes,
delegating what can be more effectively done by
others, being compassionate and having the courage
of one's convictions.
Victoria desperately needed this sort of leadership
and the Kennett government provided it. On
30 March the Victorian community was given the
opportunity of evaluating its leadership and
overwhelmingly decided that the Kennett
government has changed this state from the nation's
laughing stock to the leading state in the nation.
The second Kennett government will keep Victoria
moving. The coalition's elections policies are its
vision and the structure and processes of Parliament
and the coalition parties will communicate the
vision and allow the government to listen to the
people, to learn, to change and evaluate its vision.
We will continue allowing the private sector to do
what the government was never meant to do. The
coalition's youth, community services and health
policies are excellent examples of the commitment to
compassion. One aspect of leadership that has not
been lacking since October 1992 and will not be
lacking over the next four years is having the
courage of our convictions.
Mr Speaker, my vision for the electorate of Dromana
is a community that cares about itself and works
together. Over the coming four years we will see
further improvement in education, more frequent
and accessible public transport, more environmental
projects successfully implemented and improved
opportunities for our youth. My goal is to be of
service to my electorate so that this vision can be
realised.
I thank honourable members for their courtesy and
the opportunity and honour of addressing this
house on this important occasion.
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Mr ANDRIGHEITO (Narracan) - I am pleased
to have the honour of seconding the motion for the
adoption of the address-in-reply so ably moved by
the honourable member for Dromana. In doing so I
express the high esteem in which His Excellency the
Governor is held not only in Narracan but
throughout Victoria. The role of His Excellency is
both respected and valued by the loyal constituents
of Narracan, who look forward to His Excellency's
full-time role.
I also congratulate you, Mr Speaker, on your election
to your high office. You have a proven record in this
regard and rightfully enjoy the support of this
house. I also extend my congratulations to all new
members of this place on their election results. I am
humbled by the great opportunity given to me by
the constituents of Narracan to represent them in
this place. I consider it an honour and a privilege to
follow in the footsteps of my two distinguished
predecessors.
The seat of Narracan was created in April 1967 as a
new seat in the 44th Parliament. It was held by the
late Honourable Jim Balfour, who represented the
electorate with great fervour for some 15 years. For
most of that time he held the office of Minister for
Minerals and Energy and served his electorate and
all Victorians well.
My immediate predecessor was the Honourable
John Delzoppo, who held the seat for 14 years and
also achieved high office by serving as Speaker of
this house in his last term. He also did much for his
electorate during those years. I am a member of this
place as a result of his decision to retire and I thank
him for the opportunity that he has made available
to me. The late Honourable Jim Balfour and the
Honourable John Delzoppo have both set a very
high standard for me to follow and I assure you,
Mr Speaker, that I do not intend to let them down. I
will continue to serve with the zest and vigour that
is expected of me by my constituents.
Narracan is a rural country electorate of some 3800
square kilometres and is part of Gippsland Province.
It has two major urban towns, Moe to the east and
Warragul to the west. The most efficient dairy farms
in the world are situated in the west of the electorate
around the township of Warragul. They are
supported by a world renowned agricultural
research centre based at Ellinbank. A prolific
explOSion in the cut flower and bulb industry has
occurred a short distance from the research centre.
The rich soil and climatic conditions of the area are
ideally suited to those enterprises, as well as many
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others. Some of the other produce grown or
produced in the area include cheese, venison, beef,
ostrich, wine and an enormous array of fruits and
berries. The area has become famous as the gourmet
deli trail.
Along the northern boundary is the magnificent
Mount Baw Baw alpine ski village. A short distance
away is the largest storage of potable water in the
state, the Thomson Dam, which supplies water to
the people of Melbourne, giving them one of the best
water supplies in the world.
The Yallourn W power station to the east is well
known and provides power generation for use
throughout the state. Thorpdale to the south, with
its rich red fertile soil is rightfully dubbed the potato
growing centre of the state. In fact, Thorpdale
potatoes are sold throughout the country. I can go
on at great length about the wonderful resources of
my electorate that I am so proud to represent. Few
people who visit the area fail to be impressed by its
diversity, splendour and beauty.
The greatest asset of the electorate is its people. Over
the past three and a half years they have renewed
their faith in the future of Victoria. They can now
look forward with the confidence that all Victorians
are sharing in the rewards of good government.
Their pride in this state is being restored.
I shall mention two such people as an example of the
many. George Ronalds from Jindivick, a long-time
dairy farmer, realised some 10 years ago that he
could no longer rely on the sole income of a small
farm to support himself and his family and also
provide for his future. He embarked on a venture to
produce cheese believing that it would complement
his existing line of produce. He knew nothing about
the industry and learnt quickly from a book that he
had purchased. He built a small shed near the dairy
to house his new venture, and so the story began.
George Ronalds now employs 19 people and
produces in excess of 50 tonnes of camembert and
brie a year. His establishment is known as Jindi Brie.
He still operates from the original shed which he
built, although he has extended it on a number of
occasions. I can announce that on 11 April this year,
in Wisconsin, USA, at the biannual World Cheese
Championships, George Ronalds's brie was judged
world best soft cheese in the open class. There were
783 entries in the competition, including entries
from major multinational companies from around
the world. To say that they were amazed when he
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described the size of his operation would be an
understatement.
The second person I wish to mention is Or Lindsay
Wakefield, who only some eight years ago was a
medical practitioner operating from a thriving
medical practice in inner Melbourne. A large
proportion of his practice consisted of patients
suffering from workplace-related injuries, the
majority of whom suffered back pain resulting from
heavy lifting. Annoyed by the lack of change in
workplace practices that could have prevented
many of the injuries, Or Wakefield invented a device
he believed would greatly reduce the incidence of
this type of injury. Unable to convince established
manufacturers of the potential of the product, he
was left with no alternative but to manufacture a
prototype with the assistance of an engineering
friend. That device, which raises palleted goods to a
comfortable working height, is known as the Pallit
and has since become an international success story.
He no longer practises medicine but is now fully
occupied managing his company, known as
Safetech, which employs some 35 full-time staff
and - most importantly - is located in
Newborough. Some 50 per cent of his company's
income is now generated through export of his
product to about 12 other countries.
I have mentioned these two success stories by way
of example only to show the calibre of the type of
innovative and enterprising people of whom there
are many in the electorate. When I asked them, and
many others like them, what they considered to be
the most important single thing I could do for them
as their representative in Parliament, the most
common answer I received. was to tell my colleagues
in Spring Street to 'give,us a go and let us get on
with doing what we do best'. They congratulate the
government on the initiatives introduced so far and
look forward to further initiatives during this
Fifty-third Parliament.
The recovery and revitalisation of Narracan will
continue by developing the economy in tandem and
in harmony with the community. I believe the region
must grow from within - that is, from the applied
initiatives of those who live and work in the area.
Only then will the renewed growth we have already
seen remain sustainable and provide certainty for
today's youth, who are, after all, our only hope for
the future.
The best way to achieve that objective is to provide
real incentives in the form of breaks that encourage
development, employment and training in both the
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manufacturing and agricultural sectors. The time
when we could rely solely on our primary
production to provide us with a comfortable living
has long gone. What is needed is a continued push
for government bureaucracy geared to encourage
and serve the needs of enterprises, rather than the
building of illogical barriers that only discourage
innovation and creativity. That discouragement has
occurred in the past. We must encourage value
adding wherever possible and do what must be
done to build a solid manufacturing base in rural
Victoria, and in particular in my electorate of
Narracan.
In mentioning education in Narracan I commend the
government for the Schools of the Future program. I
wish to mention three schools in particular that have
greatly benefited from the program: Warragul North
Primary School, Trafalgar Primary School and
Murray Road Primary School in Moe. Visiting those
schools you can see the effect of the Schools of the
Future program; you can see the change that has
occurred in the schools and you can see the incentive
and enthusiasm that have returned to a place where
they have been lacking for some time.
At the 30 March election the people of this state
overwhelmingly showed their support for the
present coalition government, which recorded an
historic win. It was returned with an unprecedented
majority. That was no accident. It was the result of
three and a half years of courageous, effective and
committed policy making. Above all, it was a clear
indication of the faith, confidence and trust placed in
the Premier of this state. He has rewarded the
community with unparalleled leadership and a
strength and determination that have overseen a
complete reversal of the fortunes of Victoria. The
Premier is an inspiration not only to the party he
represents but to every Victorian.
Having said all that, I make it clear that I could not
have gained election to this place without the
support of many people, only some of whom I have
time to thank. Firstly, I thank my wife, Yvonne, and
my children, Mark and Jane, who have been
supportive and patient during a very stressful and
testing time. I must also thank the chairman of my
electorate committee, Mr David Williamson, who
was also my campaign director, and my entire
campaign team, with a special mention to Mrs Ruby
Scott and Mrs Gloria Castle. I also thank the some
400 people who helped with letter drops and the
manning of the booths on polling day, especially
those affected by the inclement weather.
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I also express my gratitude to the Honourable Philip
Davis, a member for Gippsland Province, for his
solid support, encouragement, advice and guidance
over many, many months leading up to the election.
I am truly indebted to him for that. I also wish to
thank the executive and staff of the Liberal Party for
the professional assistance and support offered to
me during the campaign, and in particular I wish to
mention members of the Victorian Liberal Party
policy assembly, without whose loyal support I
would not be here today.
I again thank the people of Narracan for giving me
the opportunity to represent them in this place. I
thank you, Mr Speaker, for allowing me to make my
maiden speech, and I thank honourable members for
the courtesy they have shown me. I will respect that
courtesy in the years to come.
Honourable Members - Hear, hear!
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I am more than happy to
speak in favour of this motion. I must say I have
been waiting for a very long time to get into this
place, and it is a fantastic feeling to be here. I can
remember coming to this place as a kid and sitting in
the strangers' dining room as a guest of the late
Roberts Dunstan, a former Liberal Party member for
Dromana, a former jOurno, a former war hero, and
indeed, as some members of this house would
remember, a former hell raiser.
I was here because I always had a burning desire to
get into the state Parliament. I also had a burning
desire to get into the stranger's dining room because
I fancied a girl who worked there at the time. I was
Roberts Dunstan's guest because the girl I fancied
was the daughter of his electorate officer, Ray
DOrrington. Thankfully, at the time I had not told
Ray that I was a red-hot Labor supporter, so I was
able to weasel an invitation into the dining room.
I recall sitting with Roberts's wife, Joanna, and
feeling a bit embarrassed at confessing to her that I
was no big fan of Liberal Party philosophy, that I
intended to vote Labor all my life, that I intended to
join the Labor Party and that I intended to try to get
into state Parliament. I can always remember
Joanna's reaction: to my surprise, a broad smile
came over her face, and in her own inimitable way
she looked at me and said, 'Darling, that's
wonderful. There is no Liberal Party philosophy,
and I have been voting Labor for years'. Needless to
say, Joanna and I have been mates ever since.
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I eventually married the girl I came to see in the
strangers' dining room. Unfortunately, Ray
Dorrington, my father-in-law, passed away during
the state election campaign. Despite his politics and
the many arguments we had over the years - and
boy, did we have some arguments - he would have
been thrilled to be here today. I thank my wife,
Petrina, who is here - or certainly was earlier this
evening - for all her support over the years and for
not having the same politics as her father!
After all these years I am thrilled to be here, and it is
because of the faith the people of the Niddrie
electorate have shown in me that I am able to stand
here today. I thank them for their support and, as I
said during the campaign, I will undertake to
represent their needs and aspirations with
enthusiasm and vigour.
My electorate has many strengths upon which it can
build. Niddrie truly is a multicultural electorate - a
real microcosm of Victoria. It could well be
described as the education capital of the north-west,
with its many excellent schools, both state and
private. It has an extremely diverse and skilled work
force, with a strong manufacturing base. The
electorate has a number of leading-edge industries,
including metals and engineering, food processing,
and aero technology. The multicultural nature of the
electorate, with approximately 35 per cent of its
residents having been born outside Australia and
more than 90 per cent of those coming from
non-English-speaking backgrounds, gives a real
diversity to the area and enhances its strength.
Tolerance and a real sense of community abounds in
Niddrie. Of course, unemployment is far too high in
the north-west, with over 11.1 per cent of people in
the area are unemployed. The recently announced
strategy prepared by the Western Region Economic
Development Organisation seeks to address the
unemployment problem in the north-west, with
plans to create some 6700 extra jobs each year for the
next decade. Projects earmarked for that strategy
include a far more aggressive promotion of the area
as a tourist destination, a rail link from the airport
into the city, and a capitalisation on the completion
of the Labor federally funded $400 million Western
Ring Road, which will make the west Australia's
transport hub, prOviding quick access between
ports, airports, the CBD, and the Princes and Hume
highways. So the outlook for my electorate, if its
strengths are properly utilised, is indeed excellent.
However, all is by no means rosy. The proposal to
impose tolls on the Tullamarine freeway for 34 years
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will be an unfair impost on my constituents and will
create traffic chaos with people trying to avoid tolls.
Teacher morale in the Niddrie electorate has been
poor for some time, with the government's radical
changes to the education system resulting in school
closures, higher class sizes and lower retention rates.
The federal government's plan to cut recurrent
funding for tertiary institutions by 10 per cent will
impact on access to education in my electorate.

Due to the ageing population of Niddrie, more
needs to be done to improve aged care facilities and
public transport in the area. Just as importantly,
quality of life issues cannot be compromised by
unelected commissioners attempting to sell off
community assets, such as parklands, in an
endeavour to implement unsustainable rate
reductions.
I suppose with any inaugural speech, anyone who
takes any notice is keen to know why the person
making the speech wanted to get into politics in the
first place. For me it was a fairly easy decision. I was
extremely fortunate to have been brought up in a
large, caring family that encouraged debate, often
boisterous, on a whole manner of social issues. We
were taught to think for ourselves and to look after
each other. My father practised law here in
Melbourne and I did my articles with him. Dad
often appeared free of charge for clients who had
genuinely been aggrieved by the system. Whether it
was the battlers whose livelihood and homes had
been threatened as a result of some unscrupulous
hire-purchase agreements, or a woman who was
continually abused by a former husband and did not
know where to turn, my father was keen to right the
injustice.
However, knowing and interpreting the law is one
thing, but being in a position to make and to change
laws is another thing altogether - and that was the
position I wanted to be in. So before I threw my hat
into the political ring in Victoria, I was keen to
broaden my life's experiences by undertaking
12 months with an Aboriginal legal service. It was
for that reason that I moved to Mount Isa almost
10 years ago. Despite the fairly broad-minded
upbringing and education I received in Melbourne,
nothing - and I mean nothing - could have
prepared me for my experiences in north-west
Queensland. I guess it was those experiences that
guaranteed that I would have a political future.
I can recall the first day I arrived in Mount Isa, when
I met a senior constable who told me that the night
before he had personally witnessed a police sergeant

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH

Tuesday, 14 May 1996

ASSEMBLY

forcibly placing live cockroaches down the throat of
an Aboriginal defendant in order to get that person
to confess to a petty offence. My immediate response
was to laugh in disbelief. He explained to me that
Aboriginal people had no chance of receiving justice
before the law until non-Aboriginal people knew
about the brutal disregard for human rights that was
occurring in Queensland. He told me that my
laughter and disbelief was the same sort of reaction
that that Aboriginal person would receive when he
made his claims of abuse before a court. People
living in isolated communities like MOrnington
Island in the Gulf of Carpentaria could get water for
only 6 hours a day - this is 1990 we are talking
about. It is very difficult to explain to a young kid
that he or she cannot use a toilet for 18 hours a day
simply because it cannot be flushed.
The point of all this is that for the first time in my life
I was witnessing first-hand what occurs when
people's rights and entitlements are ignored. I was
seeing the flow-on effect of a government, the
Bjelke-Petersen government, that had little regard
for individuals and looked after the big end of town;
a government that practised the fat-man-thin-man
theory of looking after mates and making them
fatter and fatter in the hope that the battler - the
thin man - may be tossed a few scraps. In my view
you can simply stand by and ignore these kinds of
gross injustices, or you can get angry and get
politically active. I was honoured to have been given
the privilege of representing the people of the
Kennedy electorate in the federal Parliament along
my path to my real aspiration: getting into this place.
As we now know, the Bjelke-Petersen dog-eat-dog
philosophy of looking after shonky mates and
grabbing any paper bag that came your way led to
an erosion of democracy in Queensland. That
ultimately led to widespread corruption and, of
course, the Fitzgerald royal commission.
Bjelke-Petersen personally showed an abject failure
to understand the concept of the separation of
powers, as evidenced by his comments at the
Fitzgerald royal commission and actually reported
on the 7.30 Report. On one of the rare occasions he
deigned to appear on that program in September
1989 he was asked what he believed about the
doctrine of the separation of powers and he said:
I don't know which doctrine you refer to.
He was told there was only one doctrine of the
separation of powers and he said:
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@INDENTl = I believe in it very strongly, despite
what you may say, I believe that we have a great
responsibility to the people who elect us to
government and that is to maintain their freedom
and their rights. I did that, sought to do it always.
He was then told that that was not what the doctrine
of the separation of powers was about and he said to
the counsel asking the question:
Well, you tell me, and I'll tell you whether you are right
or not Don't you know?
That is really a most extraordinary admission from a
premier of a state.
Further to that and flowing from it is the fact that
Bjelke-Petersen had no grasp of the very important
concept of conflict of interest. He failed to
understand that his public office and those of his
ministers could not and should not be deliberately
used as sources for private, individual gain. As a
result of that lack of understanding of such a basic
and important concept, a culture developed
throughout Queensland whereby businesses and
companies followed the government's lead - and
why shouldn't they!
In her book, Conflict of Interest - The Ethical Dilemma
in Politics, Sandra Williams notes that a conflict of
interest denotes a situation in which an official has a
private financial interest sufficient to influence or
appear to influence the exercise of his or her public
duties and responsibilities. The concept is applicable
not only in situations where a conflict actually exists
but also where it appears to exist. According to
Williams, a charge of conflict of interest may arise
not only when public duty clashes with public
interest but also when they appear to converge.
It is very interesting to note that Williams describes
corruption as a particular method of resolving a
conflict of interest whereby personal financial
interest or gain actually distorts the exercise of an
official's public duties and responsibilities. Of
course, that is exactly what occurred in Queensland.
The Bjelke-Petersen regime was corrupt and was
found to be corrupt. But it took a long time before
such findings were made, despite years of
allegations and warnings about tainted tender
processes, favours in return for political donations
and special deals for mates. It was also despite
repeated calls by a resource-depleted opposition in
that state for the conduct of independent inquiries
into various aspects of government administration.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH

40

ASSEMBLY

The reason the corrupt practices in Queensland took
so long to come to light was that the government in
that state ensured that virtually every individual
watchdog was stood on, squashed or abolished.
People and organisations that spoke out against the
government were ridiculed and, where possible,
sacked and attacked. Some sections of the media
were treated with contempt with certain media
outlets being banned by the Premier. Other sections
were given favourable treatment. Public protests
were prohibited and nightly images on television
screens of police imposing pressure-point holds and
headlocks on the state's citizens were regular
occurrences. Freedom of information in that state
was non-existent and the government operated in a
totally secretive environment.
The government's majority was such that it totally
abused the processes of Parliament. Fitzgerald
documented most of that in his report. In relation to
criticism and dissent, at page 142 of his report
Fitzgerald says:
In the past when church and other community leaders,
including academics, have expressed independent
concerns with respect to public issues in Queensland,
their comments frequently have been rebuffed by a
barrage of propaganda and personal abuse.
Many persons of ordinary sensitivity, who have not
been hardened by experience in public life, are
effectively deterred by such invective from valuable
participation in public affairs.

In relation to secrecy and the abuse of Parliament,
Fitzgerald says at page 126 of his report:
A government can use its control of Parliament and

public administration to manipulate, exploit and
misinform the community, or to hide matters from it.
Secrecy and propaganda are major impediments to
accountability, which is a prerequisite for the proper
function of public process. Worse, they are hallmarks
of a diversion of power from the Parliament.

In relation to certain sections of the media,
Fitzgerald says at page 141 of his report:
Unfortunately ... parts of the media have ... over the
years contributed to a climate in which misconduct has
flourished. Fitting in with the system and associating
with and developing a mutual interdependence have
had obvious benefits.
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So the gross abuses of process, the trampling on the
rights and freedoms of the people, the dirty deals
and the jobs for mates were finally exposed by the
Fitzgerald royal commission.
I guess it was the anger that I felt about the
systematic dismantling of the democratic process in
Queensland, the deliberate disenfranchising of the
citizens of that state, that ensured that I became
politically active in the time I was there. That very
same anger with what has been happening in my
home state, Victoria, ensured that I put up my hand
at the first available opportunity to get into this
place.
No person who understands the importance of
government accountability, who knows that a
person's individual rights and freedoms are
sacrosanct, who believes in a fair go for all and not
just a privileged few, can simply stand by and allow
the most basic tenets of democracy to be tom apart. I
guess that is why we on the opposition side of the
house are proud to be members of the Australian
Labor Party. We are members of a party with a
tradition of assisting the underdog. We have a
tradition of actively representing the less powerful
and the less well off. We have always believed that
the best way to do that is to actually ensure there is
more democracy, not less.
My party has always believed and will always
believe it is incumbent on government to provide a
safety net for those who are not fortunate enough to
have been born into families that can buy their way
in the world or who for one reason or another need
assistance. We do not believe in the Liberal
philosophy as expressed by John Hewson during the
1993 federal election campaign that to reach an arm
out to people that have fallen by the wayside simply
has the effect of dragging society down to their level.
My party believes it is incumbent on government to
provide essential infrastructure such as water,
sewerage, gas and electricity at affordable prices. My
party believes it is incumbent on government to
provide the mechanisms necessary to protect our
natural environment - our forests, alpine areas and
the coastline. My party believes it is incumbent on
government to provide the mechanisms necessary to
protect citizens against the abuse of government
power, such as the right to appeal to the Supreme
Court or a truly independent equal opportunity
commissioner, and a legal system that is accessible,
affordable and independent from government.
Labor actually believes in the right of every
individual to reach his or her full potential and the
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corresponding right of every individual to security,
dignity and respect.
Labor stands for a prosperous, fair and creative
society rich in opportunities for all its citizens, not
just a privileged few. The problem is that
Bjelke-Petersen did not believe in those things and,
as we now know, the show there fell apart.
I am firmly of the view that the alarm bells and all
the signals and warnings that were sounding loudly
in Queensland under Bjelke-Petersen have been
ringing here for some time. Members on the
government side of the house may sit there now in
the knowledge that they have won an election just a
very short time ago. However, those members
should have firmly embedded in their minds the fact
that Bjelke-Petersen was actually swept back to
power with an increased majority on
2 November 1986, was actually touted as a future
Prime Minister a short time later, and was then
dumped by his party in disgrace on
27 November just over a year later - so he had
fallen from grace in just over a year.
As lawyers know, the wheels of justice often turn
slowly but the vehicle grinds on relentlessly. The
rule of law must and will survive the machinations
of those intent on bending and turning it to their
own ends. Whether we talk about the casino
controversy and its myriad conflicts, the Bongiomo
affair, the sacking of certain judges, inducements or
political favours, the sale of public assets or the
plethora of other government dealings that are being
scrutinised, the truth will come out in the end.
It has to be remembered that one of the legacies of

the Bjelke-Petersen regime is that former members
of that government are continually asked by their
children and grandchildren where the hell they were
when democracy in Queensland was being ripped
apart. All members of the now disgraced
Bjelke-Petersen government have been asked by
their children - and in some cases by their
grandchildren - why they allowed Premier
Bjelke-Petersen to flog off many of Queensland's
valuable assets and why they did nothing when they
saw that state's education and hospital systems
being dismantled.
In Queensland former members of the
Bjelke-Petersen government are continually asked
where they were when their Premier was involved
in questionable tender processes and was allowing
his mates to get the inside running on big contracts.
They are constantly being asked why they did not
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have the spine to stop their Premier spitting vitriol
and abuse at anyone who dared to criticise him or
his government. Members of the disgraced former
Bjelke-Petersen government have nowhere to hide.
In conclusion, I believe in the power of the
individual to change things, whether alone or as part
of a team. I believe in the power I have to assist my
community. I believe in the power I have as part of
the Labor team to work for change in Victoria. I
believe in the power of principle, regardless of how
unpopular or out of fashion particular principles
might be at any particular time. Most of all, I am
determined to make a contribution and be able to
look my family and members of my community in
the eye and say of every time I had to stand up and
be counted that, indeed, I did.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr GUDE
(Minister for Education).
Debate adjourned until next day.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
MI5 TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and
Land Management) --On 31 March 1994, during the
autumn session of Parliament, I advised the house
that a Mr Bill Wood of the Metropolitan Ambulance
Service had severed all ties with Clinictrans, a
company he had previously been associated with. At
that time the statement was based on information
given to me and I had no reason to doubt its
accuracy.
Since the last Parliament it has been brought to my
attention that Mr Wood had not severed all ties and
that at the time of my statement he continued to
have an interest in a lease of premises associated
with the business referred to. A mortgage or charge
in favour of the business was discharged on 24 May
1994.
My comments on 31 March 1994 were based on
information available to me at the time. Information
disclosed at a later time showed that the information
available at the time of my making the statement
was incomplete. I now wish to correct the
information provided to the house.

ELECfION OF CHAIRMAN
OF COMMITTEES
Mr KILGOUR (Shepparton) - I move:

PROCLAMATION OF ACTS
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2.

That the following conditions apply and any breach
of these conditions may result in the immediate
suspension of privileges by Mr Speaker:

That Mr John Francis McGrath be appointed Chainnan
of Committees of this house.

I have pleasure in nominating the honourable
member for Warmambool. He carried out the duties
of the position in an exemplary fashion in the last
Parliament.
Mr TREASURE (Gippsland East) - I second the
motion.
Mr J. F. McGRATH - I accept the nomination.
The SPEAKER - Order! The time for
nominations has expired. I have pleasure in
declaring that John Francis McGrath has been
elected Chairman of Committees of this house. I
congratulate him on behalf of the house.

(a) Sound recording pursuant to paragraph Ha)
and 1(b) shall be recorded only from the audio
signal of proceedings transmitted by the
house monitoring system by representatives
of accredited media organisations. No
alteration to the sound relay equipment is
permitted without the permission of
Mr Speaker. The use of separate recording
equipment by television stations is not
permitted.
(b) Television recording shall not commence until
the conclusion of the prayer.
(c)

PROCLAMATION OF ACTS
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - By leave, I
move:
That this house authorises and requires the Clerk to lay
on the table copies of proclamations of His Excellency
the Governor in Council fixing dates for the coming
into operation of acts, as published in the Government
Gazette from time to time.

Television recording and excerpts pursuant to
paragraph 1(b) shall be used only for the
purposes of fair and accurate reports of
proceedings and reasonable balance between
both sides of the house is to be achieved by
aVOiding undue concentration on anyone
member.

(d) Television recording and excerpts relating to
paragraph 1(b) shall not be used for:

Motion agreed to.

(i)

political party advertising or election
campaigns;

(ii)

satire or ridicule;

(ill) commercial sponsorship or commercial

advertising; or
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(iv) television station advertisements Or

TELEVISING AND BROADCASTING
OF PROCEEDINGS
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I desire to
move, by leave:
1.

That this house authorises (a) the televising and broadcasting of Legislative
Assembly proceedings, excluding debate on a
motion that grievances be noted and debate
on a motion moved by a minister for the
adjournment of the house at the end of a day's
proceedings; and
(b) the broadcasting and rebroadcasting on radio
and television stations of recorded sound
excerpts of proceedings in the Legislative
Assembly commencing at the time fixed for
the meeting of the house until the motion is
moved or the question is proposed (and is not
put forthwith and negatived) for the
adjournment of the house excluding debate on
a debate on a motion that grievances be noted.

promotion.
(e) Television recording of any particular
proceeding must provide equality between
government and non-government members.
(f)

Television reports of proceedings shall be such
as to provide a balanced presentation of
differing views and may not include the
rebroadcast of events in the chamber
unrelated to the proceedings of the house.

(g) Television excerpts and excerpts relating to
paragraph 1(b) must be placed in context.
Commentators should identify members at
least by name.
(h)

Television excerpts shall not misrepresent any
proceeding before the house or the seating
position or office held by any member of the
house.

(i)

All filming shall be conducted in accordance
with guidelines issued by Mr Speaker.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Tuesday, 14 May 1996
(j)

ASSEMBLY

Points of order or remarks withdrawn are not to
be rebroadcast.

2.
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(1) During the present session, government

business shall take precedence of all other
business (including motions pursuant to
standing order no. 26 which is hereby to the
necessary extent suspended, but not
including a motion of want of confidence in
the government) each Tuesday, Thursday and
Friday and at 2.00 p.m. each Wednesday.

(k) Media personnel are required to obey any
instruction given by Mr Speaker Or
Mr Speaker's delegates.
Leave refused.

Drug debate
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) -

(2) On Wednesdays, other than appointed
Wednesdays pursuant to sessional order no. 4,
business shall be called on in the following
order:

I move:

That(a) this house meets on Friday, 31 May 1996, at
9.00 a.m.; and
(b)

(c)

this house invites Professor David Penington, AC,
the Chairman of the Premier's Drug Advisory
Council, to attend on the floor of the house and
address the house on the recommendations of the
council's report in the Legislative Assembly
chamber on that day at 9.00 a.m.; and

3.

(iii) the time limit for each member's speech to be

10 minutes; and
(iv) no amendment to the motion to be accepted by
MrSpeaker.
Motion agreed to.

Sessional orders

3.

Oral questions (at 2.00 p.m.)

4.

Government business - notices of motion

5.

Government business - orders of the day.

Notwithstanding sessional order no. 2 -

(3)

I move:

ThatUnless otherwise ordered, the house shall meet on
Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday, Mr Speaker
to take the chair at 2.00 p.m. on Tuesday and
10.00 a.m. on Wednesday and Thursday.

General Business - orders of the day

(2) At 2.00 p.m. on each sitting day (other than a
Tuesday) Mr Speaker shall interrupt the
business before the house, or if the house be in
committee, the Chairman shall report
progress and Mr Speaker shall then interrupt
such business: provided that in the event that
a division is in progress at 2.00 p.m. such
division shall be completed and the result
announced and if such division be upon a
closure motion any question required to be
brought to conclusion as a result of such
division shall be so brought to conclusion.

(iD Mr Speaker to put the question at 6.00 p.m. (or
sooner if there be no further debate); and

1.

2.

members to ask oral questions without notice
at the time of giving notices of motion be
suspended and that members ask oral
questions without notice at 2.00 p.m. each
sitting day (other than on a Tuesday where a
motion expressing sorrow at the death of a
member or any other person may take
precedence): provided that these sessional
orders shall not pennit more than one
question time each sitting day.

Professor David Penington, AC, the Chairman of
the Premier's Drug Advisory Council, to
attend on the floor of the house and address
the house on the recommendations of the
council's report, after which the only
proceedings on that day shall be a debate on
the motion 'That this house takes note of the
report of the Premier's Drug Advisory
Council and the address of Professor David
Penington, AC, the Chairman of the Premier's
Drug Advisory Council'; and

Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) -

General business - notices of motion

(1) So much of standing order no. 124 as allows

standing orders and sessional orders be suspended
on that day to allow (i)

1.

4.

Any business under discussion and not
disposed of at 2.00 p.m. shall be resumed
immediately at the conclusion of the asking of
oral questions and any member speaking at
the time of interruption may, upon the
resumption of debate thereon, continue such
speech.

(1) Standing order no. 59 be suspended and,

notwithstanding sessional order no. 2, the
first order of the day on Wednesdays
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appointed by resolution of the house shall be
the question 'That grievances be noted', to
which question any member may speak for
not more than 15 minutes and the whole
discussion on this question shall end at
2.00p.m.
(2) On those appointed Wednesdays, business shall be
called on in the following order:

5.

1.

Grievances

2.

Oral questions (at 2.00 p.m.)

3.

Government business

4.

General business

Notwithstanding the right of a minister to move a
motion for the adjournment of the house pursuant
to standing order no. 25 (1) At 10.00 p.m. on each sitting day Mr Speaker

shall interrupt the business before the house,
or if the house be in committee, the Chairman
shall report progress and Mr Speaker shall
then interrupt such business: provided that in
the event that a division is in progress at
10.00 p.m. such division shall be completed
and the result announced and if such division
be upon a closure motion any question
required to be brought to conclusion as a
result of such division shall be so brought to
conclusion.
(2) Upon such interruption of business (a) Before a motion for the adjournment is
proposed by Mr Speaker, a minister may
move that the sitting be continued; which
motion shall be put forthwith without
amendment or debate and if such motion
is agreed to, the house or committee shall
resume the proceedings at the point at
which they had been interrupted; or
(b) If a minister does not so move, Mr Speaker

shall forthwith propose the question 'That
the house do now adjourn', which
question shall be open to debate in
accordance with the rules and practices of
the house and paragraph (4); at the
conclusion of the debate, Mr Speaker
notwithstanding the provisions of
standing order no. 24 shall adjourn the
house without putting any question until
the time of the next meeting.
(3) Any business under discussion and not
disposed of at the time of the adjournment
shall be set down on the notice paper for the
next sitting and any member speaking at the
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time of interruption may, upon the
resumption of debate thereon, continue such
speech.
(4) On the motion 'That the house do now adjourn'
the time available for the raising of matters on
the motion be 30 minutes and the time limit
per member be 3 minutes.

6.

(1)

Standing orders shall be suspended to allow for
the programming of government business
and the following procedures.

(2) Before the house meets for business in any
week, the Leader of the House and the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition (or their
nominees) may meet as a government
business programming committee with a view
to reaching agreement on the manner in
which the house is to deal with government
business of the week.
(3) On the first day of the sitting week the Leader of
the House or his nominee before the calling on
of government business may move without
leave a motion setting a date and time by
which consideration of specified bills or items
of business have to be completed in that
sitting week. Debate thereon shall not exceed
30 minutes, and in speaking thereon no
member shall exceed 5 minutes.
(4) At a change of business, following a special
meeting of the government business
programming committee convened in
accordance with the aims of subparagraph (2),
and without leave, the Leader of the House or
his nominee may move a motion to amend the
resolution under subparagraph (3). Debate
thereon shall not exceed 30 minutes and, in
speaking thereon, no member shall exceed
5 minutes. Any change to the program cannot
come into operation until 1 hour after the
motion is agreed to.
(5) Amendments to be proposed in committee of
the whole to a specified bill may be circulated
in the house during the debate on the question
'That this bill be now read a second time' after
an announcement and request of a minister or
a member (without leave but not when
another member is speaking) foreshadowing
such amendments: provided that these
amendments are circulated 2 hours before the
expiration of the completion time set under
subparagraph (3). Such announcement and
request shall not be debated.
(6) On the expiration of the completion time set

under subparagraph (3), the Chair, in relation
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to a specified motion, shall put forthwith the
question on any amendment and/ or motion
already proposed from the Chair for the
purpose of bringing to a conclusion any
proceedings on the motion.
(7)

On the expiration of the completion time set
under subparagraph (3), the Chair, in relation
to a specified bill, shall put forthwith the
question on any amendment or motion
already proposed from the Chair for the
purpose of bringing to a conclusion any
proceedings on the bill and (a) as required, the remaining questions
necessary for the passage of the bill
through the house and transmission to the
Legislative Council shall be combined
(except in the case of a bill that requires
the second reading and third reading to
be passed with an absolute majority of the
whole number of the members of the
Legislative Assembly, the questions for
the second and third readings shall be put
separately), the committee stage of a bill
being dispensed with if no government
amendments have been circulated
pursuant to subparagraph (5) ; and
(b)

in the case of the consideration of any bill in
committee of the whole or on any of the
remaining stages at that time, the Chair
shall put a combined question or a
number of questions (the form and
number being at the discretion of the
Chair) disposing of any clauses and
schedules and any amendment and new
clauses and schedules desired by the
government - copies of which have been
circulated in the house pursuant to
subparagraph (5) - and any other
questions required to dispose of the bill
(as the case may be) before the committee
of the whole or the house. (No other
amendments, new clauses or schedules
shall be proposed); and

(8) After the house has concluded the proceedings
under subparagraph (6) or (7), in the case of
each remaining specified bill or item of
government business, the Chair shall(i)

in the case of a bill, put in a combined
question, as required, the questions
necessary for the passage of the bill
through the house and transmission to the
Legislative Council (including any
amendments and new clauses and
schedules desired by the government
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which have been circulated pursuant to
subparagraph (5», the committee stage
being dispensed with; and
(ll)

in the case of a bill that requires the second
reading and third reading to be passed
with an absolute majority of the whole
number of the members of the Legislative
Assembly, put separately the questions
necessary for the passage of the bill
through the house and transmission to the
Legislative Council, (including a
combined question relating to any
amendments and new clauses and
schedules desired by the government
which have been circulated pursuant to
subparagraph (5», the committee stage
being dispensed with; and

(ill) in relation to any bill being considered in

the committee of the whole, put a
combined question Or a number of
questions (the form and number being at
the discretion of the Chair) disposing of
any clauses and schedules and any
amendment and new clauses and
schedules desired by the governmentcopies of which have been circulated in
the house pursuant to
subparagraph (5) - and any other
questions required to dispose of the bill
(as the case may be) before the committee
of the whole or the house. (No other
amendments, new clauses or schedules
shall be proposed); and
(iv) in the case of a remaining item of business
other than a bill, put a combined question
(if required) which brings to a conclusion
the proceedings.
(9) If, on the expiration of the completion time set
under subparagraph (3), the house Or
committee is considering a non-specified
motion or bill, and there are specified
motions or bills to be completed, Mr Speaker
shall interrupt the business before the house,
or if the house be in committee, the Chairman
shall report progress and Mr Speaker shall
then interrupt such business: provided that in
the event that a division is in progress such
division shall be completed and the result
announced and if such division be upon a
closure motion any question required to be
brought to conclusion as a result of such
division shall be so brought to conclusion. The
house shall then consider such motions or
bills as required by subparagraph (8). At the
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completion of such motions or bills the house
or committee shall immediately resume the
interrupted business and any member
speaking at the time of interruption may,
upon the resumption of debate thereon,
continue such speech.
(10) The Chair shall not accept any points of order
once the expiration of the completion time
under subparagraph (3) has arrived and until
all the required questions under
subparagraphs (6), (7) or (8) have been dealt
with.
(11) Standing and/ or sessional orders relating to
closure of debate or guillotine shall not apply
to any proceedings in respect of a specified
bill or item of business.

I will give a brief explanation of the motion. These
proposed sessional orders differ slightly from the
sessional orders agreed to last session. I draw the
attention of the house to the operation of proposed
sessional order 6 in a situation when, on the
expiration of the completion time set under sessional
order 6(3), the house or committee is considering a
non-specified motion or bill and there are specified
motions or bills to be completed.
Last session, on Thursday, 12 October 1995, a
situation arose in which, just prior to the expiration
of the completion time set under sessional
order 6(3), a minister was presenting the
second-reading speech of a non-specified bill. If the
minister had gone past the designated completion
time the Chair would have been obliged under the
sessional order to interrupt the minister and put the
questions required to bring the proceedings to a
conclusion - in effect, to put the questions to pass
the bill. Members will agree that this is not the
intention of the sessional order. The changes to
sessional order 6(6) and (7) now make it clear that
questions to be put forthwith at the expiration of the
completion time relate only to specified motions and
bills.
Proposed new sessional orders 6(9) and (10) are
consequential and provide that at the expiration of
the completion time the Chair shall interrupt
proceedings on an unspecified motion or bill and
proceed to put the questions as required on the
remaining specified bills. At the completion of that
the house or committee shall immediately resume
the interrupted business and any member speaking
at the time of interruption may, on the resumption
of the debate thereon, continue such speech. The
procedure is similar to the procedure under
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proposed sessional order 3 when business is
interrupted at 2.00 p.m.
It also provides that the Chair shall not accept any

points of order once the expiration of the completion
time has arrived and until all the required questions
have been dealt with. This prOviSion ensures that
there will be no interruption in the completion
process under proposed sessional order 6.
I commend the proposed sessional orders to the
house.

Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - I oppose the
motion moved by the Leader of the House and, by
leave, will move the opposition's amendments.
They, too, are extensive. I move:
1.

That in subparagraph 2(2) the words 'other than
appointed Wednesdays pursuant sessional order
no. 4,' be omitted.

2.

That after subparagraph 3(3) insert the follOWing
subparagraphs:
(4) That so much of the standing orders be
suspended so as to allow the following to
apply:
(a) a member may ask a question without
notice from the time the Speaker calls for
questions. Questions without notice may
be asked for 1 hour on each sitting day.
However, the Speaker may extend the
time for questions without notice at his or
her discretion;
(b)

the Speaker may require the language of a
question to be changed if it seems to him
or her that it is unbecoming or is in breach
of the standing orders or conventions of
the house;

(c)

a member asking a question must not offer
argument or an opinion on the matter or
give facts or names of persons, except
those strictly necessary to explain the
question;

(d) when a member gives facts or names, he or
she is responsible for their accuracy.
Where the matter is of sufficient
importance, the Speaker may require
prima facie proof of accuracy;
(e)

in answering any question the minister or
member:
(i) must be directly relevant and
responsive to the question; and
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must be reasonably succinct; and

must not introduce matter
extraneous to the question nor debate the
matter to which the question relates; and
(iii)

(iv) must comply with the same rules
and practices as apply to the asking of
questions;
(f)

a minister may decline to answer a question
or part of a question:
(i)

on the ground of public policy; or

(iD if the minister is unable to answer
the question fully and accurately without
notice and requests that the question or
part of the question be placed upon the
notice paper; or
(iii) if the minister informs the house that
the question requires a more extensive
answer than is appropriate to a question
without notice and that it will be the
subject of a ministerial statement or
announcement at an early opportunity.

3.

4.

That in subparagraph 4(1) all words and expressions
after the expression 'sessional order no. 2' to the
end of the subparagraph be omitted and replaced
with the following 'on every third sitting Thursday
after the opening of the session, the first order of
the day is the question "That grievances be noted".
A member may speak for not more than
15 minutes on that question. The whole discussion
must not exceed 4 hours.'
Omit subparagraph 4(2) and insert the following
subparagraphs:
'(2) After the question "That grievances be noted"
is carried, the Speaker may call on a member
(except a minister) to make a statement for not
more than 90 seconds. The total period
provided for these statements must not exceed
15 minutes.
(3) On every third sitting Thursday after the
opening of the session, business shall be called
on in the following order:

5.

1.

Grievances

2.

90-second statements

3.

Oral questions (at 2.00 p.m.)

4.

Government business

5.

General business'

That after subparagraph 5(4) insert the following
subparagraph:
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'(5) The Speaker may extend the time allowed to a
member on the motion "That the house do
now adjourn" but only if the Speaker is of the
opinion that a member's rights have been
unreasonably infringed.'

The opposition wishes to have a detailed discussion
on the sessional orders tonight. It chooses to do so at
the beginning of the parliamentary session because
of the importance it places on the procedures and
forms of this house. Nothing can be more central or
crucial to those procedures and forms than the
sessional orders that members will be discussing
tOnight. It is appropriate that the house have such a
debate at the commencement of the parliamentary
session because we will be making decisions on how
this Parliament will conduct itself for the next four
years.
It should not be a matter of taking lightly the motion

moved by the Leader of the House and forgOing a
parliamentary debate. It is the opposition's view that
the forms of the house as they now stand - in
particular, the sessional orders - inhibit the
mechanisms of Parliament and the ability of the
opposition to contribute to debate. In effect they turn
Parliament into a rubber stamp that is merely
required to carry out the decisions of the executive
arm of government. They leave little room for
Parliament to discuss matters of crucial importance
to the state of Victoria, which are given only a
moment's consideration.
The sessional orders inhibit and restrict what
individual members may do and force us all to
become just spectators, if you like, of the actions of
the executive arm of government, which are played
out before us with little opportunity for individual
members to make contributions that are meaningful,
worthwhile and substantial. It is for this reason that
the opposition chooses to consciously and
deliberately engage in this debate tonight and to
move the amendments that have been circulated.
The amendments attempt to obtain a more
responsible and more accountable Parliament. In
particular, the opposition is concerned that question
time itself be more accountable and more responsive
to the people of Victoria.
We also want to ensure that there is more genuine
debate in this Parliament. Our aim is to restore this
essential role of Parliament as a separate entity to
the executive arm of government.

Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr BATCHELOR - Government members who
are interjecting out of their places resile from the
notion that Parliament should be an accountable
institution. It should be a separate institution from
the executive arm of government. It is of little
surprise to me that members such as the honourable
member for Tullamarine interject in that fashion
trying to denigrate the important role that the
opposition believes Parliament should have and the
important role all members of Parliament should be
carrying out.
It is our aim in moving these amendments to put

that firmly on the record at the commencement of
this parliamentary session because if the
government chooses not to agree with our position
and chooses to continue with its high-handed
approach to parliamentary democracy, with its
attempts to curtail the opposition and to curtail
individual members, then it is an issue we will
return to time and time again.
Earlier today the opposition gave notice of a motion
it will move under general business. We will return
to that issue later in the sessional period. We have
placed it sufficiently high in priority that it will be a
matter of further debate.
Mr Speaker, the Leader of the Opposition earlier
today congratulated you on your election as Speaker
and expressed his desire to have the Parliament
examine in a thorough and detailed way the
sessional and standing orders and the procedures of
this house. I acknowledge that it is an issue that
cannot be resolved in one debate on the sessional
orders; it requires a thorough and detailed
examination.

We are calling on the Parliament to provide the
forms and mechanisms to do that beyond today's
debate. Once tOnight's debate has concluded it will
not be the last occasion this matter will be raised or
pursued by the opposition. It is our intention to say
to the Parliament and the people of Victoria that so
far as the opposition is concerned democracy is an
important and valued freedom and that Parliament
should be the pinnacle institution in our state that
cherishes and puts these valued traditions into
practice.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR - I hear again the honourable
member for Tullamarine interjecting and indicating
his opposition to these ideals. These ideals are not
radical ideals; they have been around for a long
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period. They are the very heart of the Westminster
democracy. No doubt the Premier will find them
offensive to his particular view of democracy. His
view is that the only form of democracy that is
acceptable is that which coincides with his view. He
does not want to hear any voice that differs from his.
We have seen that occur time and time again. All
one needs to do is to ask the church leaders what
happens when they put forward a view.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Thomastown is straying somewhat from
sessional orders. The honourable member should
stay within the content of the motion and his
amendments.
Mr BATCHELOR - Mr Speaker, I shall
endeavour to explain my point more clearly so that
you understand why the opposition is insisting that
this debate take place tonight.
We wish to have a robust Parliament, one that
cherishes democracy and enables debate, one where
Parliament is accountable and responsible - not one
that is a rubber stamp.
We have seen this attitude of minority points of
view trampled on in this Parliament, as we have
seen in the wider community. Just as the opposition
is making the point forcefully tOnight that we expect
our rights as parliamentarians and our right as a
parliamentary institution to be preserved, that view
is being widely supported in the community. It is a
view that all too often we have seen with this
government - if an alternative view is put forward,
the people putting that alternative view are vilified,
criticised, bullied and stood over. The same view we
see as parliamentarians each and every day in our
parliamentary lives is being extended beyond here
into the wider community. People in the wider
community are becoming just as upset as the people
in this Parliament about Parliament being used as a
rubber stamp. The vehicle for doing that are the
existing orders.
Sessional orders should be changed. It is important
because we have seen elsewhere that if the executive
arm of government takes control of the
parliamentary process it inevitably leads to
problems. There are issues of structural imbalance
and structural corruption that occur and then there
is a breakdown in accountability. It happened in
Queensland, where the executive arm of
government was all-powerful and there was a
breakdown in the relationship between the
executive arm of the government and the
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Parliament. That was the subject of extensive
comment in the Fitzgerald royal commission.
Mr Fitzgerald found that the executive arm of
government treated Parliament with absolute
contempt, which contributed to the breakdown of
general public accountability.
We as an opposition are concerned that that does not
happen. It is important for that reason that we have
this debate about sessional orders because we wish
to ensure that in the next four years this
government, through robust debate in Parliament, is
held accountable. We have seen the government try
to make the Parliament powerless. A good example
that goes to the question of sessional and standing
orders that underpin Parliament is the changes that
will take place to the City Link contract.
The procedures for changing the contract are
contained within the Melbourne City Link Act,
which envisages some role for Parliament in any
subsequent changes that the government thinks
might be necessary to make to the City Link contract
after it has been entered into. We will see in the
weeks ahead that the sessional orders will be used
against the opposition, and that that avenue of
accountability will work against Parliament, without
it being allowed to examine the changes that have
taken place to the biggest project in Victoria's
history, changes to the very essence of the financial
arrangements and to the contracts that will bind this
and future governments for 34 years with tolls on
our roads.
The sessional orders being put forward by the
government tOnight will make it impossible, except
by leave of the government, for these matters to be
debated adequately. Parliament will be used as a
rubber stamp to approve changes to the City Link
contract and members will not be allowed to debate
them. The point that was made by Fitzgerald about
the situation in Queensland is relevant to these
sessional orders. This situation needs to be
examined because the current abuse of the role of
Parliament will continue during the weeks ahead
when the City Link bill and a number of other
matters are debated.
The amendments I have circulated address a
number of issues. I will briefly address some of them
after setting the scene for the opposition'S concerns.
We believe question time has been inadequately
handled by sessional orders. Mr Speaker, during
question time today you found it necessary to advise
the Premier that he was taking too long to answer a
question, thereby using up the very limited time
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available to the opposition to hold the government
to account. Today issues of major public importance,
which had just broken in the media, needed to be
addressed. By the use of sessional orders and the
existing forms of the house the Premier was able to
filibuster. Very early in your term, Mr Speaker, you
rightly sought to intervene to remind the Premier
that the practice of filibustering when answering
questions was a recognised and well-tried abuse of
the forms of Parliament. For that reason we seek to
lengthen question time on each and every day that
Parliament sits. Our amendments would have
question time continuing for 1 hour. We believe it is
not an exceptional or unusual arrangement because
other Parliaments around Australia provide
question times of longer duration.
There is no reason why the second largest and
second most important parliamentary forum in
Australia should have a question time that is open to
the sort of abuse displayed by the Premier this
evening. Question time should provide the
opposition with sufficient time to ask a sequence of
questions about a range of different issues. During
the last Parliament often there was insufficient time
during question time for the opposition to pursue
one issue let alone a number! How will important
issues be dealt with under sessional orders that
provide no change?
It is for those reasons that the opposition has moved
its amendments, in particular, the amendment to
extend the time for questions without notice. The
government has a record of going out of its way to
reduce the number of questions it answers. During
the first three years of the former Labor government
an average of 14.6 questions were answered per
question time, but during the first 3 years of the
Kennett government an average of only
8.1 questions were answered during question time.
Of course, the Kennett government has had plenty
to hide and it has used the forms of the house to
hide it. The government should not be able to use
sessional orders and standing orders to protect it
from public and parliamentary accountability.

The record stands out loud and clear that the
government has not made itself available publicly. It
has abused question time by refusing to answer
questions quickly or succinctly and by filibustering.
If ministers will not make themselves accountable in
the Assembly where government is formed where
will they be accountable? We know the answer: they
will not be accountable! That was the experience in
Queensland and that has been our experience
during the past three years. The government will not
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hold itself accountable. It avoids answering
questions. We saw this today during question time
when ministers would not answer questions. They
routinely answer different questions they have in
their minds each and every question time. When the
opposition raises points of order in relation to
relevance the standing orders are so weak that the
abuse is allowed to continue.
These issues have been addressed previously by the
report of the Standing Orders Committee.
Recommendations were available to the government
for implementation, but the government has failed
to take action. That is why many of the proposals
contained in the omnibus amendments I have
moved tonight rely on comments made in the 1992
report of the Standing Orders Committee. That is
why Parliament needs to make a further detailed
examination of the issues that are crucial to our
parliamentary democracy.
I shall make some comments in relation to the
grievance debates. As honourable members know,
the way sessional orders are structured means that
grievance debates are, in effect, a gift of the
government. It decides how many grievance debates
will be held. Sessional orders do not provide any
guidelines for the government on that point, and
that is an absolutely inappropriate way for
grievance debates to be scheduled. The grievance
debate is one of the few opportunities for a member
to raise individual matters outside the dictates of the
government's legislative program and outside the
response of his or her political party. The way the
government abuses the opportunity for grievance
debates stands as a condemnation of it.
The opposition wants some certainty introduced
into the timing of grievance debates by moving
them to Thursdays so that they do not interfere with
general business motions. The opposition proposes
that a grievance debate be held on every third sitting
Thursday. The inclusion of the qualification of
'every third sitting Thursday' is an important factor
in bringing accountability into Parliament.
Like the adjournment debate it is one of the areas the
new Independent member of the house will find
useful. If the government continues along the path it
has taken in the past, more than one Independent
member will be taking its constituencies in rural
Victoria at the next election. Because of the new
phenomenon of having an Independent member in
the Legislative Assembly we need to have proper
parliamentary forms so that Independents can have
their say. Independents must have a role to play in
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the house. The sessional orders introduced by this
government will prevent them from performing the
roles they want to play. Independents want to talk
about issues affecting their electorates. They will
discover that the opportunities for doing so under
this government are extremely limited.
The opposition's amendments to the grievance
procedures would provide an increased number of
opportunities for the current Independent and
future Independents to have participatory roles in
this Parliament, particularly as those roles relate to
issues that are important for their electorates.
For that reason the opposition has also proposed the
introduction of the 90 second statement, a
parliamentary form that it has borrowed from other
legislatures, including the federal Parliament. The
form would provide an additional opportunity for
members to make short and succinct contributions
on issues that are of importance to them. There is no
prOvision within the parliamentary forms and
procedures of this house to enable that to happen at
the moment.
Mr Deputy Speaker, although you might say the
adjournment debate provides that opportunity, that
debate must relate only to issues of government
administration. If a member wanted to succinctly
raise something of importance to his or her
electorate the 90 second statement process would
provide the opportunity to do so. It seems ironic that
the forms of the supreme law-making body in the
state, which comprises individual members of
Parliament representing their constituents, actually
prevents them from raising matters that are relevant
to their local areas except in a very restricted and
limited way. For those reasons the opposition
proposes that changes be made to the grievance
procedures and that a 90 second statement be
introduced.

The final amendment relates to the adjournment
debate. On many occasions members on both sides
of the house have participated in the adjournment
debate when time is crucial. Members have only
3 minutes to make their contributions and they find
that due to interjections and points of order they are,
in effect, prevented from doing so.
Mr Finn - You do it yourself.
Mr BATCHELOR - The honourable member for
Tullamarine acknowledges that that is what he does.
Time and again during this debate the honourable
member has indicated his opposition to the sorts of
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proposals we are putting forward. The opposition
believes some common decency and sense of
procedural fairness should apply. A member of
Parliament who wishes to make a contribution to the
adjournment debate at the end of the sitting day
should be able to do so without the tricksters from
the other side of the house causing problems.
Members of the government or the opposition - or,
indeed, the Independent - should be able to make
their contributions without other members
deliberately curtailing and sabotaging their remarks.
Often it is the only occasion a member can make a
contribution on issues affecting his or her electorate.
For those reasons the opposition supports the
amendments that have been moved in my name and
circulated in the house tonight. We simply want
some sense of democracy under this government.
The people of Victoria want to hold the government
accountable. Members of the government are
frightened of being held accountable. They do not
want to be held accountable or made responsible. In
line with previous practice the government will
force through the sessional orders tonight without
taking the amendments into account. By doing so it
will be an admission at the commencement of this
parliamentary term that at each and every
opportunity the government will trample all over
parliamentary democracy.
Mr RICHARD SON (Forest Hill) - I was
fascinated by the remarks of the honourable member
for Thomastown. There was such a sense of deja vu
about them that I felt I was welcoming old friends
back again. I had heard it all before.
Mr Batchelor - Because you have abused it all
before!
Mr RICHARDSON - Back in the days when my
party was in opposition and the honourable member
for Thomastown was busily designing how-tD-vote
cards I think I may even have used some of the
arguments in similar speeches. If they were not the
same arguments they were arguments with simple
variations on them. I thank the honourable member
for the compliment he has paid me in using those
portions of my previous speeches he has extracted
and recycled.
I remind the house that was back in the days when
this institution reeled beneath the blows of the Labor
Party in government, a Labor Party that disgraced
itself and the state. It brought Victoria to its knees. It
brought the state into disrepute and finally the
people rose up and cast Labor out - and quite
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rightly, too; it was thoroughly deserved. Look at
what has been left to take over from them! All the
good ones have been kicked out and now we are left
with the honourable member for Thomastown and
the current leadership of the Labor Party.
No wonder they are coming up with designs to
make this component of the house unworkable. That
is the proposition that has been put forward. The
whole idea of sessional orders is to make the house
workable and to provide good order. If the
opposition behaved responsibly it would not be
necessary to have sessional orders of the kind that
have been introduced. To ensure that the house can
function, at the beginning of each sitting week it has
been necessary to establish a program that must be
closed off and completed by a certain time each
week. Because the opposition has demonstrated its
desire to make the house totally unworkable the
government has been forced to introduce a sessional
order that will provide for the progress of legislation
through the house while maintaining the capacity
for proper debate.
In essence, it has bounced the ball in the court of the
opposition by saying at the beginning of each sitting
week, 'Here is the program to be completed at the
end of the week. How you handle it is up to you'.
They are such dodoes that they fiddle and muck
around with trivia, waste as much time as possible
and then bleat when the provisions of the sessional
orders come into play at the end of the sitting week.
They say, 'We haven't had any time to debate these
things'. The reason there is not sufficient debate is
because time and again the opposition -led
incompetently by the Leader of the OppOSition, and
when he is not here even less competently by the
Deputy Leader of the OppOSition and, when he is
not here, which is most of the time, by the
honourable member for Thomastown, the great
designer - bleats and wastes as much time as
possible. When the sessional orders come into play
they say they were not given enough time. The
opposition wants to make the house unworkable.
To give a degree of respectability to each
proposition.the honourable member for
Thomastown - and I understand his grabbing at
every opportunity for respectability - extracts from
a report of a Standing Orders Committee some
recommendations that were made in a report
presented to this place in 1992. The honourable
member for Thomastown is using a selective
process. He has chosen judiciously for his purpose,
but there is a certain bias attached to the approach
he has taken. It should be remembered that the then
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Standing Orders Committee produced
recommendations that were found wanting and
have been the subject of careful consideration by the
house since 1992. In fact, the house has
demonstrated a reluctance to adopt the proposals
contained in the report. It is curious given that
reluctance that the honourable member for
Thomastown should attempt to impose some of
those recommendations on the house.
I have never agreed with some of the proposals. For
example, amendment 2(c) states:
@INDENT1 = A member asking a question must
not offer argument or an opinion on the matter; or
give facts or names of persons, except those strictly
necessary to explain the question.
Amendment 2(d) immediately contradicts the
previous amendment. It states:
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Mr RICHARDSON - I am always grateful to
my colleagues for providing assistance at times like
this. I know they are here to help; I have always
been grateful for their help over many years. The
propOSition contained in the proposed amendment
fails in logic because it is silly. It is a child of former
Speaker Coghill. I am not sure whether it is a son or
daughter, but the proposition has always been silly.
There was a claim of a connection between Speaker
Coghill's view and some obscure reference in the
records of Westminster. I have looked at those
records and found they relied on a strange event
that occurred during the 19th century relating to a
Reuters correspondent and the provision of a
telegram which related to the activities of a dervish
pasha in the Middle East. I am not going to provide
the house with the story grain by grain because it is
as extensive as the Sahara. The connection drawn by
Speaker Coghill between that incident relating to the
Reuters correspondent and Westminster is bizarre.

When a member gives facts or names - -

The thinking is already muddled at that stage. I have
always had some difficulty with that proposition,
which was dear to the heart and mind of former
Speaker Coghill. One can see his imprint upon the
provision because it goes on to say:
Where the matter is of sufficient importance, the
Speaker may require prima facie proof of accuracy.

I have difficulty with that proposition, but former
Speaker Coghill had no difficulty with it, which is
probably why I had difficulty with Speaker Coghill.
It seems contradictory because the presumption has
always been that a member is asking a question
because the answer is not known and he or she is
wanting to receive an answer that will provide
information or facts. There is a contradiction in the
proposal that there can be a provision of facts in the
asking of a question, because by definition if a
member does not know the answer he will not have
the facts to present.
The contradiction is then compounded by the
proposal that where some facts are given, which
should not be given in the first place, the honourable
member is responsible for the accuracy of those
facts. However, if a member does not know the
answers, how can he or she know whether the facts
that are given, which he or she is not allowed to
give, are accurate? The silliness of the proposition
grows and grows rather like a mole.

Honourable members interjecting.

As one proceeds through the proposals contained in
the amendments moved by the honourable member
for Thomastown, the scene becomes even more
bizarre. Everything is tied up in the desire of the
opposition to make this house unworkable. Let me
put it clearly on the record that the proposed
sessional orders as outlined by the Leader of the
House are designed to make this house workable.
The proposed sessional orders are the same as those
which were shown in the last Parliament to have
been workable and necessary because of the
activities of the opposition during that Parliament.
I have much pleasure in supporting the proposals
put to the house by the Leader of the House, and I
urge all members to regard the amendments moved
by the honourable member for Thomastown with
the contempt they deserve.
Mr DOLLIS (Richmond) - I congratulate you,
Mr Deputy Speaker, on your elevation to the chair
that you now occupy.
Will we have another extraordinary four years? It is
now 11.40 p.m., and again we start on this nonsense!
The honourable member for Forest Hill talked about
a dervish pasha appearing before the Standing
Orders Committee. The story became taller, and as
time went by I thought the government member
may have moved from the Middle East back to
Australia, and even to this state! What did his
contribution have to do with a debate on standing
orders?
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I will not take an extraordinary amount of time on
my contribution because we are almost approaching
silly time in this serious debate. The honourable
member for Thomastown has proposed fair and
equitable amendments which, if passed, would
make the business of this house the subject of
serious debate.
The aim of the opposition is simple and
straightforward: to restore the essential role of this
Parliament as an entity separate from the executive
arm of government.
Basically, we are talking about the supremacy of
Parliament over the executive government. Our
ideas go to the very heart of Westminster
democracy. None of the contributions from this
government has dealt with those matters. Why
would any government with a large majority be
frightened? Its majority makes it comfortable. Why
should we make Parliament a rubber stamp? This
place is meant to function not as a forum for
executive government but as a forum for the people
through their elected representatives.
This executive is meant to be accountable to
Parliament, but the proposed sessional orders would
result in the reverse effect, that basically Parliament
would become accountable to the executive.
I need not remind this house of the report of the
Fitzgerald inquiry into corruption in Queensland. It
devoted a full chapter to the breakdown in the
relationship between the executive arm of
government and Parliament in that state. Without
wasting too much time I point out that it would be
somewhat useful if the honourable member for
Mordialloc particularly were to read that section;
perhaps even he could understand the simplicity of
the argument put by Fitzgerald. That argument is
relevant and pertinent to this debate, but I suppose
it would be too much to ask the honourable member
to take seriously any argument that would make this
place more accountable, that would give our
minority an opportunity to debate and keep this
government accountable, and that would ensure
that Victorians had a voice in questioning the
legitimacy of many of the propositions put forward
by the government.
If the government were serious about reform it
would accept the motion of the opposition. It will

not alter the facts: the election has been held, the
government has again been installed and you,
Mr Deputy Speaker, will occupy that great chair for
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the next four years - with, I should add, the full
support of the opposition.
The sessional orders must make some sense if we
are to function properly. You, Mr Deputy Speaker,
would agree that the authority of the Speaker in the
last Parliament was drastically reduced. Why?
Simply because this government did not allow
Mr Speaker to act as an independent Chair nor
basically to be the impartial umpire that this place
requires. Towards the end of the last Parliament we
had the farce of the government pretending that the
position of Speaker attracted some independence.
Against all odds, Mr Speaker Delzoppo tried
valiantly to fight.
The opposition's suggested amendments to the
proposed sessional orders aim to achieve a more
responsive and accountable question time. They
would allow more time for opposition business and
more opportunities for backbenchers to raise issues
through the shifting of the grievance debates from
Wednesdays to Thursdays, the introduction of
90-second statements, and the allowing of an
extension of time on the adjournment debate when a
member's time has been unreasonably infringed.
The government should allow this place to conduct
fair debate. It should give the opposition an
opportunity to question ministerial responsibility to
Parliament, which seems to have been lost because
of the rulings of former Speakers about answers to
questions, and especially relating to the need for
ministers to have written scripts.
Our proposition is simple and straightforward.

Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr DOLLIS - The honourable member for
Forest Hill is back to his old form: don't bother
about debate or logic, just adopt sheer abuse which is thrown around at every opportunity! No
wonder this government does not want to change
the sessional orders! Why should sessional orders be
changed? Because the honourable member for
Forest Hill may have to become more accountable to
this place, as this government will be asked to
become answerable for the business of the house. Is
it a crime to argue that the Speaker ought to be given
independence and an opportunity to be a fair and
impartial umpire? What argument can the
honourable member for Forest Hill mount on that
point? Is it a crime, Mr Deputy Speaker?
Mr Richardson interjected.
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Mr DOLUS - I wouldn't dare to be nasty to the
honourable member for Forest Hill. He knows that I
hold him in very high regard outside this place.
However, in this place things do alter.
Now, back to the debate. As I was saying,
Mr Deputy Speaker, the Westminster system of
government is seen to be considerably diluted especially in this Parliament, as a result of particular
decisions and rulings made by previous Speakers in
this place. We have seen the independence of
Parliament thrown out the window.
I ask the Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party what is
the matter with the amendments that have been
proposed? Why is the government frightened of
simple, straightforward debate here? Why is the
government frightened of having grievances on a
Thursday instead of a Wednesday? What about
giving the opposition a bit of time to discuss its
business on a Wednesday? Why do we want it on a
Thursday? Very simple and straightforward: we do
not get too many opportunities, so that lovely
Wednesday morning is a time we rather cherish. We
do not particularly like the government attempting
to take that very little time away from us. So it
would make considerable sense if we moved
grievances to Thursdays. What difference would it
make to the government, if it was interested in fair
and reasonable debate in this place?
Mr Kilgour - Why didn't you do it when you
were in government?
Mr DOLUS - There is another bit of lOgiC. Let
me answer the honourable member, who seems to
like the logic of certain words the Premier used
recently.
The DEPUfY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair has
been extremely tolerant of the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition. He should come back to the matter
before the Chair and try to ignore interjections from
across the chamber - which are disorderly, I might
add.
Mr DOLUS - I stand corrected, Mr Deputy
Speaker. As I was saying in reply to the honourable
member's lovely interjection at this late hour,let me
use the words of the Premier when he was
attempting to correct a wrong: two wrongs do not
make a right. If we have failed in the past to
basically make the sessional orders - Mr Gude - We waited all this time for that!
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Mr DOLLIS - You waited all this time for that,
did you? What about giving a bit of leadership and
making certain that the rules that apply in this house
are fair and equitable? You wouldn't be frightened
of a bit of debate here and there, would you,
Mr Deputy Speaker - a bit of colour and
movement, especially as we approach the hour of
midnight, when we hear impossible things that
come out of the mouths of certain members.
What I am saying is that what we are moving here is
fair and equitable. It aims to restore the essential role
of Parliament as a separate entity from the executive
arm of government. It aims to make the executive
arm of government answerable to Parliament, not
the other way around. It aims to give the opposition
and the newly elected Independent member an
opportunity to debate the business before this house.
It aims to introduce some logic so that business
before the house is debated in such a way that
everyone gets a chance to take part.
If this government is interested in making this
Parliament the supreme deciSion-making body in
this state it will accept the reasonable proposition
put by the honourable member for Thomastown.

Mr COOPER (Mornington) - I have listened
with some interest to the honourable member for
Thomastown and the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition. I find it very difficult to equate the
argument they are advancing on the amendment to
the motion moved by the Leader of the House with
my experience in this place between 1985 and 1992.
I well remember the equitable and fair-minded
speakerships of Speakers Edmunds and Coghill. I
well remember the equitable behaviour of leaders of
the house like Tom Roper, as they dealt it out to the
then opposition day after day and railroaded this
Parliament to achieve what they wanted to achieve.
Then of course came the 1992 election of this
government, whose members believed it was
probably fair and reasonable that the sessional
orders they put in place be the same as those that
applied during the time of the previous Labor
government. To our dismay, as most of us can recall,
during 1992 and into 1993 we had a display from the
opposition that showed that its members certainly
knew their way around the sessional orders and the
standing orders. Most members will recall the long
sittings that regularly went into the early hours of
the morning. Most members will recall the day
when the house met at 2 o'clock on Friday and rose
for the week some 24 hours later, having sat for
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longer than 24 hours because of the disruptive
tactics of the opposition.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr COOPER - There was no reason other than
the disruptive tactics of the opposition. It was
determined by the government that the business of
the duly elected government was being disrupted,
so new sessional orders were brought in. But the
interesting thing is that they were brought in during
the last Parliament, despite the bleats of the
opposition and all the talk about democracy that
arose at that time. I found very interesting the
debate that took place during the last Parliament
when sessional orders the same as these were
introduced - the chatter and the rattlings from the
opposition about democracy. That was the last
bastion of the scoundrels who sat on the opposition
benches: they started to talk about democracy.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr COOPER - During the 10 years they were in
power they made no attempt to give the opposition
a fair go. We then brought in sessional orders that
were the same as the sessional orders in place in the
House of Representatives in Canberra. Guess who
was in government in Canberra at the time? For 13
years the House of Representatives was able to get
by on these sessional orders under a Labor
government. Did we hear any protests from any of
these people opposite about that? Not a word. So we
have hypocrisy with a capital H at work here night.
We have it in big numbers.
I say to the opposition: if you are going to use
smart-alec tactics, if you are going to use all the
forms of the house available to you, then you shall
reap as you sow. That is exactly what opposition
members got. They got it during the last Parliament.
Because they used disruptive tactics, they got what
they put into this Parliament. They got it back, and
they can only blame themselves. If they think we are
so stupid as to swallow the line that has been put
tOnight by the honourable member for Thomastown
and backed up by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, they had better think again.

On 30 March this government was re-elected to do
some work on behalf of the people of Victoria and it
is not about to be disrupted by a 29-member rump
that got saddled by a bunch of safe seats around the
state. The 58 members of the coalition are going to
get on with the job they were elected to do, and they
are going to do it under the sessional orders that
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were put forward by the Leader of the House
tonight.
The opposition should start producing policies and
thinking positively about Parliament and it should
stop being a disruptive rabble, which is why it was
disintegrated at the last state election. It is about
time we and the people of Victoria got a decent
opposition. I am afraid that tOnight we have seen
and heard more of what we were presented with
between 1992 and 1996. This opposition is a disgrace
to the Parliament and to the great party it purports
to represent.
Mr COLE (Melbourne) - Before I begin I
congratulate you, Mr Deputy Speaker, on achieving
your office yet again.
It is always great to follow the honourable member
for MOrnington; I feel moderate when I do, which is
unusual for me. It seems he endorses everything we
have said. He is saying, 'We've got a few people and
you're a minority so why worry about you? We
don't have to have debates on anything. We won,
you lost and that's it, end of story. Let us move on to
the next one'.

Let us recall the years when the present government
was in opposition and the number of times the
guillotine was used. It was around 11 or 12 times,
and only during budget debates after about 23 hours
of debate. We have heard plaintive cries about
democracy, but in fact there was democracy in the
upper house. If we, the government, did not give the
opposition the debate it wanted here it would not let
the legislation through the upper house. It is arrant
nonsense for members of the present government to
suggest that as an oppressed minority it did not
receive the opportunity for adequate debate. We talk
now about the abuse of rules and regulations, but I
recall sitting until 3.00 a.m. or 4.00 a.m. to debate the
Royal Botanic Gardens Bill while it was dragged out.
We started doing that when we were moved into
opposition because that is the way the sessional
orders were drafted and agreed to by previous
governments.

The most unportant point is that this government
controls the upper house in an unfettered and
ruthless fashion. It has introduced legislation that
has not been properly debated in this house because
we have the world-famous 4.30 p.m. rule: if a bill is
not done by 4.30 p.m. on Thursday there is no
debate and it goes through. I am sure the
honourable member for Wangaratta or
wherever--
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Mr Jasper - Murray Valley! Haven't you ever
heard of that?
Mr COLE - No. I went to Wangaratta the other
day and missed Murray Valley. I do not know what
happened. There have been cries about a lack of
democracy, and that is exactly what this is. We
cannot allow the situation where major bills receive
no debate in this house to continue. About seven or
eight bills a week do not get debated because on
Tuesday the Leader of the House says, 'We have 10
bills that have to be through by 4.30 p.m. on
Thursday. On top of that we are having a ministerial
statement and another economic statement to say
how marvellous we are'. Then there is a blue after
question time because the Premier has decided to
carry on like a clown yet again! We just have to sit
back and cop it, and then we get only 1 hour of
debate on important education and privatisation
bills.
The best example of this was the Melbourne City
Link Bill, which was two feet thick. We had 6 hours
to debate what was a crucial issue for Victoria. I
resent the government's cries that it copped a bad
deal when it was in opposition, because it did not. It
was in control of the upper house and there was
adequate debate of all bills. Rarely was the guillotine
applied. It was applied only after 23 hours of budget
debate. Now the most oppressive rules are imposed
on a minority party, and that is totally unacceptable.
The honourable member for Niddrie mentioned a
Bjelke-Petersen style of government, and that is
what we have now; that is what this Parliament is.
The contribution by the honourable member for
Momington is a good example. He always gets
carried away at the end. You just sit there and wait
for the little gems. He said, 'You're small, we're big,
we've got power. Separation of powers means we've
got it and you haven't. We can do what we like and
you can all go hopping. Forget about the community
out there. The 48 per cent of them do not matter
because we have the strongest group and we will do
what we like'. Boy, this government certainly does!
It does not matter what issues are up for debate; it
says, 'You will not get it unless we want to do it'.
I support the suggestion made by the honourable
member for Thomastown that questions without
notice may be asked for 1 hour each sitting day.
There is an important reason for that pOint. If we
were to ask the Premier whether he was corrupt he
would take 2 hours to answer and we would not get
a yes or no. There is no such thing as a simple
answer from that guy. More importantly, when a
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dorothy dixer is asked it is never simple. The
question will be something like, 'What have you
done for the Victorian economy to make it as great
as it is today?'. We all know that is based on an
absolute lie, but government members ask questions
like that anyway. Then the Premier proceeds to
spend half of question time answering one question,
which is a dorothy dixer, while we are left waiting to
ask important questions.
We see the strategy. When Bill McGrath was the
agriculture minister we knew when the government
was in trouble because it would send in the
nightwatchman for half an hour. We would be
sitting there waiting to ask a probing question to
take the rabble apart but we would not be able to
because the minister would be talking about the
problems he had created in the bush. That is why
people voted against the government up there. I
think there was a swing of about 10 per cent in
Shepparton, and Mildura got wiped out altogether!
That is what has been happening at question time,
and there should be a change in that situation.
The next point states that the Speaker:
may require the language of a question to be changed if
it seems to him Or her that it is unbecoming or is in
breach of the standing orders or conventions of the
house.

The sort of violence the Premier does to the English
language is disgraceful. It is very bad, and he ought
to be pulled up for it on a regular basis. It is
shocking. You cannot understand what he is talking
about. He is frequently grammatically incorrect.
Once he referred to Madam Speaker as 'You, Sir,
Acting Madam Speaker'.
This is an important point and I personally would
support change, but it is not happening. It really is
unacceptable. You cannot have a sentence that goes
on for an hour. It is not a good idea.
I should like to say that there has never been a more
important time for this Parliament to seek respect.
The government has a sizeable majority and has
done well at elections, so if ever there were a time
for scrutiny, that time is now. The honourable
member for MOrnington, the Premier and other
honourable members treat this place as an absolute
joke by rushing things through, and that cannot be
allowed to continue.
If you happen to stand up and object to what is
going on for 10 minutes or for half an hour, they say,
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'Oh, you're just wasting your time'. It is not their
time, it is not the Parliament's time, it is our time we
are wasting because we get up - -
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I finish with these final comments. I believe the
4.30 p.m. rule is a disgrace. If people in the
community were aware that it was occurring, they
would be appalled. It is totally unnecessary.

An honourable member interjected.

Mr COLE - The honourable member for
Tullamarine says I am wasting time at the moment.
Am I? I am trying to point out quite a legitimate
issue with respect to debate and the time that I want
to get to debate issues for my electorate. The fact is
that under this government the Parliament will not
sit much, and when it does, the legislative program
will be truncated.
I also want to make the point, given that I was on
the joint parliamentary review committee in 1992,
that what has happened to that joint committee
really is a disgrace. It has been used by the Premier
as a method to give out patronage; nine committees
all went to Liberals. There was no suggestion that
they be reviewed and look at issues that we, as a
Parliament, should be addressing - no, no! It was
all decided by the Premier - and perhaps one or
two other members of the Liberal Party. But there is
no doubt that the raison d'etre behind it was to
ensure there were enough spots for people to be put
into, to placate them so we would not have a revolt
in the background, or alternatively, to ensure that
the unfortunates who did not get to be ministers unlike the honourable member for Warrandyte had either a Parliament secretaryship or a committee
chair.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Mr COLE - There is nothing wrong with a
career structure, but unfortunately the career
structure for parliamentary committees was usually
on the way down, not on the way up. They were
giving positions to their mates to whom they could
not give a ministry. They gave them committee
chairs and they created committees that were, quite
frankly, absolutely useless. They changed the names
around a little bit, but in substance they did not do
what they should have done.
We should have had equity. A true parliamentary
committee system should have Labor members and
Liberal members sharing the chairs, as was the case
when Labor was in government. That would show
the bipartisan approach we seek with committees.
Unfortunately, the whole process has been perverted
by the Premier, who is using the parliamentary
system to aid his system, to aid his problems, to
make sure that people are satisfied within that.

Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) - From the outset I
must say that I was extremely disappointed with the
contribution by the honourable member for
Melbourne, whom I have had a great regard for, and
the sorts of arguments he put forward pleading the
case that we should look realistically at changes
which would give more time, and some of the other
points that he raised.
I want to take him back in history a little. I admit
that he put a pleading case to us. It was, I suppose, a
compelling case - he would think it was. But let us
take it in its real terms and in the context of what we
are trying to do within Parliament. The honourable
member for Melbourne should go back in history to
look at what has happened in previous parliaments.
I have been in Parliament a fairly long time now; I
go back to the late 1970s until 1982, when Victoria
had a Liberal government, and then from 1982 to
1992, when it had a Labor government. Now it has a
coalition government that is trying to get things
done, and is getting things done, and we have a
more workable Parliament - not perfect, but
certainly more workable - than we have ever had
before.
It is a load of hypocrisy for the honourable member
for Melbourne to come into this house and support
the amendments moved by the honourable member
for Thomastown, because he has not taken into
account what Labor government members did from
1982 to 1992. They are the ones who really made a
mockery of the Parliament. They were not looking at
democracy at all. They should have been trying to
operate the Parliament more effectively.
You should recall contributions of the former
member for Reservoir, Mr Simmonds, in the late
hours. On one occasion, when we were debating a
workers compensation bill I think he went for a
record 3 or 4 hours - from about 1.00 a.m. until 4.00
or 5.00 a.m. If he had been a realist he would have
come back and said, 'I will make a contribution and
then allow somebody else to make a contribution'.
On that occasion it might have been better to have
finished debate at a reasonable hour and come back
the next day to again debate the issue. But that was
not to be the case. Those members who stand in this
house and say we should change the current
situation need to look at the record.
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I support the comments made by the honourable
member for Melbourne that we should get
sensibility into the debate. I do not disagree with
that at all. That is what the government has been
trying to do - to have sensible hours and sensible
contributions from members of Parliament so that
we can be more accountable for and sensible about
how the Parliament is being operated.
I listened with great interest to the initial
contribution from the honourable member for
Thomastown, which was supported by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. The contribution of the
honourable member for Thomastown seemed to be a
compelling case and it seemed to make sense. But
you need to put it in the total context.
The sessional orders moved by the government are
designed to enable Parliament to keep sensible
hours so that we do not sit for extended periods.
Many of us who have been here for a long time
remember very long hours of sitting in the past. We
do not want to return to those types of sittings.
What happens now enables better discussion
between the government and the opposition, with
members saying, 'What do we need to debate this
week? What bills does the government need?'. Then
it is up to the government - and the opposition to decide on the hours to debate the most important
bills, without debate on some frivolous or minor bill
going on for hours and hours, with speaker after
speaker repeating what a previous speaker said,
perhaps in some different context.
The opposition should get back to reality, and say,
'This is an important bill; let us talk to the
government and ask for extended time in which to
debate it'. I am sure if it went to the Leader of the
House with a sensible argument, the Leader of the
House would say, 'I will respond to that'. But the
government has a legislative program which it has
to put into place. How can it put it into place if it is
frustrated by the opposition?
I have been on both sides of the house and I know
how the Parliament is operated by governments and
how oppositions respond. Right now the
government is trying to arrange more sensible
hours, and to allow a situation where the
government and the opposition can come together
and credibly discuss what bills will be debated, and
get a better perception from the outside public. We
talk about the Westminster system and the operation
of a democratic Parliament, but unless we can work
together to create a better image for the outside
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public, we will lose the credibility that we are trying
to gain.
I will look at the sorts of issues that were raised by
the amendments moved by the honourable member
for Thomastown. He talked about question time.
The honourable member for Melbourne talked about
government ministers giving long answers to
questions. That was absolute hypocrisy. I go back to
the mid-1980s when John Cain and other members
of the Labor Party in government extended answers
so that the number of questions in question time was
restricted.
On the subject of grievances, the grievance debate
has been brought back to a Wednesday. I can
remember when the grievance debate was on a
Thursday. Surely we can have a discussion on that.
The opposition should be saying, We will discuss it
with the government' and come back to ~e
government and say, We have reasonable reasons
to put forward for changing to what we think will
allow a better operation of the grievance debate'.

As to the adjournment debate, the member for
Thomastown suggests that 3 minutes is too short.
Many of us who have been here a while remember
when we were given 5 minutes to present an issue in
the adjournment debate, but by general consensus
that has been changed to 3 minutes. Opposition and
government members would agree that 3 minutes
should be enough time to put forward an issue in
the adjournment debate. It has been effective
because it provides a unique opportunity for more
members to speak on the adjournment debate. Let
us look at the position and continue with the
3-minute limit on the adjournment debate.
If the member for Thomastown and members of the

opposition have concrete arguments to put forward
they should take them to the Standing Orders
Committee. Let us work together as a team to have a
Parliament that operates more effectively. All
members of Parliament would agree with that. In
the final analysis it is the government of the day that
must set the agenda; it has to decide what matters
will be debated in a given week and what issues will
be brought forward. It is incumbent on the
opposition to be able to argue that and put forward
what should be realistic changes.
Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr JASPER - I respond to the interjection made
by the member for Thomastown. The arguments
and issues you brought forward do not carry much
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weight. If the opposition wants to talk about the
broad context let it bring those issues to the Standing
Orders Committee; let us take it through the proper
process. You will probably get a better response in
that way than you would by bringing the matter up
and extending the first sitting day when really that is
not what any of us want.

of the principles enunciated by the Premier? Has
there been any recognition of the principles and
suggestions just offered by the member for Murray
Valley? No. The government imposes the sessional
orders. No amendments are considered; none is
contemplated during debate. No recognition is given
to the merits of the proposals put forward.

I suggest the opposition should drop its amendment
and support the motion on sessional orders that has
been moved by the Leader of the House. Let us
abide by that motion and try to achieve a more
effective Parliament; let us try to use more hours to
achieve a balance between the government's
legislative program and allowing the opposition
time to respond to the issues raised. That can be put
into a proper context, but not through the
amendments to the sessional orders proposed by the
member for Thomastown.

The proposals put forward by the opposition are
sensible and specific. Unlike the claim of the
member for Murray Valley, they are not to do with
the length of sitting days and the length of debates.
They are about the rights of members, the rights of
the opposition and the rights of minority parties in
this place.

I have listened to a great deal of debate on the more
effective operation of Parliament. I hope we will
hear a debate during this session of Parliament on
changes that will make Parliament more effective. I
would respond to that as a member of the Standing
Orders Committee, but let us make sure we are able
to do it constructively and in a way that the
government will be able to accept and respond to.
We will never reach a perfect position. We will
always have the position where governments are
seen to respond to the issues that are being raised
within the Parliament itself.
I have been on both sides of the house and have seen
a range of governments in Victoria. I know the
difficulties involved in trying to achieve an effective
balance between government and opposition.
I strongly support the sessional orders that have
been put forward by the Leader of the House. If the
opposition wants to go forward, let it do so properly
so we get responses that will make us a more
efficient Parliament today and in the future.
Mr MILD EN HALL (Footscray) - The member
for Murray Valley made some sensible suggestions,
but in looking to the past, as he invited us to do to
give us a benchmark for this argument, he ought to
reflect on what occurred a few years ago, in 1992. At
that time the Premier, in congratulating the Speaker
on his election, referred to parliamentary reform as
something to be considered with due seriousness
and in a bipartisan way. That almost anticipates the
remarks and the suggestion of the member for
Murray Valley. But what did the government do in
response to those sentiments? Was any heed taken

The member for Murray Valley also suggested that
not only should there be a bipartisan approach,
there should also be a reference to the Standing
Orders Committee. The propositions that have come
from the opposition are the results of the
deliberations of the Standing Orders Committee in
its unanimously agreed recommendations to the
Parliament in 1992.
One might have thought that there could even have
been some merit in the suggestion to refer these
matters again to the Standing Orders Committee,
but what sort of recognition, what sort of credence,
what sort of influence or role does this government
give to the Standing Orders Committee? How often
did it meet in the last Parliament? How many
reports did it present? Was the government even
game to refer these matters or anything like them
back to a discussion between the parties? No,
Mr Speaker: the government imposes the sessional
orders and we either like it or lump it.
The clearest manifestation of that attitude we have
seen tonight was made by the member for
Mornington. The government has its program: get
on board or get out of the way. The government
uses the Parliament as part of the executive
implementation of its program. The Parliament is
not protected by the government, and despite the
unanimity, the bipartisanship and the sensibility of
the proposals put forward by the opposition tonight,
it is clear from the government spokespeople that
there is going to be no recognition, no contemplation
that these changes might be made.
There is a wider significance to all of this, and many
of the speakers on this side have referred to it. It is
quite clear that despite the split of the two-party
preferred vote in Victoria being something like
53 per cent to 47 per cent, the government is going to
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use its parliamentary majority to impose its standing
orders and ram through its program and not protect
the rights of the minority in this Parliament.

dramatically extend the sitting times of Parliament.
It would be just another opportunity for the
community's views to be represented in this place.

The Standing Orders Committee's report and its
recommendations to the Parliament were obviously
the product of a Parliament where the numbers were
a lot closer and there was some need, given the
closeness of those numbers and the unpredictability
of election outcomes at that time, for agreements to
be made about the rights of each party in this
Parliament. But those days have long been forgotten.
Certainly the members of the Standing Orders
Committee have shown no sign of either
remembering their role or sticking up for the
propositions that they then supported.

Another sensible proposition is to allow the rights of
members to be protected during the adjournment
debate. It is well known in this place that some
members have perhaps not perfected but spent a lot
of time concentrating on the task of disrupting other
members during their contributions to the
adjournment debate.

In referring to some of the specific proposals and the
commonsense that they represent, the first one that I
mention is the grievance debate and 9O-second
statements.

Quite simply, the opposition's proposal seeks to
guarantee that a grievance debate occurs. At present
the sessional orders provide that a grievance debate
is a gift from the government to Parliament. I note it
is going even further tOnight: the foreshadowed
motion on televising Parliament seems to suggest
that parliamentary proceedings can be televised,
except for the grievance debate. The government
seems to draw this barrier around grievances and
say that not only will it not provide grievance
debates as of right but it will certainly seek to
prevent them from receiving maximum exposure.
One would have thought guaranteeing a grievance
debate was an essential part of ensuring the rights of
the minority parties and the rights of members in
this place. Advice has been given to the opposition
that there will be no grievance debate during the
autumn session - so the government has decided
not to bestow that gift on the opposition. Also,
apparently if the opposition behaves itself, there
might be a compensatory extra grievance debate in
the spring session. So much for the principles of the
Westminster system and the primacy of Parliament!
I would have thought the practice of allowing for
9O-second statements, which operates so
successfully in the federal Parliament and which
was endorsed and recommended by the Standing
Orders Committee, was also a sound proposition. It
would enable backbenchers, members of minority
parties and independents to make brief statements.
It is a sensible suggestion. It would take a total of
some 15 minutes at a time and would not

Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MILDENHALL - The honourable member
for Tullamarine makes the point well. He interjects
yet again when he is not in his seat. He would be
one of the prime offenders.
We are not talking about a significant extension of
time. All we are talking about is protecting the rights
of members and enabling contributions to be put
fairly. The rider to the Speaker extending the time
allowed to a member on the adjournment debate is
'only if the Speaker is of the opinion that a member's
rights have been unreasonably infringed'. There are
frequent interruptions during adjournment debates
and the rights of contributors are frequently
infringed.
The propositions about question time are also
senstble. I would have thought that either of the
main propositions the opposition has put would go
some way towards improving the effectiveness of
question time. We are having five bob each way on
this one: we are seeking to have some constraints
placed on the filibustering of ministers and a
requirement that their remarks be reasonably
succinct and directly relevant.
Even if we could not achieve that, the extension of
question time to 1 hour is reasonable. It seems to be
the standard in other jurisdictions. In some
jurisdictions it is up to 1 hour and 15 minutes and in
most it is 1 hour. Why does Victoria have only
45 minutes or 30 minutes? The Leader of the House
in particular has often been heard talking about
benchmarks and Australian-best practice. A casual
glance around other jurisdictions would reveal that
1 hour is a reasonable minimum for question time
and represents the best practice in upholding the
rights of the minorities.
These propositions are essentially about protecting
the rights of minority parties and the individual
rights of members of Parliament. They have been
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discussed in a bipartisan way in some depth at a
committee level. They were debated again in 1992.
Despite the rhetoric of government members about
parliamentary reform and bipartisanship, the
government's failure to support these amendments
again demonstrates its determination to ram the
sessional orders through Parliament and in that way
not take the opportunity of initiating sensible
parliamentary reform and a sensible way of
protecting the rights of minority parties and
individual members.

or names where that member is responsible for the
accuracy of those facts or names, is, as was said
earlier, the case now. No member should bring
anything before the house unless he or she believes
it to be accurate. To suggest that a matter is of such
importance that it requires prime facie proof of
accuracy brings into total disrespect anybody's
argument for coming before the house, because the
Speaker will be faced with great difficulty in
determining what should be provided to prove
prime facie proof of accuracy.

Mr A. F. PLOWMAN (Benambra) - I shall speak
briefly against the amendments moved by the
honourable member for Thomastown. The first
section suggests that there be an extension of
question time to 1 hour on each sitting day. It seems
to me nonsense to suggest that there is not enough
time in the day to get the day's business done and
that we need to extend question time when,
invariably, the questions that are required to be
asked are asked in three sitting days.

Proposed subparagraph (e) suggests that a
minister's answer to a query must be relevant and
reasonably succinct. Again, that is already covered
by the standing orders and, therefore, the
amendment is not needed. Standing order 99 says
that no member shall digress from the subject matter
of any question under discussion, which certainly
covers that issue. My last point relates to
amendment no. 5, which states that:

It was suggested that the average number of
questions asked in a question time was 6.1. I suggest
that towards the end of the session it is much closer
to 8 questions per question time, which is in fact a
great improvement on the number of questions
asked in question time during the period of the
previous Labor government.

The second proposition provides that the Speaker
may require the language of a question to be
changed. Standing order no. 97 states:
No member shall use offensive words against either
house of Parliament; nor against any statute, unless for
the purpose of moving for its repeal.

Therefore, the prOvision is already covered by that
standing order.
The next point in the amendments is that a member
asking a question must not offer argument or an
opinion on any matter. The Leader of the OppOSition
would be flat out trying to ask a question if he were
unable to do that. In fact, almost every question the
Leader of the OppOSition asks contains some degree
of explanation or argument in support of the
question. Many members in this house would have
difficulty asking questions under those
circumstances, but none more so than the Leader of
the Opposition.
The substance of proposed subparagraph 4(d),
which recommends that a member should give facts

the Speaker may extend the time allowed to a member
on the motion 'That the house do now adjourn' but
only if the Speaker is of the opinion that a member's
rights have been unreasonably infringed.

I agree with the intent of that amendment because at
the moment members' rights can be abused. If the
amendment could overcome that problem I would
support it, but to amend the motion by giving the
Speaker the ability to allow extra time could mean
that the time allowed for the adjournment debate
could go on indefinitely, certainly to the point of 15
or 20 minutes being spent on one issue if continuous
points of order are raised. Therefore, although I
agree with the substance of the amendment, I
suggest that perhaps the member for Thomastown
come up with a different means of achieving the
same ends. That would certainly lead to the
betterment of debate in the house.

House divided on amendments:
Ayes,26
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker,Mr
Batchelor, Mr

Bracks,Mr
Brumby,Mr
Cameron,Mr
Campbell, Ms
Carli,Mr
Cole,Mr
Cunningham. Mr
Dollis, Mr

Haermeyer, Mr
Hamilton, Mr
Hulls,Mr

Kosky,Ms
Langdon,Mr
Lim, Mr (Teller)
Loney,Mr
Maddigan, Mrs
Micallef, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
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Noes, 50
Andrighetto, Mr
Ashley,Mr
Brown,Mr
Burke,Ms
Clark, Mr
Coleman,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Dean,Or
Dixon, Mr (Teller)
Doyle,Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Finn,Mr
Gude,Mr
Honeywood, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins,Mr
John,Mr
Kilgour,Mr
Lean,Mr
Leigh,Mr
Lupton,Mr
McArthur, Mr
McCall,Ms
McGill,Mrs
McGrath, Mr J.F.

McGrath, Mr W.D.
McLellan, Mr
Maclellan, Mr
Maughan,Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrin, Mr
Pescott,Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips,Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Reynolds, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe,Mr
Ryan,Mr
Shardey,Ms
Smith, Mr E.R
Smith, Mr I.W.
Spry,Mr
Tehan,Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor, Mr (Teller)
Treasure, Mr
Wade,Mrs
Wells,Mr

Amendments negatived.
Motion agreed to.

PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES

(d) access to material presented to any committee on a
confidential basis not be permitted in respect of -

That the resolution of the house of 17 August 1983
concerning the transfer of select committee documents
be read and rescinded and that(a) this house authorises the transfer to the Public
Record Office of all select committee records of the
Legislative Assembly in excess of four years old
which have not been tabled in the Parliament,
subject to the condition that they remain the
property of the Parliament;
(b) subject to paragraph (d), access to such documents

be granted only on the authority of the Speaker Or
his or her nominated delegates;
(c) reproduction or publication of the whole or any part
of the documents be permitted for educational,

(i)

in-camera evidence;

(ii)

personal records less than 75 years old; or

(ill) all other material less than 30 years old.

As honourable members might recollect, in
May 1994 the Legislative Assembly passed a
resolution authorising the transfer to the Public
Record Office of all joint parliamentary committee
records in excess of four years old which have not
been tabled in Parliament, subject to a variety of
conditions. In August 1983 the Legislative Assembly
passed a resolution authorising the transfer to the
Keeper of Public Records of all documents which
were laid before any select committee of this house
more than 75 years ago and which have not been
tabled in the house, subject to a variety of conditions.
In May 1994 the house resolved:
That
(a) this house authorises the transfer to the Public
Record Office of all joint parliamentary committee
records in excess of four years old which have not
been tabled in the Parliament, subject to the
condition that they remain the property of the
Parliament;
(b)

subject to paragraph (d), access to such documents
be granted only on the joint authority of the
Presiding Officers or their nominated delegates;

(c)

reproduction or publication of the whole or any part
of the documents be permitted for educational,
historical or research purposes subject to the
approval of the Presiding Officers and on such
terms and conditions as they may determine; and

Select committee records
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - By leave, I
move:
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historical or research purposes subject to the
approval of the Speaker and on such terms and
conditions as he or she may detennine; and

Seitz, Mr (Teller)
Thwaites, Mr

Garbutt,Ms
Gillett,Ms

Tuesday,

(d) access to material presented to any committee on a
confidential basis not be permitted (i)

in respect of in-camera evidence and personal
records less than 75 years old; or

(ii) in respect of all other material less than 30 years

old.

The Legislative Assembly has a number of select
committee records which require to be transferred to
the Public Record Office and which are significantly
less than 75 years old. It is, therefore, deemed
sensible for the house to pass a resolution similar to
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the 1994 resolution in relation to jOint parliamentary
committee records to allow the records in question
to be transferred to the Public Record Office.
To avoid any confusion between the motion I have
just moved and the resolution of August 1983, which
authorised the transfer to the Public Record Office
only of records more than 7S years old and required
Mr Speaker to consult with the Printing Committee
to authorise in respect of any select committee
record access, reproduction or publication for
educational or historical purposes, it is proposed to
rescind the 1983 resolution and adopt the motion
before the house.
The government endorses the proposed changes and
commends the motion to the house.
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Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
(t)

Mr Bracks, Mr Hulls, Mr McArthur, Mr Sheehan,
Mr Steggall and Mr Wells be members of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee;

Road Safety Committee
(g) Mr Baker, Mr Cunningham, Mr Langdon,
Mr McLellan and Mr Richardson be members of
the Road Safety Committee; and

Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee
(h)

Mr Carli, Mr Cameron, Ms Gillett, Mr A. F.
Plowman and Mr Thompson be members of the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee.

Motion agreed to.
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - By leave, I
move:

Motion agreed to.

Membership
Privileges Committee
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - By leave, I
move:
That-

Community Development Committee
(a) Ms Campbell, Mr Finn, Mr Leigh, Mrs Peulich and
Mr Seitz be members of the Community
Development Committee;

That a select committee be appointed to inquire into
and report upon complaints of breach of privilege
referred to it by the house; such committee to consist of
Mr Cooper, Mr Hulls, Mr Maclellan, Mr Micallef,
Mr Perton, Mr Ryan, Mr Sheehan, Mr E. R Smith and
Mr Thwaites and that the committee have power to
send for persons, papers and records; to sit on days on
which the house does not meet and to move from place
to place; four to be the quorum.

Crime Prevention Committee
(b)

Mr Haermeyer, Mr Kilgour, Mr Micallef, Mr Rowe,
Mr Traynor and Mrs Wilson be members of the
Crime Prevention Committee;

Economic Development Committee
(c) Mr Batchelor, Mr Jenkins, Mr Leighton, Mr Lim,
Mrs McGill and Mr Treasure be members of the
Economic Development Committee;

Environment and Natural Resources
Committee
(d) Ms Garbutt, Mr Lupton, Mrs Maddigan,
Mr Pandazopoulos, Mr Perrin and Mr Spry be
members of the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee;

Law Reform Committee
(e) Mr Andrighetto, Mr Cole, Mr Loney, Mr Maughan,
Mr Paterson, Mr Perton and Mr Thwaites be
members of the Law Reform Committee;

Standing Orders Committee
That a select committee be appointed to consider and
report upon the standing orders of the house, such
committee to consist of Mr Speaker, Mr Baker,
Mr Batchelor, Mr Cunningham, Mr Jasper, Mr Leigh
and Mr Richardson and that the committee have leave
to sit on days on which the house does not meet; five to
be the quorum.

Motion agreed to.

PARLIAMENT
Assembly Officers
The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the house that
in accordance with the powers vested in the Speaker
my predecessor nominated Mr Raymond William
Purdey, the Assistant Clerk and Oerk of
Committees, to be Deputy Clerk; Mr Marcus
Leonard Bromley, the Serjeant-at-Arms, to be
Assistant Oerk and Oerk of Committees, and
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Mr Geoffrey Herbert Westcott, the Executive Officer
of the Road Safety Committee, to be the
Serjeant-at-Arms.
The Governor in Council has been pleased to make
the appointments in accordance with the said
nominations.

Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education).

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

Community residential units: fire safety
Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - The matter I
direct to the attention of the Minister for Youth and
Community Services concerns the safety of
accommodation for people with intellectual
disabilities. As the minister said earlier this evening;
on 8 April there was a tragic fire at Kew Cottages. I
place on record my sympathy for and extend
condolences to the families of all concerned,
including the families of the other residents of Kew
Cottages and the staff. I also acknowledge the heroic
work of the staff in saving many residents who
might otherwise have perished in that terrible fire.
It is most important that we not allow such an event
to occur in any other institutional place of residence.
For that reason I ask the minister to consider setting
up an independent board to inquire into the care
and safety of residents in accommodation services
for the intellectually disabled. Unless we have an
independent inquiry I fear that the government will
seek to brush under the carpet the sorts of problems
that can lead to safety concerns and, indeed, to
tragedy.

After the fire the parents of residents of Kew
Cottages raised many concerns about the cuts the
government had made to services at Kew and at
other institutions. The president of the Kew Cottages
and St Nicholas Parents Association, Mr Welchman,
said that if staffing levels had not been cut to the
extent that they had, more staff would have been
available to help carry the victims out more quickly.
That is a key issue that needs to be addressed by an
independent inquiry.
I am greatly concerned that the same problem could
arise in other units. Even today we have seen reports
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that the government has failed to follow expert
advice concerning safety in community residential
units following a fire at a community residential unit
in Ashwood. A recommendation was made that
there be single keys for all the doors in those
community residential units so that the residents
could be removed quickly. Instead of following the
recommendation it appears the government ignored
it to save money. Those are the sorts of things that
must be investigated by an independent inquiry.

Maternal and child health services: Knox
Mr LUPTON (Knox) - I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Youth and Community
Services. I refer to the last day of last year's sittings,
when on 23 November the member for Bundoora
raised with the then Minister for Community
Services some issues concerning maternal and child
health services in Knox.
Some of her statements related to the supposedly
devastating effects of cutting a range of children's
services and raised further proposed changes. It was
alleged that the figures relating to the maternal and
child health service and preschools were wrong and
that savage cuts had been made to their budgets. It
was also alleged that the birth notices that were used
to determine their budgets were incorrect. That was
said despite the fact that the Save Our Children's
Services organisation promised me that it would
bring these new figures to my attention once it
found the figures used by the City of Knox were
incorrect. To date, that has not happened. I find it
difficult to accept the fact that this particular group
has furnished the honourable member for Bundoora
with figures that cannot be substantiated.
There was also talk about increased maintenance
fees and the fact that because two preschools had
gone private they had to increase fees. That is a
decision made by the two preschools - nobody else
made the decision. The honourable member for
Bundoora made other allegations about enrolment
figures that are incorrect. Overall the statement
made on 23 November left a great deal to be desired,
particularly in accuracy.
The former minister would not have had an
opportunity to research and address the particular
statements made by the honourable member. Will
the minister answer these particular allegations? The
correct answers were not stated during the last
election campaign, which is the typical form of the
ALP. There is a great deal of scepticism about the
figures used. Will the minister explain to the house
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what the state of affairs was as at 23 November last
year?

Rail: Rosanna crossing
Ms GARBUTI' (Bundoora) - Mr Speaker, I am
here to speak on behalf of my constituents, not to
criticise them. I raise a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Roads and Ports in another place
concerning safety at the Rosanna railway crossing.
There have been several fatalities on that railway
crossing, and the responses over the years by the
government have included providing fencing and
installing one set of automatically locking pedestrian
gates. However, those measures have not gone
anywhere near far enough and lives are at risk every
day at that crossing, as well as at two other crossings
frequently used by numerous constituents.
The Rosanna crossing is a very busy one with
traffic, children and pedestrians. My constituents
remain unsatisfied with the government's response,
to such an extent that since the last Parliament I have
received petitions signed by more than 1000 people
requesting that something be done. The feeling has
also spread into other electorates where people are
dissatisfied with the government's response. They
wish automatic locking pedestrian gates to be
installed so that people do not risk their lives
crossing after a train and then crossing in front of a
second train, which is a familiar situation and has
been the cause of several accidents.
I put this issue on the table tOnight on the first day of
sitting because I want to say to the government that
we will not rest until it acts and the safety measures
are put in place at that particular crossing. People
will not be satisfied until further action is taken.
They want extra gates to be put in place, and they
will keep this matter before the government until
appropriate action is taken.

SES: Lilydale
Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - I direct the
attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services to the operation of the Lilydale SES and the
manning of SES units across the state. The SES
provides a valuable emergency service, in particular
to road accident victims in my electorate.
It is important that the SES has the ability to travel to
the site of road accidents. The units in my area are
equipped and authorised to provide a first response
to the scene of road accidents. That early response is
critical in the case of serious injuries. In order to
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ensure they are able to get to the scene of the
accident quickly SES units have been using red and
blue flashing lights on their vehicles. A potential
problem could arise shortly because of a move
dating back to 1991 to a national standard for
emergency vehicles. In itself, that is not a bad thing,
but the mooted national standard provides that only
emergency vehicles are authorised to carry red and
blue flashing lights. The definition of emergency
vehicles includes police, ambulance and fire brigade
vehicles but not SES vehicles.
I seek clarification from the minister on whether this
exclusion is a deliberate matter, whether it will
continue and whether there is room for manoeuvre.
As a consequence of the definition it is possible that
SES vehicles will not be able to carry red and blue
flashing lights when travelling to the scene of an
accident and they will have to resort to amber
flashing lights, which may lead to SES vehicles being
mistaken for RACV vehicles, tow trucks or even
escort vehicles for wide-bodied loads. In that case,
other road users may not pull over to make way for
SES vehicles and that may result in delays and
unfortunate consequences for people involved in
road accidents.
I ask the minister to clarify whether it is intended to
exclude SES vehicles from the definition of
emergency vehicle. If it is not I ask that
consideration be given to providing some form of
temporary relief and that consideration also be given
to including SES vehicles under the definition of
emergency vehicles.

Hospitals: proposed northern
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - I direct to
the attention of the Minister for Youth and
Community Services who is the representative of the
Minister for Health in the other place the status of
the proposed northern hospital in Cooper Street,
Epping. The community in my electorate would like
to know what has happened to its 300-bed hospital!
The proposal for the hospital has been on the
drawing boards for many years and its construction
has been eagerly awaited by the people in the
northern suburbs. Its construction was set in motion
by the former Labor government, which carried out
the required investigation and study of health needs
and arranged for the purchase of the land so that the
proposal could be dealt with speedily.

During the previous Parliament all we saw was a
number of cynical announcements that the project
was imminent, but the former Minister for Health,
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now the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management, did nothing to progress the hospital
during those four years. Construction should
already have commenced but nothing has been done
in spite of the fact that the former federal Labor
government provided the necessary capital for the
hospital to be constructed under arrangements that
related to the transfer of the Heidelberg Repatriation
Hospital.
I am concerned that reports have been circulating in
my electorate as recently as today suggesting that
conflicts exist between the builder, the architect and
the government and we face the real prospect that
the construction of our much-needed northern
hospital will be further delayed.
I seek an assurance from the government that there
will be no further procrastination or undue delays.
The hospital is desperately needed. The people of
the outer northern suburbs need the hospital, and if
the government does not spend the capital works
funds that were provided by the former federal
Labor government it will stand condemned!
I seek an absolute assurance from the minister that
the proposed northern hOSpital will be built without
further delay. Whatever they are, the current
difficulties between the builder, the architect and the
government should be resolved so that the people of
the northern suburbs will have access to
much-needed health resources.

Mordialloc RSL: former honorary secretary
Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) - I direct a serious
matter to the attention of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services and request that he pass on to
the Fraud Squad information that I will make
available to him.
The matter concerns the former honorary secretary
of the Mordialloc RSL, Mr Robert Paul Cox. I am
told Mr Cox has a number of aliases which include
Frederick George Creddin, Reginald Ferguson
Kennedy, Paul Simpson, Paul Cox, Paul Walters,
George Kennedy, Robert Kennedy, Robert Paul Fry,
and Or Paul Napier. He has been investigated by the
federal police for falsely wearing medals on Anzac
Day, something he is not entitled to do. Although
that is a federal offence, it is not a matter I wish to
raise tonight.
Mr Cox was involved in a Mordialloc RSL project
which sought - with support from the current
Leader of the Opposition -a $13 million guarantee

Tuesday, 14 May 1996

from the former Labor government. The RSL club is
now in debt to the tune of $2 million. One year some
$150 000 from Cadbury Schweppes was put into a
trading account to show a profit for the club rather
than a loss. Some $55 000 of members' money has
been taken from the club and I have called on the
RSL to bail out those members.
Mr Cox is a conman of extraordinary degree - so
much so that the Leader of the Opposition organised
for him to see the former Assistant Treasurer in
Canberra, Mr George Gear, to organise some money
from him. Many people in the Mordialloc
community have suffered because of the actions of
this man. Because of his activities four old men face
being sued by Cadbury Schweppes. The company
wants the $150 000 returned because it was
supposed to be used for naming rights. What has
happened is a con. Some $100 000 is owed to
Richmond and Bennison, a firm of solicitors;
$400 000 is owed to the City of Kingston; and the
total amount owed is in the order of $2 million.

These are serious matters. I will make available to
the minister a number of documents which I have
also made available to the RSL. I hope we can do
something for the RSL members, some of whom
have given $10 000 to the RSL. Mr Cox has never
been able to pay them interest on their money. These
people cannot afford that sort of loss. These people
have been conned. It demonstrates why the Leader
of the Opposition is the Leader of the OppOsition
when he consistently attacked me in the past for not
supporting this proposal. These are not my
allegations. The information has been given to me by
senior local government officials in my municipality.
We have the world's most expensive hockey field
out of it, and I ask the minister to take action - The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.

Rail: workshops
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I direct the
attention of the Minister for Transport to the railway
workshops, particularly those in Spotswood and
Newport in my electorate, but my comments apply
to all workshops that are managed under the
auspices of the minister.
Last month I had the privilege of visiting the
Spotswood railway workshop with the shadow
Minister for Transport. I saw first hand the
impressive work done in that workshop. I noted the
voluntary productivity improvements that had

ADJOURNMENT
Tuesday, 14 May 1996

67

ASSEMBLY

occurred with the management and staff of the
workshop and the unparalleled pride in the
workplace. What struck me was the efficiency,
cleanliness and the pride that was associated with
the work of about 200 people who were doing all the
maintenance for the W-class trams, the Z-class trams
and the electric and diesel rail motors in this state.
The key issue is that the workshops are under
considerable threat. The work force is certainly
concerned about its future due to the danger of
outsourcing that may occur as early as this year or
next year. I would like an assurance from the
minister that he will take into account the
productivity improvements that have occurred in
these workplaces. I would like an assurance that he
does not wear blinkers and assume that because the
workshops are in the public sector they must be
inefficient. I ask that he judge the workshops on
their merits, which include productivity and
efficiency gains and workplace improvements. The
minister should stand those achievements up
against any other private organisations that bid for
work in the future.
Preference should not be given to the private sector.
If the Minister for Transport takes his
responsibilities seriously he will ensure that those
things in his trust are working effectively and
productively.
There is considerable potential for loss of
employment in both the Newport and Spotswood
workshops. In fact, approximately 700 people could
lose their jobs to private contractors. That would
mean the skills built up over many years would be
lost, including skills developed in working on the
W-class trains.
I ask the minister to think carefully before he moves
headlong into sourcing out the work to the private
sector.

Transport (Tow Truck Reform) Act
Mr McLELLAN (Frankston East) - I ask the
Minister for Education, who is at the table, to direct
to the attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports
difficulties with the Transport (Tow Truck Reform)
Act. The intent of the act is to regulate tow trucks in
the metropolitan area and, among other things,
bring the towing industry into line so that the
accident towing number is used as a job number
throughout the metropolitan area.

I do not know of one insurance company that is
complying with the regulations or the intent of the
act. We all know that insurance companies are
pillars of the community but that they will find a
way to wriggle out of any regulation. Section 176A
of the act requires insurance companies to check the
allocation number. A number of provisions are set
out in the section. For example, the act requires the
owner of the vehicle or the owner's agent to confirm
that an allocation number has been issued and that
the car was not poached illegally from a roadway.
Insurance companies are not complying with the act
because Section 176A(5) states:
If some or all of the details listed in subsections (2)(a)
and (b) are wrong or missing from the duplicate copy
of the authority to tow form, the owner of the vehicle
(or the owner's agent) may ask the allocation centre to
issue a new job number for the vehicle and to authorise
the next rostered tow truck to tow the vehicle to a place
specified by the owner (or agent).

If insurance companies were to comply with the
intent of the act an illegally towed vehicle could be
towed out of a workshop, but the workshop would
not receive storage or towage costs or even do the
repairs on that vehicle. I ask that the minister
consider changing the word 'may' in subsection (5)
to 'must' to compel insurance companies to comply
with the act.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member cannot ask for changes in legislation during
the adjournment debate. He may bring matters to
the attention of the minister and ask him to address
those matters.

Mr McLELLAN - Another section of the act that
is being avoided is section 177C. Insurance agents
are visiting storage yards and having cars removed
from those yards. If an owner of a vehicle did that he
or she would have to pay towage and storage costs
on the spot, but insurance companies are not paying
those costs.

Unemployment: western suburbs
Mr SEITZ (Keilor) - I direct a matter to the
attention of the Minister for Youth and Community
Services, whom I congratulate on his promotion to a
ministerial position. This is the earliest opportunity I
have had to raise in the house this matter which
concerns greatly many of my constituents.
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I am concerned about the adverse publicity
surrounding a group of youths from my area who
were offered jobs by a group of television persons.
That episode has had a negative effect on people in
my area which already had a high unemployment
rating, particularly among the young. The legacy of
the story is that the young people in my electorate
now say that when they apply for jobs they are
considered unsuitable because of the area they live
in. Many people have been knocked back for jobs in
the region, particularly since this episode in the
media.
As he is still relatively young, the minister should
understand the difficulties being faced by the youth
of today. Positive action should be taken by the
minister with the daily community media in the
western region to help young people raise their
self-esteem. The minister should attempt to remove
the stigma on parents and others in the electorate
because people are saying the parents have not
properly raised their children. The effect has been
devastating.
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is a former Australian hockey player and a keen
pilot.

It is more than a curiosity; in fact, he is staggered
that, when he holidays in Burleigh Heads or drives
through Canberra, he pays $7 in Canberra and $6.95
in Burleigh Heads if he needs to buy those tablets to
alleviate his pain whereas he is forced to pay about
$15 in Melbourne.
He has raised the matter with some pharmacists in
Melbourne. He has been advised that the reason for
the differential is that Victorian pharmacies are
required to register his name and address. In these
days of template legislation, if it is necessary for the
d~s to be taken in Victoria, why is that measure
not applied in Canberra or Queensland? If it is not
necessary Mr Purcell seeks a review by the minister
of the method of charging for these non-prescription
schedule 3 pain-killing tablets so he and other pain
sufferers will not have to bear that additional impost
in the future.

Responses
Many people have raised this problem with me and
have said that a negative effect has resulted from the
television show. It is not the fault of the government
but the legacy of the media episode has been
devastating.
Will the minister establish services in the western
suburbs to raise the self-esteem of youth in my
electorate? I ask the minister to take that on board in
his considerations leading to the introduction of the
govenunen~sbudg~.

Health: prescription costs
Mr rnOMPSON (Sandringham) - I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Youth and Community
Services who is the representative in this chamber of
the Minister for Health a matter on behalf of a
constituent, Mr John Purcell, who wishes to
ascertain why he is required to pay twice as much in
Victoria for a non-prescription schedule 3
pain-killing tablet such as mersyndol as he might
otherwise be required to pay in Canberra or
Burleigh Heads.
Mr Purcell has a heart valve condition and from
time to time is required to take this pain-killing
tabl~ to give some level of relief. By way of broader
background, as the former manager of a company
with a $30 million turnover, Mr Purcell has been
forced to apply his mind to commercial analyses. He

Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - The honourable member
for Albert Park raised with me concerns about safety
at residential services for the intellectually disabled.
The issue is based on the tragedy on 8 April, when a
number of people were unfortunately killed in a fire
at Kew Residential Services. As the Premier said at
the time, it was a double tragedy because those units
at Kew Residential Services were only some weeks
away from having a sprinkler system installed. The
work to install the sprinkler system was delayed
because of the unexpected finding of asbestos in the
ceiling when the sprinkler system was being
installed.

That installation of a sprinkler system at Kew
Residential Services was the initiative of the former
Minister for Community Services, the honourable
member for Bendigo East, who in 1994 had the
foresight to conduct a fire audit of all residential
facilities where congregate care is provided to
people with intellectual disability. I pay great credit
to the honourable member for Bendigo East for
undertaking that audit, which was conducted after
many years of inattention.
Those on the opposite side of the house can look at
their own record. They were in government in this
state for more than 10 years. The residential facilities
were there; the need for a sprinkler system and fire
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protection in those areas was known, yet they did
nothing.
When he was the responsible minister, the
honourable member for Bendigo East undertook a
proper fire audit, with professional people who
made recommendations about improvements to fire
safety. That fire audit concluded that a two to
three-year program be instituted at residential
facilities across the state to improve fire protection
and outlined a program of work that had to be done.
Putting fire protection systems into these sorts of
facilities is not glamorous work; it is not the sort of
work that gets headlines for a minister. But the
honourable member for Bendigo East did it - he
allocated the money, he spent the $2 million, and he
did it to improve the safety of residents. It is
unfortunate that the tragedy occurred just as that
system was being installed.
I inform the house tOnight that I am advised that by
7 June all residential facilities at Kew Residential
Services will have fully installed sprinkler systems.
The honourable member for Albert Park also raised
concerns about staffing of those units. I am advised
by the Department of Human Services that the night
staffing and backup for those units has not been
reduced in any way, shape or form since this
government was first elected in October 1992.
The coroner is currently conducting an inquiry into
the tragedy. He has very wide powers. He is
autonomous and independent and has considerable
expertise in the matter. The department is
cooperating fully with the inquiry. It is appropriate
that the coroner be allowed to do his work, and we
await with great interest the outcome of his inquiry.
The honourable member also raised concerns about
fire safety at community residential units. I am
advised that all such units have fire detection
equipment.
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comes on a number of fronts. The most important is
to actually improve the economy of this state and
improve opportunities for business so we can
provide long-term job opportunities for young
people in Victoria. We also have specific programs
under the community-based employment scheme.
My colleague the Minister for Tertiary Education
and Training has specific programs for TAPE
facilities, and in our most recent policy he
announced additional programs for apprenticeships
and training schemes to help young people in this
state get ahead.
I also say to the honourable member for Keilor and
others that young people have a responsibility to
present themselves to employers in a way that will
enhance their employment prospects. There are two
sides to this coin, and young people should present
themselves to employers in such a way that they
appear as potentially useful employees.
The government will continue in its general
programs to improve the economy of this state, and
I am sure that will have a positive effect on
employment in the Keilor area. The honourable
member also raised specific issues about youth
programs in that area. I will look at that on his
behalf.
In his usual manner, with his usual concern for his
constituents, whether they be groups or individuals,
the honourable member for Sandringham, who is an
active local member, has raised the issue of
constituents paying for pharmaceuticals that are
priced differently in other states and territories. The
matter warrants some investigation, especially as the
honourable member said the difference might be
due to a Victorian administrative requirement. I will
ask the Minister for Health to examine the matter
and reply to the honourable member as soon as
possible.

The honourable member for Thomastown raised the
issue of the proposed northern hospital at Epping. I
can assure him that if he reads the coalition health
policy, which was released in March of this year, he
will see that there was a policy announcement about
the hospital at Epping, and I can also assure him that
we on this side of the house keep our election
promises.

The honourable member for Knox mentioned
maternal and child health services and general
children's services in the Knox area. This matter
relates to an issue raised by the honourable member
for Bundoora during the previous Parliament, and I
thank the honourable member for Knox for raising it
tOnight. He represents that breed of parliamentarian
who is a tireless worker on behalf of families and
children in his area, and it is easy to see why he was
re-elected on 30 March with such significant support.

The honourable member for Keilor raised the issue
of youth unemployment in his area. The
government's response to youth unemployment

During the previous Parliament the honourable
member for Bundoora raised the matter with the
former health minister and made specific claims
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about the level of children's services in the Knox
area. I have examined the matter raised by the
honourable member for Bundoora, and I can report
the following to the house. The City of Knox bases
its budget for maternal and child health services on
the number of births in the area - it goes up and
down according to that number, which is reasonable
and prudent.
I advise the house that on a statewide basis the
government has not reduced funding for child and
maternal health services in any way, shape or form.
It put $15 million into the program and in its policy
it has announced that a further $1.4 million will be
provided for the program. Some 98 per cent of
parents use it. It is an excellent program.
Preschool programs in the City of Knox have been
based on actual enrolments. In 1995 no child in the
area was on a waiting list for a preschool. The fees
charged by preschools in Knox are the lowest in
Victoria. The City of Knox provides a gap fee and
certain committee fees to keep charges low for
parents. The honourable member for Bundoora
referred to a decision made by two preschools to
become independent, but the decision was made by
their own committees of management and was not
initiated by the City of Knox.
My investigation suggests that, clearly, the
commissioners have acted in a responsible and
sound manner and worked to provide the highest
quality of services to the people in the area, and I
thank the honourable member for Knox for bringing
it to the attention of the house.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - The honourable member for
Monbulk raised on behalf of the State Emergency
Service the prOvision of red and blue flashing lights,
and I thank him for bringing the matter to my
attention. A number of honourable members have
received correspondence from their local SES
controllers and units and the matter was raised with
me when I was in Colac for the SES demonstration
day involving road accident rescue training and
competition. The competition was won by the
Morwell SES, which will participate in the national
championships later this year.
There has been road transport reform legislation,
and my understanding is that the SES was not
included as an emergency service in the reform.
Therefore, its emergency vehicles are a fraction off
being legal by carrying those red and blue lights.
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Therefore, in the next day or so I will speak to the
Minister for Roads and Ports in another place to
ensure that the SES is given the necessary legislative
support that it needs for successful and proper
operation.
The honourable member for Mordialloc raised the
matter of a Mr Cox and asked that information
about Mr Cox passed on to me be referred to the
fraud squad. The honourable member indicated that
a number of aliases were used by Mr Cox. I say to
the honourable member that I will pass that on
tomorrow when I meet with the chief commissioner.
As the new Minister for Police and Emergency

Services I say to the house that I will be involved in
matters that relate to policy for the Victorian police
department, but I give notice to the house that I will
not become involved in or interfere with the
operational side of the police force. I believe that is
the jurisdiction of the chief commissioner. So I will
not interfere and do favours in relation to how the
police carry out their requirements and operate. I
believe we have a very good police force here in
Victoria, and if we make sure there is no politicising
of it, it will continue to provide very good policing
for the state.
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - The
honourable member for Bundoora raised for the
attention of the Minister for Roads and Ports in
another place the Rosanna rail line and a particular
concern about pedestrian gates. I will draw that
matter to the attention of the minister.
The honourable member for Williamstown raised
for the attention of the Minister for Transport the
Spotswood railway workshop and a particular
concern about future prospective outsourcing. I will
draw that matter to the attention of the Minister for
Transport.
The honourable member for Frankston East raised a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Roads
and Ports in another place with respect to the Tow
Truck Reform Bill. I will draw that matter to the
attention of the minister.
Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 1.43 a.m. (Wednesday).

