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

The SPEAKER (Hon. S. J. Plowman) took the chair
at 10.04 a.m. and read the prayer.

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

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

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

2.

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

3.

A referendum for all Victorian citizens.

The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria
draws to the attention of the Legislative Assembly the
dangerous and unsatisfactory condition of Hallam
Road in particular between the Princes Highway and
Ormond Road, and of Pound Road. These roads run
through a fast growing residential area with
increasingly high volume traffic. A number of
intersections are extremely dangerous for both
pedestrians and motorists. Hampton Park residents are
being disadvantaged by the low priority and lack of
spending given to this section of road in recent times.
Your petitioners therefore request that the state
government will immediately release funds such as
those collected from residents in the 3 cents per litre
fuel and car registration fees to upgrade this section of
road to improve safety for all users.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Pandazopoulos (1013 signatures)

Coode Island chemical storage

Your humble petitioners, the undersigned citizens of
the state of Victoria, expresseth great concern about the
lack of public participation in the government's
decision making.

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

We are concerned that privatisation of these utilities
will resulteth in higher costs, especially for people on
low incomes, poorer services, environmental damage,
adverse impact on the state finance, foreign ownership.

The humble petition of Geelong residents and the
undersigned citizens of the state of Victoria sheweth
concern at and opposition to the proposed relocation of
the Coode Island hazardous chemical storage facility to
Point Lillias, near Geelong.

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

By Mr Pandazopoulos (36 signatures)

Gas, electricity and water concessions
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The petition of certain residents of the state of Victoria
requests that no reduction be made in concessions to
low income earners for gas, electricity and water
charges.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Pandazopoulos (18 signatures)

Your petitioners therefore respectfully urge that the
Victorian government does not relocate the Coode
Island hazardous chemical storage facility to Point
Lillias which as an area of international environmental
significance is an inappropriate site for port and
chemical storage facilities.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Loney (2512 signatures)

Police: proposed headquarters, West
Heidelberg
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:

SUPREME COURT JUDGES
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The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the
state of Victoria call upon the state government to
honour election commitments to construct the
H district police headquarters at the corner of Bell
Street and Oriel Road, West Heidelberg and
furthermore prevent the construction of another
licensed or gaming venue on the former Colosseum
Hotel site.

trafficking or production of those substances including
cannabis, heroin and cocaine for anything other than
strictly authorised medical or scientific purposes.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Andrighetto (765 signatures)

Laid on table.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the government
will honour commitments given to the people of
Ivanhoe. That your petitioners also call on the
government to prevent a gaming premises to be built
on the site of the former Colosseum Hotel.

SUPREME COURT JUDGES
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) presented, by
command of His Excellency the Governor, report
for 1995.

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

Laid on table.
By Mr Langdon (1601 signatures)

PAPERS

Bellfield Primary School
Laid on table by Oerk:
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:

Auditor-General- Special Report No. 43 - Protecting
Victoria's children: The role of the Department of
Human Services - Ordered to be printed

The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the
state of Victoria call upon the state government to
honour commitments given on behaH of the
government to allocate $600 000 to Bellfield Primary
School to allow maintenance programs <stage 2) to be
completed.

Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act
1978 - Summary of Primary Returns June 1996 and
Summary of Variations Notified between 23 November
1995 and 19 June 1996 - Ordered to be printed

Your petitioners therefore pray that the government
will honour commitments made and accepted in good
faith to ensure that Bellfield Primary School may
continue to provide outstanding educational
opportunities for children in the area.

Parliamentary Committees Act 1968 - Response of the
Attorney-General on action taken with respect to the
recommendations made by the Community
Development Committee's Inquiry into Persons
Detained at the Governor's Pleasure

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

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

By Mr Langdon (135 signatures)

Drugs: decriminalisation

Bacchus Marsh Planning Scheme - No. L53
Ballarat Planning Scheme - No. L12

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

Berwick Planning Scheme - No. 189
Buloke Planning Scheme - No. L2

The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the
state of Victoria sheweth their concern at the move to
the legalisation/ decrimina1isation of illegal drugs.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the government
affirms its opposition to the concept of responsible use
of psychoactive substances and the legalisation or
decriminalisation of the use, possession, sale,

Campaspe Planning Scheme - No. L5
Castlemaine Planning Scheme - No. L13
Cranbourne Planning Scheme - Nos L147, L166
Creswick Planning Scheme Consolidation
Doncaster and Templestowe Planning Scheme NosL84, L95
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Golden Plains Planning Scheme - No. R3
Greater Geelong Planning Scheme - No. R120,
RLl23
Hwne Planning Scheme - No. 1..3
Mitchell Planning Scheme - No. L18
Moonee Valley Planning Scheme - No. L9
Pakenham Planning Scheme - Nos 1124, 1125
Port Phillip Planning Scheme - Nos 119, L30, 1..31

Ringwood Planning Scheme - No. 143
Surf Coast Planning Scheme - No. RL40
Werribee Planning Scheme - No. 183
Whitehorse Amalgamation Amendment
Wodonga Rural City Planning Scheme - No. LB.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Plant Health and Plant Products Act 1995 SRNo.44
Treasury Corporation of Victoria Act 1992 SRNo.45
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 - Minister's
exemption certificate in relation to Statutory Rule No. 45
Waste Management Council- Report for the period
ended 30 June 1995.

AUDITOR-GENERAL
Children's Court
The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the house that
this morning I received a letter from the
Auditor-General which he requests I direct to the
attention of honourable members. The letter is dated
20 June 1996, is signed by Mr Baragwanath, and
states:
Under the provisions of section 16 of the Audit Act
1994, I propose today to transmit the Auditor-General's
special report no. 43, Protecting Victoria's Children: The

Role of the Department of Human Services.
It had been my intention to transmit, concurrently with
the above report, a further report dealing with issues
relating specifically to the operations of the Oilldren's
Court.
During May 1996, at the time when a final response
from the Department of Justice, for incorporation in
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that report, was due to be received by my office, the
department provided me with a legal opinion from the
Victorian Government Solicitor, supported by an
opinion by the Solicitor-General. The legal opinion
concluded that 'insofar as the report reflects upon the
judicial functioning of the court it is clearly beyond the
power of the Auditor-General under section 16(1) of the
Audit Act 1994'.
Since that time, my officers have worked closely and
had, I believe, reached agreement with the Department
of Justice in relation to appropriate amendments to the
proposed report on the Children's Court to overcome
the issues raised by the legal opinion.
However, yesterday, I received from the department a
copy of further legal advice it had obtained from the
Solicitor-General which states that I have no legislative
power to report upon an audit of the Children's Court
(a copy of this further legal advice is attached).
While it has been my practice in the past to report on
court operations, sometimes quite extensively, in the
light of the explicit opinion now provided by the
Solicitor-General, I have reluctantly concluded that I
am unable to transmit special report no. 42, Protecting
Victoria's Children: The Role of the Children's Court, to the
Parliament.
I would appreciate it if you would advise Parliament of
the contents of this communication.

Mr Brumby - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the circumstances in which the letter you have just
read has been transmitted by the Auditor-General
are most unusual and go to the question of the
authority and the responsibilities of this Parliament,
and in turn, the role and the responsibilities of the
Auditor-General.
This was debated yesterday, questions were asked in
question time, and there has been significant
commentary in the media about it. It has come as
something of a startling revelation to all members to
now be informed by the Auditor-General that not
simply one piece of legal instruction has been issued
to the Auditor-General by the Solicitor-General but
in fact two pieces of legal advice have been given to
the Auditor-General to restrict him, to stop him from
providing his report to the Parliament.
This is a most Significant matter which goes to the
heart of the responsibility - -

AUDITOR-GENERAL
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The SPEAKER - Order! A point of order must
be just that; not a debate on the question at issue. I
ask the Leader of the Opposition to come to his point
of order.
Mr Brumby - Mr Speaker, the point of order
relates to your role as the head of this Parliament,
and this Parliament's role in relation to the
Auditor-General. I put it to you, Sir, as a point of
order, that it would be quite appropriate for this
Parliament to be providing legal advice to the
Auditor-General on the tabling of this report.
As the Auditor-General himself has pointed out and I make this point on the point of order - there
have been numerous previous audits of the judicial
system. In fact I have here the report on ministerial
portfolios dated May 1995 when the
Auditor-General- -

ThWffiday,20June 1996

Mr Brumby - On a further point of order,
Mr Speaker, on the observation you have just made,
how would you suggest we do it? It is obviously
impractical and impossible for the Parliament to
change legislation today, because there is no such
bill before the house. The matter is clearly of current
major concern to the Parliament and to the role of
the Parliament. I put it to you, Sir, that the
Parliament must have the opportunity to deal with
this letter in the appropriate way.

The only way, it appears, is for me to make a point
of order, which I believe is a ludicrous way for the
Parliament to have to deal with this matter. It is a
serious constitutional issue that the Auditor-General
is unable to present a report to the Parliament to
comply with his legislative responsibilities because
of a legal opinion provided by the law adviser to the
executive and to the cabinet, not to the Parliament of
the land.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Brumby - This is the point referred to in the

Auditor-General's letter. Here is a report on
ministerial portfolios dated May 1995 in which the
Auditor-General audited the Magistrates Court, and
because it was a positive report, the audit was
welcomed by the Department of Justice.

Mr Speaker, the Auditor-General is being nobbled.
He was not nobbled in May 1995 when he produced
a report on the Magistrates Court, which was a
positive report, but he has been nobbled this
time--

Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER - Order! I remind the Leader of
the Opposition that it must be a point of order; not a
debate on a subject matter.

The SPEAKER - Order! Again, the Leader of the
Opposition is expressing an opinion, which is not
appropriate in a point of order.

Mr Brumby - Yes, Mr Speaker, I am making the
point of order in relation to the letter that the
Parliament has received from the Auditor-General.
The Auditor-General is being nobbled, the
Auditor-General is being silenced and the
Auditor-General is being required - -

The nub of the point of order raised by the Leader of
the OppOSition was to ask the Ourir what
opportunities the Parliament has to debate the issue
of the letter that I read. Moving motions by leave is
clearly an opportunity, and I suggest that if the
Leader of the Opposition wishes, there can be
discussions between the parties as to whether this
matter can be briefly discussed today during
questions without notice and the adjournment
debate.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member is now expressing a point of view. It is not a
point of order. What the Parliament does in relation
to this letter is up to the Parliament. The
Auditor-General has simply written to me asking me
to advise the house of the situation in relation to his
intention initially to make a report to the Parliament.
He has now indicated in this letter that he has had
legal advice, and that he should not make such a
report. If the Parliament determines that legislation
should be changed to allow him to do so, that is the
role of the Parliament, not the role of the Chair.

In answer to the point of order, I see no other
opportunities today for this matter to be discussed. I
think we have had enough of this one, have we not?

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! There is a further point
of order. I trust it is a further point of order, not the
same point of order?
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Mr Thwaites - It is. Mr Speaker, the point of
order I raise comes very much within your
jurisdiction and is about protecting the integrity and
the independence of this Parliament. It relates to the
legal advice that has been relied upon by the
Attorney-General, and apparently also by the
Auditor-General, in not tabling this advice.
I ask you to advise the house, Mr Speaker, in your
role of supervising the independence of this place,
whether you will arrange for independent legal
advice to be obtained for this Parliament and for the
Auditor-General on whether this report can and
ought to be tabled.

The SPEAKER - Order! That is the same point
of order that was raised yesterday. I reiterate that
the Speaker is in no position either to give or to
commission a legal opinion on this matter. The
independence of the Auditor-General is
unquestioned; if the Auditor-General wishes to have
a legal opinion, as opposed to the legal opinion that
has been provided to him, he has the opportunity of
doing that as an independent Auditor-General.
I do not see it as the role of the Chair to either give or
to seek a legal opinion on a matter in relation to the
Auditor-General, when he himself has made a
decision on the legal opinion provided to him.
Mr Leighton - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
I have been trying to get your call, but while you
were on your feet you proceeded to the next matter.
My point of order is simply that you were quoting
from a document. Would you make that document
available to members of the house?

The SPEAKER - Order! Yes, I will make it
available to both the Leader of the Opposition and
the Attorney-General.
Mr Bracks - On a further point of order - -

The SPEAKER - Order! Not on the same matter,
I trust?
Mr Bracks - Mr Speaker, I refer to the advice
you have received from the Auditor-General, the
Audit Act and your responsibilities under the Audit
Act. It is an act which requires the Auditor-General
to report to this Parliament. We are about to hear
today that Parliament will appoint a separate
auditor to audit the Audit Office.
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Parliament clearly has the responsibility for
oversight and is responsible for the
Auditor-General's Office. The Auditor-General has a
responsibility to report to Parliament and you,
Mr Speaker, have a direct relationship with the
Auditor-General over and above that submitted to
you by the political parties whether they be the
opposition or government parties.
I refer to two sections of the Audit Act which
suggest we do not require further legislation. The
legislative arrangements under the Audit Act are
clear. Section 16(1) of the Audit Act provides that the
Auditor-General may conduct any audit he or she
considers necessary to determine whether an
authority is achieving its objectives.
I submit that that is an explicit instruction. The
Auditor-General has discretion to undertake any
audit, and as the opposition said earlier, that has
been used to make a comparable audit of the
Magistrates Court. Section 16(5) of the Audit Act
provides that the Auditor-General not only has an
obligation to report to Parliament but must also,
within seven days of making a report, cause a copy
to be submitted to Parliament.

Given those obligations of the Audit Office and the
relationship that you, Mr Speaker, have with the
office, I ask you to advise whether you will now seek
legal opinion on your responsibilities as the Speaker
and the Auditor-General's requirements under the
act to report to you and Parliament.
Mrs Wade - On the point of order, Mr Speaker,
we have heard a legal opinion from the honourable
member for Williamstown, who is a bush lawyer. I
suggest the advice given by the Solicitor-General
carries greater weight than the legal advice the
honourable member might obtain.
Mr Cole interjected.

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Melbourne and others will remain silent
if they wish me, as Speaker, to rule on the point
raised by their colleague. I wish to hear in silence a
point of order raised by any member of the house.
Mrs Wade - There are two principles involved
here. The opposition has concentrated on the
responsibilities of the Auditor-General under the
Audit Act. The Auditor-General has considerable
powers to carry out audits under the Audit Act and

AUDITOR-GENERAL
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to report to Parliament on those audits. However, he
can carry out audits and report to Parliament only
on audits authorised under the act. The honourable
member for Williamstown talked about any audit
but it is - Mr Bracks intetjected.

Mrs Wade - Absolutely, but it is any audit of a
department or a public authority. The advice I have
received from the Solicitor-General says that the
Children's Court does not fall within either of those
definitions.

Thursday, 20 June 1996

have the legislative authority to make a report.
Regardless of the point of order raised by the
honourable member for Williamstown, if the
Auditor-General has advised me accordingly, and
having regard to the independence the
Auditor-General has always demonstrated - I
believe honourable members on both sides of the
house would concur with that view - unless the
Auditor-General advises me that he does not agree
with the legal opinion he has received, I am
prepared to accept the advice I have received from
him that what he has done is proper under the
legislative requirements of him as set down by
Parliament.

Mr Bracks intetjected.

Mrs Wade - I will come back to that. I thought
you might like me to cover that during question
time. The other important principle is the
independence of the judiciary. The interaction of
these two matters is very serious for the courts, for
the Auditor-General and for Parliament.
After the Auditor-General considered the advice he
received from the Solicitor-General he decided not to
table the report.

Unless a new point of order is raised I shall not hear
any other points of order on this matter.
Mr Batchelor - On a new and separate point of
order, and a simple and straightforward point of
order, Mr Speaker, I seek a ruling from you that the
Auditor-General is an independent authority who is
responsible to Parliament and who is not responsible
to the executive arm of government, or to any
Attorney-General. In support of the point of order I
direct your attention to the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee - -

Mr Brumby intetjected.

Mrs Wade - I do not believe this is a political
matter. I make it clear that perhaps fault has
occurred on both sides on this issue. The
Auditor-General had not properly considered his
powers under the Audit Act when he embarked
upon the audit and the Department of Justice was
rather slow to appreciate the significance of the
independence of the judiciary aspect in reports of
the Auditor-General. That applies not just to this
report but possibly to the report on the Magistrates
Court.
I have not had the opportunity of referring that
report to the Solicitor-General but I will do so. The
matter should be dealt with in a serious way and not
as a matter of party political manoeuvring.
The SPEAKER - Order! On the point of order,
clearly the Auditor-General is bound by legislation
on what Parliament determines is his role and
responsibility when reporting. The Auditor-General
wrote a letter to me this morning, which I read to
members. I will make a copy available to both sides
of the house. In his letter the Auditor-General has
indicated that he has satisfied himself he does not

The SPEAKER - Order! I do not need to hear
any supporting evidence because it is clear what the
honourable member for Thomastown is saying. He
is correct in that the Auditor-General is an
independent individual who reports to Parliament.
He is not accountable to the executive nor to the
Attorney-General, but of course from time to time he
can receive legal advice from that source.
The Auditor-General does not have to accept the
advice he receives from the Attc>rney-General or
from anyone else. He has the opportunity to make
up his mind in relation to legal advice he receives as
to his role reporting to Parliament. The
Auditor-General has followed that course in this
case. Had he felt otherwise he would have reported
to me and Parliament differently.
Mr Thwaites - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
I ask you to exercise your authority and ask the
Auditor-General to come to the bar of the house to
explain the circumstances surrounding the
non-tabling of the report and whether any pressure
was placed on him of an improper kind to prevent
the tabling of the report.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The Speaker does not
have the authority to call anybody to the bar of the
house. The only persons who have that authority are
the majority of the members of Parliament. The
Speaker would convey that decision of the house to
anybody Parliament wished to come to the bar of the
house. In the absence of such a decision by the
house, the Speaker has no authority so to do.

AUDITOR-GENERAL'S OFFICE

Financial audit
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) (By leave) - I
move:
That, pursuant to section 17 of the Audit Act 1994,
Mr Douglas N. Bartley of KPMG be appointed to
conduct the audit of the Auditor-General's Office in
accordance with the conditions of appointment and
remuneration contained in appendix B of the Report of
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee upon the
Appointment of an Auditor to conduct a Financial
Audit of the Victorian Auditor-General's Office
(parliamentary paper no. 9, session 1996).

Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I speak in favour
of the appointment of Mr Douglas Bartley from
KPMG as the auditor to again conduct the financial
audit of the Auditor-General's Office. The Office of
the Auditor-General is one of the most audited
organisations of the state government. An annual
audit to examine the affairs of the office, its
performance and its financial aspects is conducted
by an independent auditor appointed by Parliament.
The independence of the Audit Office is enshrined
because of the audit of its activities. The results of
the audits are reported back to this house, and it is
therefore extraordinarily important for this
Parliament to uphold the independence of the Audit
Office, despite any opinions the government might
have about the powers of the Auditor-General.
It is clear from an examination of the Audit Act that
the Auditor-General has considerable powers and
discretion in relation to financial and performance
audits. He has not only unqualified discretion over
what he may audit but also an obligation to report
back to the house on his findings. Section 16(1) of the
Audit Act states:
The Auditor-General may conduct an audit he or she
considers necessary to determine whether an authority
is achieving its objectives effectively and doing so
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econOmically and efficiently and in compliance with all
relevant acts.

That is explicit; there is no qualification.
Mrs Wade interjected.

Mr BRACKS - The Attorney-General should
look in the Audit Act for a qualification of aspects of
the government's administration into which the
Auditor-General does not have power to inquire.
There is no such qualification to back up the
Attorney-General's claim. That is evident in that the
Attorney-General has admitted that her own
department could see nothing wrong with the
Orildren's Court being audited. The
Attorney-General said the department saw nothing
wrong with that and it let the audit take place. In
fact, by saying the department was slow in picking
up this matter, the Attorney-General is saying that
the department was happy for the Auditor-General
to audit the Orildren's Court. It is surprising,
therefore, that, the work having been completed copies of the report are printed and it is ready to be
tabled - the Department of Justice should suddenly
be alerted to the fact and decide, 'Oh, we shouldn't
have done this. We shouldn't have let this happen.
We should have alerted and briefed the
Attorney-General'. Where is the brief? Will the
Attorney-General release to the house the brief from
the Department of Justice saying the audit was
inappropriate?
MrsWade- Yes.

Mr BRACKS - Good. Do it, and supply the date
on which it was done. I am very pleased,
Mr Speaker, that the Attorney-General has agreed to
release her departmental advice that the
Auditor-General's report should not proceed. I want
it noted explicitly that the Attorney-General will
submit to Parliament and release to the opposition
that advice as well as the date the advice was given,
because the date is the key issue.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member is now straying somewhat from the motion
before the house. A passing reference is fine, but he
is going well beyond that.
Mr BRACKS - I understand, Mr Speaker. I am
referring in particular to the obligations and
requirements of the Auditor-General under the
Audit Act. In supporting the appointment of an
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auditor to audit the Audit Office, it is important to
note the independence of the Auditor-General, his
obligations to this Parliament and the scrutiny he is
under and relate that to the scrutiny which the
government and government agencies are under.
The key issue is that the Children's Court is funded
by taxpayers' money through government
expenditure, and its performance should be audited
independently and reported on in Parliament. They
are the principles on which the Audit Office is
established and they are the principles on which, as
the Minister for Education would know from his
former position as the then opposition spokesman
for youth affairs, the Auditor-General's performance
audit of the youth guarantee program was
vigorously undertaken. Despite that, he now sits
there compliantly while the Attorney-General
nobbles the Auditor-General's Office. Some
900 copies of the report have been printed but it
cannot be released to Parliament.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Williamstown will come back to the
motion.
Mr BRACKS - I am very pleased to support the
appointment of Mr Douglas Bartley. I am pleased
the Auditor-General has audited the Children's
Court and produced a final report, and I am also
pleased the Attorney-General will release the advice
she received from the Department of Justice about
this matter.
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - The
opposition supports the appointment of Mr Bartley
to the position of performance auditor of the
Auditor-General's Office. It is within the standard
procedures of Parliament to appoint auditors to
audit the Office of the Auditor-General. This is not
the first occasion on which this has been done,
although the timing of this announcement is
fortuitous from the parliamentary point of view
because it enables the opposition to question the
powers, responsibilities and obligations of the
Auditor-General - -

The SPEAKER - Order! The motion does not
allow a consideration of the Auditor-General's
powers and responsibilities; it deals with the
appointment of an auditor to audit the Audit Office.
Mr BATCHELOR - The Auditor-General's
Office is subject to an independent audit, and today
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we are debating the procedural mechanism for that
to occur. The last time a performance audit of the
Auditor-General was carried out a report was tabled
in Parliament by the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee in November 1993:
Finding 4.1
The Auditor-General is responsible for informing the
community, through the Parliament, about the probity
and quality of the government's stewardship of public
resources. Given the substantial investment of public
sector funds in Victoria's government business
enterprises together with the Significant economic and
social impact of these entities, the Auditor-General
should retain responsibility for the financial and
performance audit of government business enterprises
irrespective of their legal form.

The parliamentary committee acknowledged that
the Auditor-General had very wide powers and that
they should be extended to government business
enterprises. The appointment of an auditor to audit
the Auditor-General's Office is not an attempt by
government ministers to nobble the
Auditor-General, unlike the case we have seen today
with the reaction of the government to the report on
the deaths of children within the child protection
system.
It clearly acknowledges that Parliament has a role
and a place, that it has responsibilities to be
informed about what is happening with the audit of
the Auditor-General's Office. It provides a process
and mechanism for the information to be bought
back to Parliament so that it can properly consider
those matters. It is entirely appropriate that the
Auditor-General's Office be subject to a performance
audit, as laid down by statute, but it is the
Parliament of Victoria that should consider the
report. The information must be provided to
Parliament.
That should happen in all areas where the
Auditor-General carries out audits and
investigations: the report of those investigations
should be directed to Parliament. The report should
not be the subject of ministerial discretion on
whether Parliament is made privy to the findings
and recommendations of the Auditor-General. The
procedure envisages a process whereby the
Auditor-General carries out investigations and the
report is made to Parliament. The appointment of an
auditor to conduct the audit of the
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Auditor-General's Office is a crucial and integral
stage in that process.

Parliament is the reporting route, not the
government.

The Auditor-General is without a doubt an
institution that is independent of the executive arm
of government. It is independent of the minister of
the day, whether it be the Treasurer, the
Attorney-General or any other member of the
cabinet; that is how it ought to be. The
Auditor-General's Office was set up with that
structural independence so that it could report to
Parliament independent of government. But we
have clearly seen that if the process is subverted the
integrity of the Auditor-General is also subverted.

It is a similar story with parliamentary committees.

The opposition acknowledges that independence is
an important function and role of the
Auditor-General, and independent audits have in
the past been ably carried out by Mr Douglas
Bartley, an auditor of high standing. Mr Bartley,
who is the subject of the appointment today, has
carried out this task with distinction in the past. In
doing so he has not been associated with the crisis
that has occurred as a result of the
Attorney-General's decision to prevent the
Auditor-General's report from being presented to
Parliament.
The Auditor-General should be able to obtain
independent legal advice, not the advice of the
Government Solicitor or the Attorney-General. The
opposition believes the Auditor-General should
obtain independent legal advice and the Parliament
should be in a position to provide that. It may well
be that in carrying out the audit of the
Auditor-General's Office Mr Bartley could examine
some of those issues. It is not outside the scope of his
responsibilities in conducting a performance audit to
look at those issues.
If the independent Auditor-General's Office is
constrained and restricted, if its independence is
subject to ministerial direction at the whim of the
executive arm of the government of the day, the role
and functions that the Auditor-General has on behalf
of Parliament and the community will be subverted.

I put it to you, Mr Speaker, the motion to appoint
Mr Douglas Bartley as the auditor of the
Auditor-General's Office is fundamentally crucial to
the structure and independence of the
Auditor-General. It explicitly acknowledges the role
and relationship between the Parliament and the
Auditor-General's Office. In doing so it ensures that

The role of those committees - and one of them is
directly concerned with the performance audit of the
Auditor-General's Office - is to investigate issues
and report to the Parliament. It is only after that
occurs that the government has a role in responding
to the recommendations of such reports.
The opposition acknowledges that this important
motion will provide the opportunity for the
relationship between the Parliament and the
Auditor-General to be examined. The opposition
sincerely hopes that the Attorney-General and other
members of the government do not persist with their
attempts to nobble the Auditor-General.
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley) - There has
been a lot of muddled thinking going on within the
ranks of the opposition. As a member of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee during the last
term of the government I am well aware of the fact
that one issue the committee considered was the
performance audit of the Auditor-General's Office.
One of the innovations was the appointment of an
auditor to undertake that task. To my knowledge
there have been two such appointments.

So the motion is not unique. Today is not a special
occasion or reason for celebration. The motion flows
from the normal operations of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee. I am disappointed that
the honourable member for Sunshine is not in the
chamber. As the former deputy chairman of the
committee he would be able to advise the leadership
of the opposition on this issue.
It is important that the house recognise that the
performance audit of the Auditor-General's Office is
an ongoing routine matter. It is just a coincidence
that the appointment of the auditor has occurred at a
time when the opposition is interested in other
Auditor-General's reports. Labor Party members
have talked about the government's nobbling of the
Auditor-General, but it is really just the normal
separation of powers issue. It is amusing that they
referred to Joh Bje1ke-Petersen because he did not
know the meaning of the separation of powers. This
is a straightforward example of what the separation
of powers is all about: it separates the judiciary, the
executive and the legislature. We must ensure that
those three compartments are separated, otherwise
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democracy will not work. The Labor Party is either
trying to deliberately mislead the house about the
separation of the three compartments or it is
incompetent in this area.
The motion seeks to have the Auditor-General's
Office undergo a normal performance audit. I
suggest the opposition is trying to score cheap
political points.

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) Although I support the motion, I move as an
amendment:
That after the expression '(parliamentary paper no. 9,
session 1996)' there be inserted the words 'and that the Parliament obtain urgent legal advice
in relation to the Auditor-General's responsibilities
to report to Parliament in relation to special report
no. 42, Protecting Victoria's Children: The Role of the
Children's Court, and that the censoring of the
Auditor-General be the subject of specific
examination during Mr Bartley's audit'.

The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to explain how the amendment is
relevant to the motion to appoint an auditor. The
seeking of a legal opinion on a specific matter is not
relevant in my view to the motion before the Glair,
which seeks to appoint a person to audit the
Auditor-General's Office.

Mr BRUMBY - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
because you were obtaining the piece of paper from
the Oerk you did not hear the end of the
amendment. It concerns the censoring of the
Auditor-General and the subject of specific
examination during the audit - Mr Gude interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - It is my amendment and I am
entitled to move it. He has been censored.
Mr Gude interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - I have the Auditor-General's
letter here.
The SPEAKER - Order! Does the honourable
member have a copy of the amendment for the
Chair?

Mr BRUMBY - It is handwritten.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The Chair would like a
copy when it is available.

Mr BRUMBY - Certainly, Mr Speaker. There has
been some debate about these matters this morning.
You, Mr Speaker, were kind enough to provide me
with a copy of the letter sent to you by the
Auditor-General in which he makes it clear that he is
not holding back the report as a matter of personal
judgment; he is doing it most reluctantly. He
received one set of legal advice in respect of the
audit and after discussions with the department he
believed agreement had been reached on the form of
the report that could be provided to Parliament. Out
of the blue came a second legal opinion from the
government's chief legal officer - not from the legal
officer of this Parliament and not from someone who
reports to you, Mr Speaker, or to the Parliament but
the legal officer who reports to the executive. The
government has attempted to nobble the
Auditor-General.
The Auditor-General does not have access to his
own range of legal opinions. He does not have an
unlimited budget so he cannot appoint a QC to get a
different legal opinion; he is obliged to accept the
legal advice provided to him by the
Solicitor-General, who acts on behalf of the
executive. The Auditor-General says in his letter that
he 'reluctantly concluded'. He did not do it as a
matter of choice or because he thought it was right
and consistent with his responsibilities; he did it
because he had no option and because of the legal
opinion provided by the government. This matter
goes to the heart of the Parliament. There is a clear
line of responsibility between the Auditor-General
and you, Mr Speaker, as the highest elected officer of
the Parliament.
The SPEAKER - Order! Honourable members
will be speaking from now on to both the motion
and the amendment. If the Leader of the Opposition
provides the 0Ulir with a copy of his handwritten
amendment it can be typed and circulated to all
honourable members.

Mr BRUMBY - Many points have been made in
the debate this morning. Among the most important
is the fact that this is unprecedented in the history of
this Parliament. Never before has an
Auditor-General, who is obliged to comply with his
responsibilities under the Audit Act, been restricted,
prevented, nobbled, censored and prohibited by a
legal opinion from the executive arm of government
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from discharging his responsibilities to the
Parliament.
The opposition understands the doctrine of the
separation of powers, a principle of which is the
considerable distinction between Parliament and the
executive. It is a fundamental principle of the
Westminster system that the Auditor-General
reports to the Parliament, not to the executive of the
day. To have an Auditor-General reporting to the
executive would make a complete farce of his
responsibilities. We know what this is about. A
whole section of the 1996 report on ministerial
portfolios conducted by the Victorian Audit Office
relates to the Magistrates Court. What is the
difference between audits of the Supreme Court, the
Magistrates Court and the Children's Court? They
are all the judiciary, and they are all subject to the
Auditor-General.
During her period in office this Attorney-General
has shown that she is prepared from time to time to
stop scrutiny by the Parliament. We saw it with the
Director of Public Prosecutions and with various
pieces of legislation, and we have seen it again with
the Auditor-General being unable to discharge his
responsibilities under the act.
Some would argue that there is a legal question
about whether the Auditor-General is in contempt of
Parliament for failing to discharge his
responsibilities under the act. That matter warrants
close investigation by you, Mr Speaker. The
Parliament is supreme; it is not the executive or
cabinet. As the most senior elected official of the
Parliament, you, Mr Speaker, have a responsibility
to make sure the principles of the Westminster
tradition - those great doctrines of democracy are adhered to and that the Auditor-General can be
freely independent in discharging his
responsibilities.
I wonder why this other one was tabled in
Parliament. Any ideas?

Mr Hulls - It's a good report for the government!
Mr BRUMBY - That's right! It is good for the
government. The rule is that if it is a good report
that reflects well on the Attorney-General and the
Department of Justice it can be tabled in Parliament.
In respect of the department the report says:
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In considering this report in its entirety, the positive
manner in which it is presented must be commended.

It recognises the major initiatives and changes that
have been made within the Magistrates Court
jurisdiction over the past 10 years, recommends a
number of further changes, with particular emphasis
on strategic planning and revised statistics and
states that this scenario will allow the Magistrates
Court to further develop its business plan and build
on the firm foundation already established.
We have all been around this place long enough to
know that a cosy report like that gets tabled and
enshrined. This government is so sensitive to
criticism that when it gets a little bit of criticism from
the Auditor-General it takes more than one legal
step to stop him. The Auditor-General knows his
responsibilities under the act and knows he has to
report to the Parliament. The government sent off
one legal opinion from the Solicitor-General and the
Auditor-General said he would look at it. He sat
down with representatives from the Department of
Justice, revised the report and got agreement about
it.
However, the report was still critical. Goodness me,
we cannot have that! The Attorney-General then sent
a second legal opinion to make sure the report could
not be tabled. Although it may well have happened
in other parliaments, it is unprecedented in this
Parliament for an officer appointed by the
Parliament to be prom"bited by the executive from
discharging his statutory and legislative
responsibilities. You can call it nobbling or censoring
or whatever you like, but it is another example of a
heavy-handed government acting to stifle criticism
of its actions and administration.
You, Mr Speaker, are the most senior elected officer
of the Parliament, and it is your responsibility to
ensure that the Parliament maintains its authority
and that its responsibilities are fulfilled. I put it to
you that this is unprecedented. You, Mr Speaker,
have a responsibility to ensure that the
circumstances surrounding the censoring of the
Auditor-General are fully investigated and, because
the amendment I have moved is appropriate, to
allow the Parliament to obtain independent legal
advice on the rights and responsibilities of the
Auditor-General to present the report to the
Parliament. Nothing less will suffice.
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The amendment I moved provides for that advice
and also recommends that an audit take place. As
part of that audit the auditor should examine and
report on the circumstances surrounding the
nobbling of the Auditor-General. We support the
amended motion. It is a sensible amendment and
government members have nothing to fear from it.
An extraordinary situation has been revealed in the
past few months: the government is able to get legal
opinions, for example, to support the Premier in
what I describe as pretty close to private litigation. It
seems easy to get the poor old taxpayer to pick up
the bill if it is going to help the Premier. It can also
get a legal opinion in respect of Parliament so that
the people of Victoria cannot find out what the
Auditor-General says about the protection of
children or about the Orildren's Court in a critical
report that cannot be tabled.

If one put the 900 copies of the report that are
available on the government side of the house they
would fill all the empty seats of the absent members
who cannot be bothered about the independence of
or role of Parliament. We owe it to Parliament to
have the reports tabled.
Mr PERRIN (Bulleen) - Labor Party members
have muddled thinking. They do not understand
that the crunch of the issue is the supremacy of
Parliament to dictate whether the Auditor-General
should or should not conduct an audit. The Leader
of the Opposition moved an amendment to expand
the investigation by the Auditor-General into the
judiciary. That shows he does not understand that
this is the fundamental reason we are having an
independent audit of the Auditor-General's Office.

If the Auditor-General has defied Parliament and
audited areas that should not have been audited as
determined by Parliament, as the Leader of the
OppoSition has made clear, he is in contempt of
Parliament. It is Parliament that has the power to tell
the Auditor-General what he will or will not audit.
As I understand it, not one but two legal opinions
have been given to the Auditor-General to make it
clear to him that he does not have the power to audit
the judiciary.
This whole issue is about the separation of powers
and whether Parliament can give the
Auditor-General the power to audit the courts. It is
about who has the power - the Parliament or the
courts - and whether the courts are independent of
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Parliament. The opposition does not seem to
understand that.
The interesting point is that the Auditor-General has
reported to Parliament that he has heeded the legal
advice and accepted it. He has modified his report to
Parliament in line with the clear implication that he
has exceeded the powers given by Parliament. Woe
betide any Auditor-General who thinks he can audit
anything that Parliament has not given him the
authority to audit.
It is interesting that nobody has picked up on the
next significant point. We have before us a motion to
allow a senior auditor from KPMG to undertake a
performance audit of the Auditor-General's Office.
The first significant point is that somebody from
outside the government will be able to look at what
the Auditor-General's Office is doing to determine
whether it complies with Parliament's wishes. It is
significant that we have appointed somebody
outside Parliament to look at what the
Auditor-General's Office is doing. The amendment
of the Leader of the Opposition talks about getting
independent advice. That independent advice will
come from a senior auditor in one of the leading
auditing firms in this state. I believe the auditor from
KPMG will come to the conclusion that the legal
advice the Solicitor-General gave the
Auditor-General is correct and that the
Auditor-General does not have the power under the
separation of powers in the Audit Act to audit the
judiciary.
The separation of powers is a fundamental issue in
Parliamentary democracy. If Parliament gives the
Auditor-General the power to audit the judiciary,
the judiciary is not independent of Parliament, it can
be dictated to by Parliament. The fundamental issue
that the Labor Party does not understand is that the
independence of the judiciary is important. There
are many rules in Parliament about what we as
members of Parliament can or cannot do with regard
to the judiciary. Just try to make a statement about
something that is currently before the courts and see
how far you get in Parliament! We are elected by the
people and we have a responsibility to make sure
that we do not interfere with the judiciary. It would
be the height of corruption if Parliament took on the
power to audit the judiciary.
The amendment moved by the Leader of the
OppoSition is nonsense, and I am astounded that he
moved it. He simply does not understand the grave
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consequences of what he is proposing, because
interference by Parliament in the independence of
the judiciary would amount to corruption. The
Auditor-General must obey the laws as we the
elected representatives determine them to be. You,
Mr Speaker, would know that it is not you who has
the power to determine legal advice before
Parliament, it is Parliament. The Speaker is actually
the servant of Parliament, not the leader of
Parliament, as some of the Labor Party speakers
have said. The majority of members in Parliament
determine what happens and we will take it to a
vote. The majority will determine who, how and
what will be audited. The Auditor-General
understands that he could be in contempt of
Parliament if he were to audit the judiciary and
break down the separation of powers.
The house should not accept the amendment moved
by the Leader of the Opposition. It is within the
competence of a senior auditor to audit the Office of
the Auditor-General. That officer will come back to
Parliament with a report which will make it clear
that the advice the Solicitor-General gave to the
Auditor-General is correct, that the
Auditor-General's acceptance and understanding of
the advice is right and that he has taken the correct
action in modifying his report.
I support the motion. The amendment moved by the
Leader of the Opposition should be thrown out,
because it is absolute nonsense to suggest that
Parliament should interfere with the judiciary.

Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - Mr Speaker, that
last speech was the product of a confused mind. The
honourable member for Bulleen started his
contribution by saying it is up to Parliament to
dictate what the Auditor-General does. That is
absolutely right - but that is not happening here.
The Parliament is not dictating what the
Auditor-General does; instead, the Attorney-General
and the government are putting pressure on him to
force him not to table the report. They are using
every legal measure available to them to intimidate
the Auditor-General, just as the Attorney-General
intimidated the former Director of Public
Prosecutions, Mr Bongiorno, and forced him out of
office.

DPP was put out of office; and the Law Reform
Commission was dismantled. Now, when the
Attorney-General finds that a report does not meet
with her approval, what does she do? She puts
pressure on the Auditor-General.
The amendment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition is important because if the
Attorney-General is successful in what she is
attempting to do, a precedent would be set. It is
important that the auditor who audits the
Auditor-General's Office looks at the precedent that
is being set and obtains legal advice to see not only
whether it is wrong and inappropriate but whether
it is in contempt of Parliament.
In supporting the amendment I will set out some of
the background to the matter. First, it is important to
realise that the Auditor-General's special report that
the Attorney-General is refusing to allow to be
tabled was ordered by Parliament in 1994. The then
Attorney-General's Department was notified that
the Auditor-General was to prepare a special report.
In that regard it is interesting to note that in an
article in yesterday'S Herald Sun the
Attorney-General is quoted as saying:
We are not happy about this report.

As though it is up to her to decide! She is further
quoted as saying:
We didn't in fact know about it until it was already
written.

That is a lie; it is completely untrue. It is another in a
farrago of lies that this Attorney-General has
spun-The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the honourable
member to be temperate in his language. The
honourable member cannot accuse the minister of
lying.

Mr THWAITES - I will attempt to do that.
The SPEAKER - Order! If you don't succeed,
you will be ruled out of order, so I suggest you do.
Mrs Wade interjected.

This is another in a long line of actions the
Attorney-General has taken to interfere with
independent positions. Moira Rayner, the former
equal opportunity commissioner, was dismissed; the

937

Mr THWAITES - That statement, as the
Attorney-General is now admitting, is not correct.
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Mr Cole - Which one is that?
Mr THWAITES - The statement the Attorney is
quoted as having made.
Mrs Wade interjected.
Mr THWAITES - She says, 'It's not a lie; it's not
correct'. The statement was:
We are not happy about this report.

She also said:
We didn't in fact know about it until it was already
written.

Neither statement was couched in qualifications or
accompanied by the words 'so far as I am aware'.
They were bald factual statements to the public of
Victoria through the media, using 'we' - not the
Attorney-General, but the royal 'we' . Perhaps 'we'
means 'we, the Attorney-General, Queen Victoria'!
This Attorney-General was telling an untruth. The
truth of the matter is that the Attorney-General's
department was advised. of the report, not just once,
but twice! The Attorney-General's Office received
two letters about the matter and the second made it
clear to the Attorney-General that the role of the
Children's Court concerning child protection in
Victoria would be subject to a special performance
audit by the Auditor-General. Not only was the
Attorney-General's department advised, it was
involved in the audit - for almost two years. But
still, this Wednesday, according to the
Attorney-General 'we' didn't even know about it.
So the Attorney-General, who is supposedly looking
after a system in which there are judges and courts
and people coming before them, does not know
what is going on. No wonder we have so many
problems in the court system, when the
Attorney-General is so out of touch that she did not
know the Auditor-General was conducting an
investigation into the Children's Court, which had
been ordered by Parliament.
The next thing that happened was that the report
was prepared by the Auditor-General and properly
submitted to the Department of Justice for
comment - and that was done last year. What was
the Attorney-General's response? Was it to look at
the problems, to take up the criticisms and seek
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improvements? No. Her response was to
immediately run off to the Solicitor-General, the
same lawyer she gets to give advice on any
contempt charges against the Premier. There was no
discussion with a view to improving the situation.
She ran off to get legal advice.
What was the purpose of the legal advice? There
was only one: to stop the Auditor-General tabling
the report in Parliament. This Attorney-General used
legal means to try to intimidate the Auditor-General
and to stop him from trying to table his important
report on child protection. It is intimidation of the
worst order. The Attorney-General is prepared to
use legal threats to stop Parliament from obtaining
the truth. That is what this is about.
The information I have is that not only did she
obtain the advice, but people in the
Auditor-General's Office were told they would be
subject to Supreme Court proceedings if they went
ahead with tabling the report. So this is not about
the Attorney-General obtaining advice and saying
she will look at it and work on it. This is about a
direct threat to sue the Auditor-General. Imagine
that! The government of Victoria suing Parliament's
representative, Parliament's watchdog! I have been
told there were threats of an injunction being taken
out to stop the Auditor-General from telling the
truth.
The response of the Auditor-General to the
Attorney-General was entirely proper. He sought to
have a meeting and to ensure that the report in no
way breached the terms of the Audit Act. As we
heard this moming, amendments were made to the
report. As I understand it, they were made in
consultation with the Orief Magistrate and other
magistrates of the Children's Court. So the
magistrates whose reputations and independence
we are purporting to defend were involved in
amending the report, and the amended report was
to be tabled in this house yesterday. Nine hundred
copies of the report are sitting in the
Auditor-General's Office.
What is the reaction of the Attorney-General? Is she
taking up the criticisms in the report, acting on them
and seeking to improve the situation in the
Children's Court. No! She has gone back to the
Solicitor-General to get further advice. The first one
wasn't good enough, so she wanted to get a second
opinion to again try to stymie the Auditor-General.
This time she has got advice - presumably we will
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see it today - which purports to prohibit the
Auditor-General from commenting in any way on
the administration and operation of the Children's
Court.
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Mr THWAITES - The Attorney-General assures
us that she will look into the report and act on the
Auditor-General's findings in that report.
Mr Brumby - What about the Parliament?

As the Leader of the Opposition has pointed out,
that is entirely inconsistent with the past actions of
the Attorney-General and indeed of her own
department because, as the Leader of the Opposition
said, the Auditor-General did in fact on a number of
occasions audit features of the court system. I
emphasise that in no way is there an audit of the
judiciary involved in this. This is not an audit of the
decisions that have been made by the court, which of
course would be totally improper. This is in no way
interfering with the way in which the court makes
the decisions between the parties that come before it.
1bis audit is exactly the same as the audit of the
Magistrates Court, and that undertook an
assessment of the efficiency and effectiveness of the
management processes and resources of the court.

In the case of the Magistrates Court the report of the
Auditor-General came down and, as the Leader of
the Opposition said, there was indeed
commendation of the department in the report,
whereas when there is a report that is critical of the
way her department and other government entities
are operating she brings in the Solicitor-Generalthe hired gun! - to shoot down the Auditor-General.

1bis is another example of the hypocrisy and
inconsistency of this Attorney-General. I am sure the
public will be led to speculate about what is in this
report that is so frightening, because today a report
on protecting Victoria's children and the role of the
Department of Human Services has been tabled. We
learn from that report that there are very serious
criticisms of the way in which child protection is
operating in Victoria.
It frightens me that the Attorney-General is refusing
to table the report of her department's role in child
protection, and I am sure it will frighten all
Victorians, because we can only speculate that gross
negligence and impropriety are occurring. We do
not know what is happening in that area because the
Attorney-General will not let us see the report. I am
afraid that the rest of the community can only
deduce that the report that has not been tabled is
much worse than the report that has been tabled.
Mrs Wade inteIjected.

Mr THWAITES - That is the very point the
honourable member for Bulleen raised: this is the
Parliament's role. It is the Parliament's role to dictate
what the Auditor-General says and does, not the
role of this Attorney-General. I have to say that
based on the past performance of this
Attorney-General I am not too confident in trusting
her to run the system properly.

What sorts of issues are in this report? Is there
anything about delays in the court system? Is that
something we will not be allowed to see? Is any
criticism made of the workers, not the magistrates
but the workers, at the court? I have been told by a
number of families who have been associated with
the operation of that court that there are long delays

The SPEAKER - Order! I do not believe it is
proper for the honourable member to canvass what
may be in a report that has not been tabled in the
Parliament.
Mr THWAITES - I appreciate that, Sir, but the
problem is that the opposition is unable to do
anything other than speculate about the problems in
the report because we cannot see it. It is a proper
argument to make in support of this amendment.

The SPEAKER - Order! It is appropriate to
make passing references to the facts, but to go into
the details and speculate on individual items is not
appropriate.
Mr THWAITES - I understand that ruling,
Mr Speaker. All I can say is that a number of
criticisms have been made by family members and
organisations that operate in child protection about
the way the Attorney-General's department and the
Department of Human Services handle child
protection. That is largely because of massive
cutbacks and government mismanagement.

The other matter that should be addressed by the
independent auditor of the Auditor-General's Office
is the last-minute way the Attorney-General's
prohibition was communicated to the
Auditor-General, because one of the things the
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independent auditor must look at is the costs and
resources of the Auditor-General's Office. This
whole process means there has been an incredible
waste of money. The Auditor-General has had his
staff running around doing this report. They have
prepared it, amended it, prepared it again, had it
printed and bound; now 900 copies are sitting there
waiting to be pulped! I should have thought one of
the important facts that the independent audit of the
Auditor-General's Office must look at is the waste of
money involved in the Attorney-General's censoring
of the report.
The amendment is directed at ensuring that the
integrity of this place and the independence of the
Auditor-General are maintained. At the end of the
day if that is achieved we might have better
government systems, including better systems for
child protection. We are forgetting about the core
issue in this report - child protection. Kids are
dying out there. Thirty-six children who are subject
to state notification have died in the past two years
when they were supposedly in the care of this
government. Instead of looking at caring for those
kids we are more interested in the political career of
the Attorney-General and the various bureaucrats in
her department. This amendment will ensure that
Parliament has a different priority. The priorities
ought to be the kids and the integrity of this
Parliament.
Dr DEAN (Berwick) - It is interesting listening
to the opposition trying to justify the argument on
the basis of hypocrisy, because on a proper analysis
of what the oppOSition is doing it is clear that the
only hypocrisy is on that side of the house. The
opposition is saying: we trust the Auditor-General;
we think the Auditor-General is independent; we
think the Auditor-General is a person who can make
up his or her own mind.
The government believes the Auditor-General
should be allowed to be independent without
interference. The scenario is that the
Auditor-General has received written legal advice
about a report he has made. This independent and
totally trusted person, as we have been reminded
from the other side of the house and with which we
on this side of the house agree, has come to a
decision. That decision is, on the basis of the advice,
that were he to table the report it could be an
interference with the judiciary and possibly outside
the jurisdiction of his own act.
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You cannot have it both ways. The Auditor-General
has sent a letter to the Speaker saying, 'I have
received legal advice and on the basis of that legal
advice I have decided to take a certain action'. What
do we have on that side of the house? A hypocritical
stance to this effect: 'This man, we say, is
independent. This man has come to a decision and
has written a letter and advised the Speaker of what
he wants to do, but we want to force him to do
something else. We want to stand up on the
opposition side of the house and effectively tell him
to go against his own decision, against his own
advice. "Don't you be independent. You listen to
us".'
So how is it possible that opposition members can be
arguing that they want this man to be independent
while saying they want him to be influenced by
them in what he should or should not be doing? The
proper process in this matter is very clear. The
Auditor-General as an independent person within
the structure of the Westminster system has written
a report.
The Attorney-General also has an interesting role in
the system. She has a variety of tasks to perform.
One is to be a member of Parliament and therefore
part of the legislature. A second is to be a minister
and therefore a part of the executive. However,
another of her tasks is to protect the judiciary,
because if she does not do that it can become
extremely vulnerable. The judiciary cannot always
stand up for itself. It needs the protection of
someone such as the Attorney-General to ensure that
matters such as these are looked after.

Mr Dollis interjected.

Dr DEAN - I will come back to that hypocritical
statement in a moment. In this instance the
Attorney-General has not gone to the
Auditor-General. Instead, her department has asked
for independent legal advice. It has asked the
Solicitor-General to look at the report and to advise
whether he thinks there is a problem in relation to
the independence of the judiciary. I do not hear
opposition members saying Douglas Graham, the
Solicitor-General, is not a proper Solicitor-General or
does not act in good faith. If they think that, I would
like to hear them say it, because no government
member or anyone in the profession would agree
with such a suggestion. The Solicitor-General has
given an opinion. The Attorney-General has not
communicated with the Auditor-General but has
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simply allowed the Solicitor-General's opinion to be
transferred to him so that he can make up his own
mind.
The Auditor-General can get advice from other silks
if he so wishes. He can get advice from anyone he
likes. All that has happened is that, in ensuring that
the Auditor-General does not make a mistake, thus
interfering with the independence of the judiciary,
the Department of Justice has given him the
opportunity to consider the advice of the
Solicitor-General. The Auditor-General- an
independent person, an intelligent person, a person
who knows his business back-to-front and a person
of great experience - has read that advice, has
decided whether he wishes to obtain further advice
and, off his own bat, has come to the conclusion that
it would be inappropriate to table the report.
Presumably he has come to that decision based on
the consideration of two issues, the first being his
jurisdiction as defined by his own act. However, we
do not know whether that consideration decided his
mind. It is not for us to ask and it is not for the
Attorney-General to ask. It is irrelevant, because it is
for the Auditor-General to decide.
The second consideration is that the pursuit of a
report such as this may interfere with the
independence of the judiciary. Those are the two
considerations that have been raised, and on the
basis of one or both of them the Auditor-General has
decided it would be inappropriate for him to table
the report.
None of us has seen the report. The Solicitor-General
saw the report and gave his advice. The
Auditor-General knows what is in the report and
has read the advice. He may have sought further
advice, because he has access to all sorts of legal
advice. He has reached his decision on the basis of
his knowing what is in the report - not you, and
not me - and on the basis of the advice he has
received. How dare the opposition suggest that the
Auditor-General should do what it wants him to do
and not what he wishes to do! How dare it say that it
has complete faith in the independence of the
Auditor-General and that he should be left alone to
make up his own mind and not be interfered with except when the opposition wants to interfere with
him. The opposition is effectively saying that it
wants the Auditor-General to do what it says he
should do. You cannot have it both ways. How
hypocritical! You either believe the Auditor-General
is a man who can be interfered with or you do not.
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If the opposition pursues its position it is effectively
saying: 'Not only do we have no faith in the
Auditor-General's capacity to make an independent
decision, but we believe the Auditor-General is a
person who submits to political pressure. We believe
he is the sort of man who when political pressure is
applied from one source or another will buckle'.
That is the sort of man the opposition says it is
dealing with. If that is not the case, how can the
opposition say that that is what he has done? You
cannot have it both ways! The problem with the
opposition is that it continually tries to have it both
ways. How can it logically argue that something is
both black and white? The answer is simple.
Members of the opposition do so for totally political
reasons. Their responses are neither objective nor
well thought out. The opposition constantly falls
into the trap of saying one thing and then saying the
opposite.
If the opposition is fair dinkum about what it is
putting to the house, it should say it believes the
Auditor-General is a man who will sway under
political pressure, that he is not an independent man
and that he is not intelligent enough to gain his own
advice and come to his own decisions. The
opposition should admit that. If they believe it is not
true, members opposite should sit down and be
quiet. It is time for the other side of the house to put
up or shut up!
Mr COLE (Melbourne) - I support the
amendment. I have some knowledge of the matter as
I was the chair of the Economic and Budget Review
Committee when it developed legislation and
guidelines for the appointment of the first
Auditor-General, Mr Fergus Ryan from Arthur
Andersen. We went through an extensive process to
determine how that person should be appointed by
a joint parliamentary committee - not by the
executive, which was suggested at one stage - and
to ensure there was a bipartisan approach to an
important issue.

I do not know .how we can proceed to appoint an
auditor to audit the Auditor-General, with the
powers and responsibilities that are required,
without including the reporting tradition, something
that the honourable member for Bulleen did not
seem to worry about. The Audit Act says the
Auditor-General must cause a copy of each report
under section 1 of the legislation to be transmitted to
each house of Parliament within seven days of the
report being completed. That is unqualified. The
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section uses the word 'must'. I did not study
statutory interpretation all that much, and I always
deferred to the Attorney-General on these matters,
but the word - Dr Dean interjected.
Mr COLE - The report was completed, and there
is an obligation to supply it to Parliament. This is not
the first time we have dealt with this difficult
issue - that is, when a government has not wanted
a report to be tabled in Parliament. I recall on one
occasion Speaker Coghill not tabling the report, and
it was ruled that he did not have that authority and
that once a report is given to the Speaker it must be
tabled. Perhaps that should not have occurred, but
that is what happened. That applies to the
Auditor-General's report - that is, there is no
capacity for a member of the executive to act in
contravention of the legislation once the report is
completed.

I also highlight the consultative provisions in
relation to audit. Section 15(3) states:
The Auditor-General must not make a report under this
section unless (a) the Auditor-General(i)

at least 10 days before the report is made, has
given a copy of the report, or a summary of
the findings and proposed recommendations
to the authority to which the report relates;

(ii) has in writing, asked the authority for

submissions or comments before a specified
date, being at least 7 days after the report is
given to the authority; and
(b) the Auditor-General has included in the report any

submissions or comment received, before the
report is made, from the authority or a summary,
in agreed form, of any such submissions or
comment.

Those provisions allow Parliament to consider the
opposition by an authority to a particular report and
that is why those provisions were included. It was
not ever intended that there be discretion for the
executive to challenge an Auditor-General's report
after that report was made. That is why I support the
amendment, and I do not know how you,
Mr Speaker, could do anything other than express
concern to the Auditor-General that he is required
under the act to give to Parliament any reports he
has finished. The Supreme Court could make a
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ruling on this issue if asked because intervention by
the executive is stopping that report being tabled.
We are asking KPMG auditors to - Dr Dean interjected.
Mr COLE - With respect, the honourable
member for Berwick did not bother to read the act
and does not know the requirements of the
Auditor-General under the act. He obviously does
not understand the nature of reporting to
Parliament.

The performance auditor is given specific guidelines
to investigate the Auditor-General. They do not
include looking at certain matters and reporting that
the Attorney-General has received legal advice that a
report cannot be submitted to Parliament. For the
Attorney-General to say, 'Well, certain things are not
available to Parliament according to my legal
advice', is contrary to the reporting provisions of the
act. Oearly the act has been violated by the
Attorney-General's department and its legal
advisers because the report was completed when the
legal opinions were provided. The department had
no right to do that and it is in contempt of
Parliament by doing so, as is the Attorney-General
and the Auditor-General himself, because he is
required by the act to report to Parliament within
seven days.
The problem now is that Parliament is asking KPMG
to conduct a performance audit - according to the
act it is not limited in what it can investigate to
assess performance - when, technically speaking,
the Auditor-General has not been able to investigate
the role of the Children's Court in protecting
Victoria's children. The Parliament is saying to the
Auditor-General, 'Under the act you have to
investigate the whole thing, but if you investigate
the Children's Court in a way the Attorney-General
doesn't like the investigation will be stopped, so
don't do it'.
The Attorney-General has put in her two bob's
worth. We know how sensitive it is down at the
Children's Court, and we know what has been going
wrong - the Auditor-General has highlighted all
those administrative problems and other difficulties.
The act clearly provides that the situation must be
reported to Parliament, but the executive is saying,
'No, it doesn't have to be reported to Parliament,
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and you can't do it anyway because of alleged ultra
vires'.
As I have said, provisions exist for such comments to
be made. For instance, if the Attorney-General said
in her response, 'This is a violation of judicial
independence', I would not quibble with that. The
department has a chance to comment, and it can
defend the judiciary for all the reasons argued. That
opportunity exists within the act. To then say, 'No,
no, no, we don't want anything at all to be
considered by Parliament', is without doubt
contempt of this Parliament.

It is a pity the honourable member for Berwick has
left the chamber because he omitted to read the act
and did not know that the independence of the audit
has been fettered by this legal opinion. All the
opposition can do is obtain urgent legal advice about
the Auditor-General's responsibility when there are
alleged cases of ultra vires, and I say 'alleged'
because if his report is completed it should come
straight to Parliament. To do anything else would be
nonsense, and if we do not nip this in the bud now,
it will occur again.

Honourable members should read in Hansard the
long-winded but nonetheless erudite position on this
very issue put by the Treasurer when he was the
shadow Treasurer. When referring to the
independence of the Auditor-General he specifically
said, You cannot do this type of thing. This violates
the independence of the Auditor-General'. It is
better for a report to come before Parliament, warts
and all, for it to be assessed. It may be that is a
absolute shocker.
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that issue. It was resolved - which the
Attorney-General has not even bothered to
consider - by sitting down with the then
opposition, the then Attorney-General and
government representatives and working out a way
to get around the problem. If the Attorney-General
had any real commitment to the problem of judicial
independence this should have been done in a
bipartisan fashion.
Now whenever the Auditor-General prepares a
report he will be under the threat of having a legal
opinion thrust at him by the executive. That is in
contravention of the act; perhaps we will need to
change the act to read 'seven days unless the
executive otherwise decides'.
MI5 WADE (Attorney-General) - I support the
motion but not the amendment. It is obviously
hopeless to suggest that this not be dealt with on a
party-political basis by the opposition, but
nevertheless the government is focusing on the
important issue of judicial independence.
I would like to respond to issues raised by the
opposition. There is confusion among the opposition
about the independence of the Auditor-General
which extends only to those audits he is authorised
to do under the act, and the independence of the
judiciary. The advice received and passed on to the
Auditor-General is that he does not have the
authority to do performance audits of the
judiciary - of magistrates and judges. He does not
have the right to make reports on the performance of
magistrates and judges.

The government fancies itself as a paragon of virtue
with regard to children and child protection, but it
seems unable to provide the necessary support
services. That is why this report has been stopped.
Honourable members should read the speech of the
former shadow Treasurer, Mr Stockdale, to learn
what the independence of the Auditor-General is all
about. The Auditor-General certainly showed a lot
of independence when the Labor Party was in
government; he was not fettered in his approach as
is the case now.

I shall go into the background of this. It is obviously
hopeless to try to persuade the opposition that it is
not some sort of political manoeuvre, but I would
like to expand on the fact that I believe there was
fault on both sides in relation to this audit. I think
there was fault on the part of the Auditor-General in
not appreciating that under section 16 his powers do
not extend to doing performance audits of the
courts. I believe there were some problems in the
Department of Justice in that this report was not
handled by the appropriate people who would have
picked up this issue at the early stage.

Imagine if the former Labor government had put out
a legal opinion stopping the Auditor-General on the
grounds of commercial confidentiality from
considering issues dealing with the Bayside
development. I was involved in extensive debate on

The honourable member for Albert Park has
suggested that I have lied in a statement that I made
to the Herald Sun. I shall clear up that matter. I did
inform the Herald Sun on Tuesday that the
department had not been notified of the report prior
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to the department receiving the first draft of the
report. That was the advice I had received on
Tuesday. I was told that a check of the
correspondence between the department and the
Auditor-General on this matter had been carried out
at the time the first report was received in the
department and that no notification from the
Auditor-General was discovered in that
correspondence check.
I was subsequently told yesterday that Mr Denis
Hall of the department had some conversations
yesterday with the auditor responsible for this
report, a Mr Trevor Wood - I shall revise that: I do
not wish to misinform the house. Mr Hall advised
me he had discussions with Mr Wood at the time the
first report was received indicating that the
department had not been aware that this audit was
being carried out. Mr Wood at that time responded
not by saying that the department had been
informed by letter but by saying he assumed that as
the Oilldren's Court knew the audit was being
carried out, the department would also know.
Therefore, at the time I made the statement to the
Herald Sun I was of the view that no notification had
been made to the department that the audit was
being carried out prior to the first draft of that audit
report being received by the department.
Yesterday Mr Hall and Mr Wood had further
conversations, I understand, by telephone. Mr Wood
at that time, yesterday, informed Mr Hall that the
Auditor-General had sent a letter to the department
on 22 September 1994. That correspondence, I
understand, has not been discovered in
departmental files, but Mr Wood was kind enough
to fax a copy of the letter to Mr Hall yesterday and
Mr Hall has now sent a copy to me.
It would seem the Department of Justice was
advised in September 1994 that this audit was to be
carried out. It is, I agree, most undesirable that this
work should have been done in these circumstances
and that neither the Auditor-General nor the
Department of Justice should have picked up this
issue of the powers of the Auditor-General under
the Audit Act to conduct performance audits -
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The honourable member for Sunshine has asked me
how I explain the Magistrates Court report. I think
that fell into the same void in the department. When
the report was prepared, again this issue was not
raised. I have not had an opportunity to refresh my
mind about that report. It may be that if it was
dealing purely with administrative functions within
the Magistrates Court, a different issue may be
involved. I propose to refer that matter to the
Solicitor-General and ask him whether there are
areas of the court in which performance audits can
be carried out. It may well be there are some aspects
of the court that are subject to performance audits,
but I do not believe that extends to the areas that are
covered in the report on the Oilldren's Court.
The Solicitor-General had the report referred to him
by the secretary of the department - both, I think,
the second-last report and the last report. On both
occasions he expressed concern about the ambit of
this report and the fact that it was outside the
Auditor-General's powers under section 16 of the
Audit Act for the reasons that Parliament obviously
did not intend performance audits to be carried out
in respect of the courts. That is what you would
expect.
You would not expect the Auditor-General to be
looking at the performance of our judges and
magistrates, just as we do not allow the
Ombudsman to look at the judicial functions of our
courts and we do not apply the freedom of
information legislation to those aspects of our courts.
There is nothing unusual in that. I have said that I
am prepared to make the advice that was provided
to the Auditor-General by the Solicitor-General
available to this house. I do not actually have it with
me at the moment and I will have to leave the house
and send for it, but as soon as I have it, I am quite
happy to table it.

If I could briefly go through the train of reasoning in
that advice: that is, the Solicitor-General looks at the
Children's Court and decides that in his opinion it is
a separate judicial body and that it forms a distinct
part of the judicial structure of Victoria. He then
looks at the powers of the Auditor-General and
specifies - -

Mr·Baker interjected.
Mr Baker interjected.
Mrs WADE - I will come to that - and the
question of the independence of the judiciary, which
are related questions.

Mrs WADE - The Solicitor-General then looks at
the powers of the Auditor-General under the Audit
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Act and refers to the fact that the Auditor-General is
authorised to look at departments and authorities.
He then looks at the court and decides it is not a
department. He looks at the question of whether the
court could be an authority within the meaning of
the Audit Act and refers to a number of cases on this
issue and says that there is nothing in any of these
cases to suggest that the court is an authority within
the meaning of the Audit Act.
He then points out that the fact that the Audit Act
does not cover performance audits of the court is in
accordance with the principle of non-interference of
the judicial arm, the principle which arises from the
doctrine of the separation of powers.
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Auditor-General's Office and the Children's Court. I
would imagine the Auditor-General would be
reluctant about this issue, but nevertheless he has
decided that he does not have the power to table the
report.

In some ways it might have been easier for me to
encourage the Auditor-General to table the report
because now there is speculation about what is in it.
Nevertheless, the fact is the report has not been
prepared in accordance with the Audit Act. That is
what the Solicitor-General says and that is what the
Auditor-General has accepted. In those
circumstances - Mr Batchelor interjected.

I have said I will make this opinion available. It is, as
I understand it, an opinion provided to the Secretary
to the Department of Justice, who is the person who
asked for that opinion to be given.
A number of honourable members have suggested
that the Auditor-General should either himself
obtain some other legal advice or be made forcibly
by Parliament to obtain it. There is no suggestion
that the Auditor-General has any desire to get any
other legal advice. He has apparently perused the
advice of the Solicitor-General and has decided not
to table the report. If he wished to get independent
legal advice, I understand there is nothing stopping
him going to any legal firm, briefing any barrister
and getting any legal advice he wishes. I am sure he
has done that in the past, but in this case he
obviously does not believe it necessary.
The Auditor-General has been advised by the most
senior legal counsel in the state system, the
Solicitor-General, and my understanding is that he
has no quarrel with that advice. When that advice is
made available to the opposition it may well be that
the opposition will have no - -

Opposition members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Members of the
opposition were heard almost in silence during the
debate. I would be pleased if they would give the
Attorney-General the same courtesy.
Mrs WADE - The Leader of the Opposition has
highlighted the word 'reluctantly' in the
Auditor-General's letter to you, Mr Speaker. I have
no doubt the Auditor-General is reluctant. A lot of
work has gone into this report from both the

Mrs WADE - I have lost my train of thought - I
will have to ignore the interjections. The report is
about the third and independent arm of the
government - that is, the judiciary. It is a
performance audit, not a financial audit, and there is
quite a Significant difference between the two. It
may be that a financial audit falls into a totally
different category, and that is a matter that will have
to be considered.
Although it may have been easier for me if the
report had been tabled, As Attorney-General I feel I
have a duty to the judges and magistrates of Victoria
to ensure that the issue is addressed properly. I
intend that we should consider further the types of
audits of the courts that have been carried out in the
past and whether they have been appropriate. I
intend to carry out what I believe to be my duty as
Attorney-General.
One significant thing that has not been picked up by
any speaker in the debate is that the audit of the
Auditor-General's Office is a financial audit, not a
performance audit.
Mr Batchelor - That is not the case.

Mrs WADE - I refer to the terms of the motion,
which relate to the appointment of an auditor to
conduct a financial audit of the Victorian
Auditor-General's Office. I suggest to you,
Mr Speaker, and to members of the opposition that
the Auditor-General would not countenance a
performance audit of the Auditor-General's Office. I
believe he would consider that a performance audit
of his office would not be appropriate for the very
reason that he is an independent officer of
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Parliament. While it is appropriate to have a
financial audit of his office, I do not believe it would
be appropriate to have a performance audit. That is
very similar to the reasons I consider that the
Auditor-General should not conduct performance
audits of the courts.
House divided on amendment:
Ayes,26
Andrianopoulos, Mr

Kosky, Ms (Teller)

Baker,Mr

Langdon,Mr

Batchelor, Mr
Bracks,Mr

Leighton, Mr
Lim,Mr

Brumby,Mr

Loney,Mr
Maddigan, Mrs
Micallef, Mr

Cameron,Mr
Campbell, Ms (Teller)
Cole,Mr
Cunningham, Mr

Mildenhall, Mr

Dollis,Mr
Gillett, Ms

Seitz, Mr
Sheehan,Mr

Hamilton, Mr

Thwaites, Mr

Hulls,Mr

Wilson,Mrs

Pandazopoulos, Mr

Noes,53
Andrighetto, Mr

McNamara, Mr

Ashley,Mr
Brown,Mr
Burke, Ms (Teller)

Maughan,Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr

Clark, Mr
Coleman,Mr

Perrln,Mr
Perton,Mr

Cooper,Mr

Pescott,Mr

Dean,Or

Peulich, Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowman, Mr AF.
Richardson, Mr
Rowe,Mr
Ryan,Mr
Savage,Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr E.R
Smith, Mr I.W.
Spry,Mr
Stegga11, Mr
Stockdale, Mr
Tehan,Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor,Mr
Treasure, Mr
Wade,Mrs
Wells,Mr

Dixon, Mr (Teller)
Elliott, Mrs
Finn,Mr
Gude,Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Jasper,Mr
Jenkins,Mr
John,Mr
Kilgour,Mr
Lean,Mr
Leigh,Mr
Lupton,Mr
McCall,Ms
McGill,Mrs
McGrath, Mr J.F.
McGrath, Mr W.O.
McLellan, Mr

Macle11an, Mr
~endmentnegatived.

Motion agreed to.
Ordered that message be sent to Council seeking
concurrence with resolution.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Adjournment
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I move:
!bat the house, at its rising, adjourn until a day and
hour to be fixed by Mr Speaker, which time of meeting
shall be notified in writing to each member of the house.

Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - I move as an
amendment:
!bat all the words after 'house' be omitted with the
view of inserting in place thereof the expression 'meet
on Tuesday, 25 June 1996, for the purpose of debating
the Auditor-General's report no. 43 and the
circumstances in which the Auditor-General has been
prevented from tabling his report no. 42 Protecting
Victorian Children: The Role of the Children's Court.'

Although Parliament has not had the benefit of
seeing report no. 42 relating to the Oilldren's Court
and child protection, special report no. 43 has today
been tabled. The report by the Auditor-General into
child protection and, in particular, the role of the
Department of Human Services is a shocking report,
to which the house should give serious
consideration. Members on all sides of the house
need to ensure that the sorts of problems referred to
in the report do not recur. The best way to ensure
that is to have Parliament sit next week to debate the
issue in much the same way as it debated. the drug
issue.
When Parliament recently set aside time for debate
on a single issue, the media and members of the
public commented that it was a good. exercise
because it allowed a concentration of minds on one
issue. If there is any issue that is important at the
moment it is child protection. In the past two years
36 children who were subject to state child
protection notification have died. That is a terrible
and disgraceful fact.
We learn today that the system is abusing children.
The opposition is not saying that; the
Auditor-General said it in his report to Parliament.
The Auditor-General said that preventable harm has
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been done to children as an indirect result of policies
or programs designed to provide care and
protection - in other words, system abuse of
children has occurred in Victoria.
Children are being abused in the first place either by
family members or others. Although the state
intervenes in loco parentis, instead of acting as a
proper parent it abuses the very children who have
already been abused. The numerous
recommendations that have been made must be
considered in detail by Parliament. We will not have
time today. Parliament will shut down after having
had only a short session. If ever there were an issue
we should discuss, it is this issue.
Finally, if the shocking circumstances set out in the
recommendations of the Auditor-General are any
indication, what have we to fear from report no. 42?
What does report no. 42 contain if report no. 43,
which has already been tabled, is so bad? I hope we
can come back to debate it next Tuesday. I urge the
government to support the amendment and I also
urge it to reconsider its position and table the report
the Attorney-General is censoring.
House divided on omission (members in favour
vote no):
Ayes, 52
Andrighetto, Mr
Ashley,Mr
Brown,Mr
Burke,Ms
Clark,Mr
Coleman,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Dean,Or
Dixon,Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Finn,Mr
Gude,Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
]asper,Mr
]enkins,Mr
]ohn,Mr
Kilgour,Mr
Lean, Mr (Teller)
Leigh,Mr
Lupton,Mr
McCall, Ms (Teller)
McGill,Mrs
McGrath, Mr W.D.

McNamara, Mr
Maughan,Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrin,Mr
Perton,Mr
Pescott,Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowman. Mr A.F.
Ricilardson, Mr
Rowe,Mr
Ryan,Mr
Savage,Mr
Shardey,Mrs
Smith, Mr E.R
Smith, MrI.W.
Spry,Mr
Stegga11, Mr
Stockdale, Mr
Tehan,Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor,Mr
Treasure, Mr
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McLellan, Mr
Maclellan, Mr

Wade,Mrs
Wells,Mr

Noes, 26
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker,Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks,Mr
Brumby,Mr
Cameron, Mr (Teller)
Campbell,Ms
Cole,Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Dollis,Mr
Gillett, Ms (Teller)
Hamilton, Mr
Hulls,Mr

Kosky,Ms
Langdon,Mr
Leighton, Mr
Lim,Mr
Loney,Mr
Maddigan, Mrs
Micallef, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Seitz, Mr
Sheehan,Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson,Mrs

~endmentnegatived.

Motion agreed to.

GAMING ACTS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 4 June; motion of
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General).
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I point out at the outset
that the bill amends a number of pieces of
legislation. It amends the Gaming Machine Control
Act of 1991; the Casino Control Act of 1991; the
Gaming and Betting Act of 1994; the Lotteries,
Gaming and Betting Act of 1996; the Racing Act of
1958; and the Casino <Management Agreement) Act
of 1993.

I will make some brief comments about all the pieces
of legislation the current bill amends. But in
particular, I want to comment on the amendments to
the Casino Control Act and the Casino Management
Agreement Act.
At the outset I propose to move a reasoned
amendment to the motion before the house. I move:
That all the words after 'That' be omitted with the view
of inserting in place thereof the words 'this house
refuses to read this bill a second time until all
ramifications of the parts of the bill relating to the
amendment of the Casino Control Act 1991 and the
Casino <Management Agreement) Act 1993 have been
adequately considered by the community.'.
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The bill amends a number of acts. The purpose of
the amendments to the Gaming Machine Control
Act is to impose a licence fee on Tattersalls for the
operation of its poker machines. As members of the
house would know, when the TAB was privatised
the government imposed an up-front fee valued at
something like $420 million on the gaming arm of
Tabcorp to enable Tabcorp to operate gaming
machines.
The fee being imposed on Tattersalls by way of this
legislation will depend on the profitability of the
business, but it is anticipated that it will be a similar
fee to that imposed on Tabcorp. I understand that it
is a minimum of some $35 million each year until the
year 2012. The licence fee is to be equivalent to
30 per cent of the net profit from the Tattersalls
gaming division.
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As to the amendment to the Lotteries, Gaming and
Betting Act, fairly recently a report was published
for the Casino and Gaming Authority, entitled The

Effect of Electronic Gaming Machines upon Charity and
Non Profit Organisations in Victoria. The report makes
it clear that in many cases there has been an adverse
impact on charitable organisations as a result of the
introduction and the expansion of gaming, in
particular the casino, in this state.
Paragraph 72 of the 1995 report, which, as I
understand it, was made available only fairly
recently, states:
In several cases contacted by the study, the charitable

and non-profit organisations have suffered significant
losses in revenue.

Paragraph 7.3 goes on to say:
I have had consultation with Tattersalls about this
matter and it has advised me that negotiations have
been taking place for quite some time, and that it is
also of the view that the fee being imposed is
commensurate with that which was imposed on
Tabcorp.
The amendments to the Gaming and Betting Act are
really quite minor amendments, but they have
far-reaching ramifications in that they enable
statistical information with respect to gambling in
this state to be provided to the Casino and Gaming
Authority and to the Minister for Gaming for
publication. Much of the information that will
ultimately be provided for publication will be at the
discretion of the minister, but I think many of us
here have had our own dealings with section 151,
the secrecy provision, of the Casino Control Act.
That is a very strict provision, which in some cases
has precluded material being presented to courts, for
instance, in relation to particular charges that have
been laid against various people. As I understand it,
certain amendments proposed by this bill will
enable such material to be presented, but this
particular amendment will enable some statistical
information also to be made available to the public
at the discretion of the minister - and as shadow
gaming minister, I believe that is a good thing.
The amendment to the Racing Act is again a very
minor amendment. It repeals section 116G of the
Racing Act, which set up a board for the old TAB. Of
course now that the TAB has been privatised, that
section is no longer relevant.

In some specific cases eg the Olympic Games Council
and the Royal Victorian Institute for the Blind <RVIB),
the loss of monies by the charity and non-profit sector
has been substantial. In the case of the RVIB over
$300 000 has been lost from income. This has occurred
in a budget pre EGMs of $557 253, such that their
income for the last financial year has been reduced to
$153431.

So there has been a huge impact on charities as a
result of the expansion of gaming in this state. This
bill seeks in some way to redress that, and that is to
be welcomed. In relation to that piece of legislation
this bill removes government surcharges on minor
forms of gaming, including raffles, lucky envelopes
and bingo. It is estimated that that will save charities
approximately $6 million a year.
There was one intriguing aspect to this report,
nonetheless, in one of the recommendations. I do not
know how seriously the Minister for Gaming
intends to take these recommendations, but it was
recommended that no more than five gaming
machines be allocated to charities or non-profit
organisations per hotel, as nominated fundraising
machines. In other words, to address the problem
associated with charities, the recommendation is that
hotels that have gaming machines can nominate up
to five gaming machines from which a certain
percentage of the revenue or profit will be allocated
directly to charities.

On one view that does seem to address the problem
that charities have been facing, but the report does
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not stipulate whether or not those five gaming
machines are five gaming machines that are
currentl y in hotels, or whether the recommendation
would allow an extra five gaming machines to go
into hotels. Of course if it is the latter, as shadow
gaming minister I would vehemently oppose that,
because obviously it would be used as a back-door
method of getting more gaming machines into hotels.
As honourable members know, there is a limit of 105
gaming machines. The recommendation does not
make it clear that if the recommendation is adhered
to the 105 machines could increase to 110. It is
important that the Minister for Gaming seriously
examines the recommendation and I put him on
notice, that if the recommendation were adhered to
allowing an increase in the number of gaming
machines in hotels - that is an extra five gaming
machines - the opposition would oppose it.
The amendment to the casino management
agreement in part relates to my reasoned
amendment. As shadow minister for gaming, the
proposed 1800-seat lyric theatre is somewhat out of
my area. I am not opposed to the theatre per se, but I
am concerned about yet another major change to the
casino design. No social or economic impact
assessment has been undertaken as to what effect
the further changes will have on Melbourne's
businesses or what effect they will have on the social
life of the city and, further, no social or economic
impact assessment has been done in relation to the
continued expansion of the casino development. The
changes have been numerous and large.
On 13 October 1995 the Herald Sun published an
article that set out the changes that have been made
to the casino. It states:
November, 1993: Hudson Conway says it will become
the sole manager of the casino, after buying out
experienced casino operator Federal Hotels.
February, 1994: major expansion plan revealed, lifting
hotel rooms from 360 to 1000, lifting the cost by
$100 million to $850 million.
Crown prospectus had just dosed without any details
of the new financial numbers.
March, 1994: Crown Casino lists on the stock exchange,
with shareholders rewarded with a 34 per cent profit
on its first day.
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June, 1994: temporary casino opens in World Trade
Centre.
August, 1994: approval to expand temporary casino
from 130 tables and 1200 gaming machines to 180
tables and 1300 machines.
October, 1994: Grocon awarded a $425 million contract
to build the permanent casino.

That was despite the fact that Multiplex was the
preferred builder in the original tender put in by
Crown Casino. The article continues:
November, 1994: Crown announces $200 million
revised plan to the previous design. A lOOO-room hotel

in a 38-storey tower dominates design, with expanded
gaming room, ballroom, and extra parking. Design is
50 per cent bigger than the original. Glass-encased
ferris wheel dropped.
July, 1995: another design change reveals a twin-tower
hotel development and a 20 per cent increase in floor
space. Extra gaming tables and poker machines sought,
and an expansion of car park space.
October, 1995: government approved additiona1150
tables ...

The reasoned amendment I have moved addressed
the fact that there was no economic or social impact
assessment undertaken on the continual design
changes and increases, particularly relating to a
theatre as large as the proposed lyric theatre. I
understand a large theatre was proposed at the
casino in one of the podia of the hotel. The casino
operators decided that because of the continual
design changes they wanted to move the theatre to
the back in the triangular area covered by Whiteman
Street. It will be a large, stand-alone theatre.
I am concerned about the effect that theatre will
have on other theatres in and around Melbourne. I
understand the honourable member for Essendon
will be addressing that issue further in her
contribution. The opposition wants an appropriate
social and economic impact assessment to be
undertaken on the further changes and expansion of
the casino.
A major concern is the insertion of proposed section
28A because that section makes it clear - as
opposed to section 25 of the act - that if the
operator of the casino is shown to be an unfit
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operator for whatever reason the Casino and
Gaming Authority can investigate the operator and
take action against the operator. Such action may
include suspending the licence, imposing a fine or
the like. The operator as an entity can be dealt with.
That was made clear in the registration of interests
brief that was sent out to all the consortia who were
interested in tendering for the casino that registrants
were required to demonstrate that those parties
proposed to be associated with the development,
ownership, management and operation of the casino
were of excellent repute and have adequate
resources and experience to operate a world-class
casino. In the confidential explanatory notes
attached to the brief it states:
To further such public confidence and trust, it is the
authority's role to apply strict regulations to all persons
and corporations which are associated with or
connected to the development, ownership,
administration or management of the operations or
business of the Melbourne casino project with a view to
excluding from participation therein persons or
corporations with known criminal records, habits or
associations and persons known to be deficit in
business probity, ability or experience.

The brief illustrates an essential element of the
Melbourne casino project that public confidence be
established and that trust in the credibility and
integrity of the regulatory process was also
paramount. On that basis it was made clear in the
Victorian Casino Control Act that if it were shown
that the casino operator as an entity - that is,
Crown as an enterprise - was found to be unfit or
improper for whatever reason and did not meet
those high standards set out in the registration of
interest brief the Casino and Gaming Authority
could take appropriate action against the entity.
Proposed section 28A changes that.
It is of grave concern to me that the requirement that
the entity - the entity being the casino - be run by
a fit and proper person is being changed. Proposed
section 28A(3) states:
If the Authority, having regard to the matters referred
to in sub-section (4), determines that an associate is
unsuitable to be concerned in or associated with the
business of the casino operator, the Authority may, by
notice in writing, require the associate to terminate the
association with the casino operator.
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The authority must consider whether the associate is
of good repute having regard to character, honesty
and integrity. Proposed subsection (5) states:
If the association is not terminated within 14 days from

the date of the notice referred to in sub-section (3), the
Authority may, by notice in writing, direct the casino
operator to take all reasonable steps to terminate the
association ...

To simply ask the casino operator to take all
reasonable steps to temrinate the association is not
strong enough. The provision should be much
stronger and the casino operator should be ordered
to take specified steps to end the association. That
would preclude the operator from challenging the
decision of the Victorian Casino and Gaming
Authority's decision on the basis that it was not
reasonable.
I have grave concerns about the provisions of
proposed section 28A because they enable the
Casino and Gaming Authority to corral off an
inappropriate associate while allowing the casino
operator to retain the licence. I do not hold with the
guilt-by-association argument - that is, if the
honourable Attorney-General and I were in business
together and for one reason or another the
Attorney-General committed some misdemeanour, I
do not think the business should suffer as a result.
However, we are talking about a casino, and strict
probity requirements were set in place initially to
ensure that the casino operator was squeaky clean.

I am gravely concerned about whether appropriate
probity checks were initially carried out in relation
to associates of the casino operator. I am also
concerned about whether Crown would have been
the successful applicant if certain information about
one of its associates had been known at the time the
licence was awarded. A recent article in the Age of
17 May by Kate McOymont made it quite dear that
police probity inquiries in relation to an associate of
the casino operator were brushed off. The following
day in the same paper Mr Justice Xavier Connor
made it dear that casino operators were supposed to
be squeaky clean. He is reported as saying that
probity checks on the operators of Crown Casino
were done so quickly that they failed to prove that
the operators were squeaky clean. That should be of
grave concern to all Victorians.

The article of 17 May was referring particularly to
the BLF royal commission and evidence given by
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one of the casino associates, Uoyd Williams. I have
been able to obtain a copy of part of the transcript of
Uoyd Williams's evidence. The terms of reference of
the BLF royal commission were to establish whether
any bribes were accepted by Norm Gallagher of the
BLF. They specifically precluded any findings being
made against a giver of a bribe and made it clear
that the royal commission was set up to establish
whether someone had received a bribe.
When one looks at the evidence Uoyd Williams gave
at the royal commission - at the time he was the
director of a company called Dominion Properties one sees that it was quite specific. When asked about
some payments made by Dominion Properties to
Norm Gallagher and whether work done at Norm
Gallagher's beach house was done simply by an
underling of Dominion Properties or with his
personal authority, he gave quite specific evidence.
Mr Williams was asked about George Herscu and a
fellow by the name of Alter trying to blame
somebody else for the bribes given to Norm
Gallagher. When he was asked whether he was
going to take the Herscu line and blame somebody
else, Mr Williams said at page 1025 of the transcript:
I am the person who authorised it It happens that
Mr Gregson - who was working for Dominion at the
time - was the person who implemented it I am not
sort of absolving myself as are you telling me
Mr Herscu and Mr Alter seem to have done. I am the
person who did it I am not taking the Herscu or the
Alter view, if that is the view they have taken. I
directed Tom Gregson to do these bits and pieces for
Norm Gallagher and I genuinely believed they were
bits and pieces.

It seems an extraordinary admission by the then
director of Dominion Properties that he was
personally involved in directing bribes to be given to
Norm Gallagher so extensions could be done on
Norm Gallagher's beach house. It is even more
damning when one looks at a conversation that took
place towards the end of the BLF royal commission
between counsel assisting the royal commissioner,
Mr O'Callagahan, and the royal commissioner,
Mr Winneke. This conversation took place when
they were summing up the Uoyd
Williams-Dominion Properties evidence. The
commissioner said that Uoyd Williams claimed he
did these things for Norm Gallagher:
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... to maintain good relationships with the union ...
specifically for the benefit of good public relations.

The commissioner said that one gets the impression
from all that that Mr Williams was not doing it
simply as an act of charity but that there might have
been something else behind it - that is, to maintain
good public relations. The commissioner said that
indicated that Mr Williams was seeking to secure
some sort of advantage for himself or the companies
he was representing.
It is interesting that the Premier has come into the
chamber now that I am talking about Mr Williams.
Mr Kennett - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I
understand the honourable member is continuing
with his usual irrelevancies. I ask the honourable
member to again identify the document to which he
is referring and the date on which this hearing took
place.
Mr HULLS - The document is a transcript of the
evidence given before the BLF royal commission. My
understanding is that it was held in 1979. As a result
of evidence given at that royal commission certain
people were charged with criminal offences, as
indeed the Premier would be well aware. Certain
companies were also charged with particular
offences. One of those charged was Dominion - -

Mr Kennett - Was Uoyd Williams charged?
Mr HULLS - You are pretty sensitive about this.
Mr Kennett - Was he charged?
Mr HULLS - If the Premier had been in the
chamber at the commencement of my speech he
would know that the terms of reference specifically
precluded - Mr Kennett interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! This is
probably an appropriate time to break.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 204 p.m.
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ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The SPEAKER - Order! Before calling questions
without notice I advise the house that the Minister
for Conservation and Land Management will be
absent from question time. I understand the Minister
for Agriculture and Resources will answer questions
on her behalf.
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Solicitor-General and since I have had the
opportunity of reading his advice I feel there are
questions about previous audits and indeed future
audits of the courts that need to be considered very
carefully by both the government and the
Parliament because they go to the separation of
powers and the independence of the judiciary.

Honourable members interjecting.

DISTINGUISHED VISITOR
The SPEAKER - Order! I acknowledge the
presence of a former Premier of New South Wales,
Mr Tom Lewis, who is in the public gallery. He is
most welcome.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Auditor-General: child protection services
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Attorney-General to the government's
attempt to cover up the crisis in Victoria's child
protection system and to the numerous occasions on
which the Auditor-General has inquired into aspects
of Victoria's court system, including 1986, 1990 and
1995. Is it not a fact that it was only after receiving
and reading a draft copy of the Auditor-General's
special report no. 42 and realising that it was critical
of the government that the Attorney-General sought
advice from the Solicitor-General in what is clearly a
desperate and grubby attempt to cover up the
government's record on child protection?

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - The Leader of
the Opposition refers to the Auditor-General's
inquiries into the court system in 1986,1990 and
1995. I point out that I was not the Attorney-General
in either 1986 or 1990 and I am not aware of the
contents of the reports that followed those inquiries.
The 1995 report relates to the Magistrates Court. I
have not had time to refresh my memory on it, but I
believe it relates to such things as business plans and
other administrative matters. It may be that the
Auditor-General can look at some aspects of the
courts such as court buildings and the activities of
departmental officers in relation to the courts. My
recollection is that the 1995 report falls into that
category.
Nevertheless, since the current report on the
Children's Court has been referred to the

The SPEAKER - Order! Let's not have legal
arguments or scraps across the chamber.

Mrs WADE - I should have thought the
opposition would be equally concerned to ensure
that the judiciary can make decisions without fear of
repercussions from other arms of government.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I appeal to honourable
members on both sides to cease interjecting. It makes
it impossible for a question to be asked and
answered in the way the Parliament expects.

Mrs WADE - As I said this morning, I am
prepared to table the advice the Auditor-General
was given by the Solicitor-General. On the basis of
that advice I feel it is my duty as Attorney-General
to continue to protect our court system from any
unjustified interference.

Premier's Drug Advisory Council:
governEnentresponse
Mr ROWE (Cranboume) - Will the Premier
advise the house of early progress being made in the
implementation of the recommendations of the Drug
Advisory Council?
Mr KENNFIT (Premier) - I thank the
honourable member for his question and his interest
in this important matter. As honourable members
would be aware, after the Penington report was
released and debated the government made a
decision to accept most of its recommendations. I am
pleased that progress has been made already. The
government has established a cabinet committee on
drugs comprising me, the Attorney-General and the
ministers for health, education, police and
emergency services, and youth and community
services. The committee met yesterday.
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Mr Cole - What about some members of your
backbench going on it?
Mr KENNETI - They are not cabinet members.
It is a cabinet committee.
Mr Cole - They are the ones who rolled you!
The SPEAKER - Order! I have warned the
honourable member for Melbourne twice. I do not
want to warn a senior member of this Parliament
again.
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state-of-the-art facilities are kept drug free and,
where necessary - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNETI - It is interesting that on the last
day of sitting in this session while the government is
responding to the very real initiatives the
community is calling out for the opposition is again
rejecting anything that may make a positive
contribution to this very important area.
If we can deal with some of those in our correctional

Mr KENNETI - You have another definition of
senior, Mr Speaker! The cabinet committee - not
backbench committee - is establishing the terms of
reference for the all-party drug and crime
prevention committee. I hope that process will be
completed by next Monday to receive both cabinet
and Governor in Council approval.

facilities who are drug dependent, we might go a
long way to reducing not only the drug dependence
of those individuals but also the spreading and
peddling of drugs in our society. I should have
thought that, rather than knocking the concept, the
Labor Party would have supported it.
Mr Bracks interjected.

Some of the priorities for various ministers and
departments are now being established. Obviously a
high priority is the commissioning of research
projects to investigate any link between marijuana
use and the onset of schizophrenia and other mental
illnesses, and the effect of marijuana on driving. The
committee will speed up the preparation of the
advertisements calling for expressions of interest in
both those projects.
The Minister for Education will proceed as quickly
as possible to develop and trial education material
for use in schools, including the existing 'Get Real'
kits. We hope the first trial will take place at some
schools during the last term.
The Minister for Health will work with the Minister
for Education and the Attorney-General to develop a
booklet to inform adults, particularly parents, about
drugs as part of the education process. One thing
that has become very clear from the debate is that a
lot of adults have no understanding of drugs and
tend to close their minds to this very important part
of our lifestyle. I hope also that this booklet will be
issued by the end of the year.
The Minister for Health will also establish as a
priority the youth substance abuse service and
continue to develop the drug rehabilitation and
treatment services. I have asked the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services as a matter of
urgency to call in the operators of our new private
prisons to see how we can ensure that the new,

Mr KENNE1T - At least we have a backbench.
You don't have a backbench. You don't even have a
frontbench!
This matter will remain a priority of the
government. When Parliament meets the
government will consistently refer to this issue and
will continue to increase the expenditure of public
funds. With the change to the Community Support
Fund legislation to be made later toady we hope to
have the flow of moneys available to do that.

Ms Campbell - The slush fund.
Mr KENNE1T - Now they are calling it a slush
fund. It is a fund of money available to the
community which the government wants to spend
on drug rehabilitation and treatment. The poor old
people on the other side just knock, bitch and moan.
After a whole session of Parliament the Labor Party
has learnt nothing from the last election and it
continues to prove how irrelevant it is.
The government, together with the all-party
parliamentary drug and crime prevention
committee, will continue to do what it can as
constructively as possible to try to attack this very
real challenge confronting our society and,
importantly, wasting the lives of so many of our
youth.
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Child protection services: Fogarty report
Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - I refer the
Minister for Youth and Community Services to the
fact that in 1993 Mr Justice Fogarty warned the
government that budget cuts would emasculate
child protection services and to the fact that the
Premier rejected Mr Justice Fogarty's call to halt
those cuts. Will the minister now admit that the
Premier was wrong and that the cuts went too far?

Dr NAYrHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - The answer to the
honourable member's question is no.

Point Lillias: chemical storage
Mr SPRY (Bellarine) - Will the Minister for
Planning and Local Government inform the house of
the current position with the environment effects
statement for the proposed chemical storage facility
at Point Ullias?
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - On Thursday, 21 August
1991, Coode Island was devastated by a toxic fire.
State governments, both Labor and coalition, have
been struggling with the issue since that time, so the
matter has been receiving attention over five years. I
have completed my assessment of the environment
effects statement, the public submissions that were
made and the independent panel's report on the
Point Lillias project. My assessment report and the
panel report will be released today. I will make a
copy available in the parliamentary library.

The panel has provided a most comprehensive
report on the proposal. It has neither endorsed nor
rejected the Point Ullias project but has
recommended a number of actions, including
further investigations. Importantly, the panel has not
identified substantial impacts arising from the
proposed development which would render Point
Lillias unsuitable for the relocation of the Coode
Island chemical storage facility.
My assessment embraces the general intent of the
panel's recommendation for further investigations,
including risk assessment of the detailed facility
design and re-examination of the proposed dredging
regime. I have also accepted the panel's proposals
for independent peer review of the further
investigations. Members of the independent panel,
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as well informed individuals, will be asked to
provide advice to me on the review matters.
My assessment is that the proposal should proceed
subject to several conditions, including further
assessment of both safety and environmental risks
associated with the facility to guide refinement of
the detailed design; achievement of a dredging
regime and protocol which will satisfy the
Environment Protection Authority and
environmental performance requirements and the
requirements of the proper safety of the waters in
Port Phillip Bay; and agreement by the federal
Minister for the Environment to the required
excision of a 20 hectare area from the Ramsar
designation out of a total of 5460 hectares on the
western shoreline of Port Phillip Bay.
Further, I will require construction of a new
saltwater intake east of Point Wilson to supply the
aquaculture and salt production operations of
Cheetham Salt Ltd at Lara and the implementation
of a local environment management plan to enhance
local habitat conditions for avifauna, including the
orange-bellied parrot, which honourable members
will understand has been described both
scientifically and, recently, in other terms.
I have today approved a planning scheme
amendment to the Greater Geelong planning scheme
which allows planning for the facility to proceed. I
have endorsed the Point Lillias project because there
is a need to shift Victoria's bulk liquid chemical
storage from the inner urban site at Coode Island,
which has many homes located within a I-kilometre
radius of it and is less than 4 kilometres from the
central Melbourne area.
There is a need for secure access for the state's
chemical and dependent industries to a suitable bulk
chemical storage facility and it is of critical
importance, given that 50 per cent of Australia's
chemical industry is located in Victoria, that that
facility be located in a remote and largely
unpopulated area. Point Lillias is the best site
available. It is fairly close to the user industries but
remote from heavily populated urban communities.
The environmental impacts of the project can be
managed effectively and the independent panel has
identified no substantial impact which would
preclude the development. I will make available in
the parliamentary library a copy of the panel report
and a copy of my assessment of the panel report for
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those members who might wish to have access to
them.

Auditor-General: child protection services
Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - I refer the
Minister for Youth and Community Services to
assurances given to the house in September last year
by the previous Minister for Community Services
that the government's policies and programs for
child protection were working well. In light of the
findings of the Auditor-General tabled today that
cost-cutting measures and lack of placement beds for
children meant that the department was forced to
place children in caravan parks and motels, and that
system abuse of children has occurred in Victoria as
a result of policies and programs implemented by
the KeImett government, how can the Victorian
public believe the current minister when he now
claims the government is fixing the serious problems
in child protection?

Dr NAYTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - I welcome this report of the
Auditor-General. The Department of Human
Services has cooperated fully with the
Auditor-General in his report, which has taken
nearly two years to complete. The report tabled
today comprises nearly 400 pages and contains a
large number of recommendations which will help
both the department and me as minister make
further improvements to the child protection system
in this state.
The report covers the most difficult period ever for
child protection services in Victoria - a period in
which the introduction of mandatory reporting took
place. It is ironic that the opposition has asked a
question about child protection services in this state.
I well recall between. 1988 and 1992 sitting on the
other side of the chamber as an opposition member
during debates on child protection services and
together with the then Leader of the Opposition,
who is now the Premier, speaking in favour of
mandatory reporting. Amendments we put forward
in favour of mandatory reporting were rejected by
the then Labor government, which would not have a
bar of mandatory reporting - it would not touch it!
If honourable members care to look at the Hansard
reports of debates in those years they will see that
the speeches made by me and the current Premier
are strongly in favour of mandatory reporting.
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When the current government introduced
mandatory reporting in November 1993 and
conducted a campaign to increase community
awareness of child abuse there was a massive
increase in the number of reports. I welcome that
increase. It is an unfortunate fact of life that there are
some people in our society who do not look after
their children. properly, but it is important that those
people are brought to the attention of child
protection services so that we can act to protect their
children.
Since the introduction of mandatory reporting by the
government there has been an increase of more than
50 per cent in notifications, to which the government
has responded. Despite the comments of the
honourable member for Albert Park, the government
has invested an extra $19 million in child protection
services to respond to the needs of mandatory
reporting, bringing to more than $120 million the
amount Victoria spends each year on child
protection and associated services. In addition, the
government recognises that that is the end product
of the process and that we need to provide support
to families and children to try to prevent child abuse
and neglect.
The government has taken an initiative to spend
$23 million on the prevention of child abuse and
neglect in the state and to assist families, and I am
advised that is $9 million more than is being
provided by any other state or territory to prevent
this problem. The government will continue to work
to improve child protection services.
One thing the Auditor-General highlighted in his
report was that the workers in the child protection
area have a very difficult day-tcrday task in dealing
with important human issues, often having to
intervene in families under difficult circumstances.
The Auditor-General said, and I agree with him
totally, that you CaImot question the dedication or
commitment of the front-line workers. They are
doing an excellent job!
The government and the department have a
responsibility to support those workers and to
continue to improve the system so it works well in
the interests of the children of the state. This report
of the Auditor-General will provide further
assistance to the government so it can continue to
improve the system following the introduction of
mandatory reporting. The government is committed
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to improving the safety and security of children in
this state.

Oyster farming
Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) - I refer the
Minister for Agriculture and Resources to the
development opportunities for aquaculture in
Victoria. Will the minister advise the house what
action the government has taken in response to the
recent application to farm Pacific oysters in Victorian
coastal waters?
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Agriculture and
Resources) - I thank the honourable member for
Gippsland South for his very good question. So far
my department has received two applications to
farm Pacific oysters and I understand further
applications are being prepared. Sites that have been
discussed at the moment include the area near Port
Albert and the Geelong arm. As you would know,
Mr Speaker, although Pacific oysters originated in
Japan and are not a native Australian shellfish, they
are farmed widely around the world. In fact, they
are currently farmed in Australia in New South
Wales, Tasmania and South Australia and in some
80 other countries.

The oyster industry to be established in Victoria has
the potential to provide some significant economic
benefits. It has been estimated that within five years
the industry could be worth $5 million - more good
news.
A further estimate is that within a decade the value
of the industry could grow to $10 million. By that
stage the industry would move from being an
import replacement industry to an export-oriented
industry exporting approximately one-third of its
production overseas.
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Mr Speaker, as you would also be aware, my
colleague the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management has a statutory responsibility under
the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act to prepare an
action statement and appropriately manage the
introduction of a new species such as Pacific oysters.
To make sure that all issues are appropriately
addressed, the minister and I will request Mr Philip
Davis, MLC, Parliamentary Secretary, Natural
Resources, to carry out an investigation into the
farming of Pacific oysters in Victorian coastal waters.
The terms of reference of the inquiry will be to
identify opportunities for the development of Pacific
oyster farming in Victoria in our coastal waters and
to look at what the expectations might be.
The SPEAKER - Order! The minister has now
been speaking for more than 4 minutes. I ask him to

round off his answer.
Mr McNAMARA - In conclusion, the study will
look at the economic benefits on both a local and a
regional basis in those areas and determine the
impact of the industry. We will also, through
Mr Davis, study the ecological and conservation
issues and any associated risks. At the same time we
will study previous attempts to establish Pacific
oysters in this state, which have been tried, and have
failed, and will also look at the experiences of our
colleagues in New South Wales, South Australia and
Tasmania.

Finally, we will seek written submissions from the
community and consultation with a range of people,
including the Department of Natural Resources and
Environment, local and statewide interest groups,
the community, industry and also conservation
groups. The investigation will be completed, and the
report submitted by 1 October 1996.

Auditor-General: Children's Court
Some conservation groups have expressed concerns
to my colleague the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management, who has passed them on to me.
We place the development of a new industry in this
state very high on our agenda, but we want to avoid
risks to the environment before we make any
decision. Before my colleague the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management and I make a
decision on this we will be assured and satisfied.
that, if there are any risks, they can be adequately
assessed and minimised.

Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - My question
without notice is to the Attorney-General. I refer to
the admission the Attorney-General made this
morning that the statements she made in the Herald
Sun yesterday were untrue and that in fact the
Department of Justice was aware that the
Auditor-General was compiling a report on the
Children's Court in 1994, but failed to inform her of
this.
In light of this extraordinary admission, can the
Attorney-General explain why her department kept
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her in the dark about this serious matter? Will she
now reimburse the Auditor-General for his costs
thrown away? And what action will she take to
ensure that it does not happen again?
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I think I will
have to refresh the mind of the honourable member
for Albert Park, through you, Mr Speaker, as to what
I said this morning. What I said this morning was
that I was advised by officers of the Department of
Justice on Tuesday of this week that they were not
aware of this report of the Auditor-General until
they were provided with the first draft of the report,
which I believe was at the end of last year.
This advice, I understand, was based on a search of

the correspondence records in the Department of
Justice, and conversations that had taken place after
the department received the first report from the
auditor, those discussions having taken place
between the auditor, Mr Trevor Wood, and
Mr Denis Hall of the department. So on Tuesday
when I made that statement, which was reported in
the Herald Sun, that was my understanding.
I now understand that a further discussion took
place between Mr Trevor Wood and Mr Denis Hall
yesterday after the Herald Sun publication, and at
that time Mr Wood advised Mr Hall that a letter had
been sent to the department when the audit first
commenced.
There are no copies of that letter, as I understand
it--

Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs WADE - That have been discovered in the
department, Mr Speaker, but a copy of that letter
was faxed to the department by Mr Wood yesterday.
So it would appear that the Auditor-General did
advise the department when the audit was
commenced. However, that advice appears to have
gone astray.

So it is not a question of the department keeping me
in the dark. As I explained to the honourable
member this morning, it was a situation where the
department either did not get this letter, or it was
misplaced, and the department officers were not
aware of the fact that the audit was taking place
until they received the first draft of the audit report.
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This morning I undertook to provide a copy of the
Solicitor-General's advice to the Auditor-General. I
had anticipated that the opposition would ask me to
do that at question time. It appears not to have done
so. Nevertheless, I would be happy to table a copy of
the Solicitor-General's advice.

The SPEAKER - Order! The Attorney-General is
making it available to the house. The time for raising
questions without notice has expired.
Mr Thwaites - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
as I understand it, this morning the
Attorney-General agreed to table not only the
Solicitor-General's advice but also the advice she
received from the department. In fact, there were
two sets of advice that the Solicitor-General has
apparently given. I ask that the Attorney-General
indicate that the - An honourable member interjected.
Mr Thwaites - We don't have to, do we? She
said she would do it this morning; she offered to do
it this morning.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Thwaites - The Attorney-General undertook
to the house that she would do this. Mr Speaker, I
ask you to enforce her undertaking.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I cannot recall during
the debate what the Attorney-General promised and
what advice the Attorney-General said she would
furnish to the house. The Attorney-General might
make that clear to the house, but at any rate the
Hansard will make that clear, and I ask the
Attorney-General when she will make that available.
Mrs Wade - Mr Speaker, the relevant advice as
to why this report should not be tabled, which was
provided to the Auditor-General, is the advice that
was received from the Solicitor-General. That is the
only advice that is relevant to this particular issue.
Whatever the opposition might have understood
this morning, it was my intention to table the advice
that is the relevant piece of advice. There is no other
advice that is relevant to this issue which would
assist either the opposition or the media or the
public in understanding this issue.
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I have sent for the Solicitor-General's advice. I have
a copy of it here and I am happy to make it available
to anyone who wants it.
Mr Bracks - On the point of order, I was the
speaker who asked the Attorney-General to table the
advice from her department about the matter. I
vividly recall asking her three times and I also said
that we should ensure this was recorded in Hansard.
If the Attorney-General is saying I or members of the
opposition did not hear her properly, or if she is
imputing that our understanding of her comments is
wrong, I take umbrage at that. Honourable members
will see in Daily Hansard tomorrow that the
Attorney-General has misled the house.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Chair will consult

Hansard on the matter and will advise the
Attorney-General what Hansard reports. I am sure
the Attorney-General will honour whatever
commitments she made.
Mrs Wade - On a further point of order, I make
it absolutely clear the only relevant advice of any
importance on this particular issue was the advice
from the Solicitor-General. I was happy to provide
that advice to the opposition and indeed to anyone
else. If the honourable member for Williamstown
thinks he asked for anything else, that was not my
understanding. My understanding was he asked for
the relevant advice that was provided to the
Auditor-General.
Mr Bracks interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Williamstown will cease interjecting.
Mrs Wade - That was the advice I undertook to
provide and have in fact provided.
Mr Thwaites - On a further point of order,
would you, Mr Speaker, clarify whether in the initial
letter given to you by the Auditor-General one piece
of advice or two pieces of advice were referred to
because there was an earlier advice from the
Solicitor-General following which the
Auditor-General amended his report. A further
advice was faxed to the Auditor-General's office at
8.00 pm. on Tuesday night and that is the further
advice we seek.

Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER - Order! Honourable members
from both sides of the house are being disorderly. It
makes it impossible for the Chair to hear the point of
order. Whether they agree with it or not is
immaterial. I ask the house to extend courtesy to the
honourable member so he can raise his point of
order.
Mr Thwaites - I am asking you, Mr Speaker, to
clarify whether in the correspondence you received
from the Auditor-General he indicated there were
two sets of advice: the initial advice following which
the Auditor-General's report was amended; and the
subsequent advice which the Attorney-General had
sent to the Auditor-General's office on Tuesday
night, which stopped the tabling of the report
yesterday.
Mr Brumby - On the point of order, the letter to
which the honourable member for Albert Park is
referring was the letter signed by the
Auditor-General this morning addressed to you,
Mr Speaker, which you tabled in the house. The
letter clearly refers to two separate pieces of legal
advice. He states:
During May 19%, at the time when a final response
from the Department of Justice, for incorporation in
that report was due to be received by my office, the
department provided me with a legal opinion from the
Victorian Government Solicitor ...

The second advice followed a reworking of the
report. The Auditor-General says:
However, yesterday I received from the department a
copy of further legal advice it had obtained fran the
Solicitor-General ...

It states he had no power to report. Oearly there are
two separate pieces of advice. The matter was raised
extensively in debate this morning. You,
Mr Speaker, and I discussed the release of the latest
legal advice, which was attached to the letter from
the Auditor-General, but it is the clear recollection of
every honourable member here during the debate
this morning that the Attorney-General indicated
she would release all relevant advice - and there
was a clear understanding that included
departmental advice, the two pieces of advice from
the Solicitor-General and the advice from he!'
department about these reports.
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This matter goes to the role, responsibility and
authority of Parliament. Parliament is entitled to see
the advice which was provided by the executive to
an officer of the Parliament, being the
Auditor-General.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Albert Park raised a point of order on
the question of advice. Firstly, with the copy of the
advice provided to the Attorney-General, which the
Auditor-General appended to the letter and which I
read to Parliament, the issue is whether that is the
same or whether there are two pieces of advice made
available by the Attorney-General. I have quickly
looked at both documents and I can attest they are
the same document. It is now available to the house
and will be distributed.

GAMING ACTS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - Before the suspension of
the sitting I was talking about probity requirements
relating to the casino tender, which made it clear
that people associated with the casino had to be
squeaky clean, of good repute and the like. That
should be the case when dealing with an enterprise
as large as the casino, which some might call a cash
cow. It is important that Victorians be assured that
those associated with the enterprise be of high
calibre.
It was disturbing to read recently that police
inquiries into probity checks of people associated
with the casino were not conducted properly. On
17 May an article in the Age insinuated that the
police were called off their inquiries into Dominion
Properties - that being the company mentioned
and the director of which gave evidence before the
BLP royal commission. On the following day in the
Age Xavier Connor, the former royal commissioner,
expressed grave concerns about whether the probity
inquiries had been conducted appropriately into
Dominion Properties.

I am concerned about whether those inquiries were
conducted properly, and after reading the evidence
of Mr Uoyd Williams at the royal commission and
the observations of the commissioner one can only
come to the conclusion that if the probity inquiries
were conducted properly there is no way on earth
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Uoyd Williams would have passed a properly
conducted probity check.
He admitted quite clearly on oath before the BLF
royal commission that he was personally involved in
giving bribes to Norm Gallagher. Sometime later his
company, Dominion Properties, was convicted of
giving bribes. If the probity inquiries had been
conducted properly, judging from Uoyd Williams's
evidence, there is no way he would have been found
to be a fit and proper person to be involved with the
casino.
What is even more disturbing is that clause 27 seeks
to insert in the Casino Control Act proposed section
28A. It is disturbing because it can be classed as the
Walker amendment. I call it that because it is
designed to ensure that Ron Walker remains
involved in the operation of the casino, even if an
associate of Ron Walker is found to be an unfit and
improper person.
Honourable members are well aware that major
fraud investigations are currently taking place into
Gleem, a subsidiary of Hudson Conway, to discover
whether the state government was the subject of a
fraud to the tune of some $6 million. I ask whether
Crown would have been granted the licence if the
relevant probity checks had found that an associate
of the casino operator was the subject of a very
serious fraud investigation. You have only to look at
the registration of interest brief to come to the clear
conclusion that there is no way Crown would have
won the licence when it did if it had been known
that one of its associates was the subject of very
serious fraud investigations.
Proposed section 28A seeks to protect Ron Walker.
As the legislation currently stands, if an associate of
the operator is found to be an unfit and improper

person the entire operation would be reviewed that is, there would be a review of the entity known
as Crown Casino. Under the proposed section if an
associate of the casino operator is found to be an
unfit and improper person to be associated with the
casino, that person can be excised from the casino
operation and the other people associated with the
operation of the casino - that is Ron Walker, Kerry
Packer and others - can continue to run the casino.
That is inappropriate.
The people of Victoria are entitled to expect that all
people associated with the operation of the casino
are squeaky clean. If anyone of them is shown not to
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be fit and proper persons, the entire consortium
should be reviewed. It cannot simply be said, 'Well,
there's one shonk involved. Let's get rid of that
shonk but let the others continue to operate the
casino'.
As I said, this is really the Walker amendment. It is
in the bill to protect Ron Walker lest an associate of
his is found to be an unfit and improper person.
Why has the government gone to these lengths to
protect Ron Walker? It is simple - Ron Walker is
the major fund raiser for the liberal Party. That is
the real problem with the casino. There is an obvious
conflict of interest when the federal treasurer of the
liberal Party, the main fundraiser for the Liberal
Party, is involved in the biggest cash cow in town.
The government promotes gaming, particularly the
casino, in this state, and it does so to ensure that Ron
Walker's wealth grows and grows. That is important
for the government because, as reported in an article
in the March Independent Monthly, Mr Walker
personally guaranteed the debts of the Liberal Party.
He was able to do that only because of the wealth he
has created for himself as a result of the casino.
There is an obvious conflict of interest when the
government is involved in promoting the casino to
ensure that Ron Walker's wealth grows. It is
important for the liberal Party to ensure Ron
Walker's wealth because it needs him to back any
debts it may incur. The proposed section is all about
protecting Ron Walker's interests in the casino. If
Mr Walker is found to be associated with people
who are not fit and proper to be associated with the
casino, those people can be excised from the casino
operations while Mr Walker can retain the licence to
print money - the licence to run the casino. That is
why the opposition has moved a reasoned
amendment. It is not appropriate for shonky
operators simply to be excised from the operation
and for Crown to continue to operate the casino.
There must be a review of the entire licence, and that
is what the reasoned amendment aims to do.
Also of great concern to the opposition is the fact
that, because of the pressure put on it by the Premier
in the past, the Casino and Gaming Authority has to
a large degree lost its independence. Each time there
is an application to expand the casino, the authority
is supposed to review that expansion without
government interference, but time and time again
we have had the Premier come out publicly and
support any expansion to the casino. We have only
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to cast our minds back to the application to increase
the size of the casino hotel from 350 rooms to 1000
rooms. The supposedly independent Casino and
Gaming Authority got together its design panel to
make a recommendation to the minister, and it
recommended that the size of the hotel not be
increased. However, as soon as that
recommendation was made the Premier came out
publicly and urged the casino to make yet another
application to be considered at a later stage.
Even while the fraud investigation in relation to the
Gleem matter is under way the Premier has publicly
ruled out any delay in the government's decision
about Crown Casino's proposed expansion. The
Premier has said that the fraud investigation will not
affect the decision of the Casino and Gaming
Authority to allow the casino to further expand.
No outrage is better expressed than Terry
McCrann's in an article in the Herald Sun of
2 October 1995 in which he made it clear that the
Premier was dicing with disaster in allowing Crown
Casino to expand while a fraud investigation was
current. In that article Terry McCrann states:
This brings us to the far more substantive reason why
such a decision would be totally improper at this time:
that is, the serious allegations of fraud being
investigated against Hudson Conway.

Terry McCrann was right. It was an outrage for the
Premier to say publicly, despite the fact there was a
major fraud investigation taking place concerning
associates of the Crown Casino operator, that it
would not stop the government allowing the casino
to expand.
The Premier has gone further by allowing the
legislation to be introduced. Proposed section 28A is
inappropriate because it means that somebody who
is found to be an inappropriate person to be
involved in the casino can be removed from the
Crown consortium - it is no more than the Walker
amendment to protect Ron Walker, and that is why I
urge honourable members to support the
opposition's reasoned amendment.

Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) - The bill is a
further stage in the development of the gaming
industry in Victoria. It is a positive development for
Victorians, and I welcome the opportunity to join the
debate. The legislation has several functions, but
none is more important than the arrangements
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struck with Tattersalls for the payment of a fee for
the operation of the gaming licence Tattersalls
received in 1991 under legislation drafted by the
former Labor government.
I shall dwell on that issue for a moment because it is
of critical significance in the development of the
industry in Victoria and indeed for all Victorians.
The chapter of events leading up to the bill we are
debating today is remarkable. In 1991 the then Labor
government undertook a process that I have
explored on a previous occasion, and I shall not go
through it again, but it ultimately led to the approval
of gaming in Victoria. The then government
conducted a series of inquiries, and after
consideration of the issues it concluded that Victoria
should have a gaming industry. The Labor
government set about establishing the structure by
which the industry would operate. All this
happened well before the Kennett government took
over the administration of Victoria on 3 October
1992.
One of the most extraordinary features of the two
licences granted to the TAB and Tattersalls in 1991
was that the government did not charge a fee. I say
'extraordinary' because we now know the scope of
the damage to which the state was exposed by the
Labor Party being so dilatory in its responsibility.
We now know from the Tabcorp float that the
approximate figure abandoned by the then Labor
.government in favour of the TAB, as it was then,
was approximately $400 million. We now know,
through the provisions in this bill, that the benefit
provided to Tattersalls in 1992 when the Labor Party
handed over a licence to that organisation was also
of the order of $400 million.
It is remarkable that in 1991 a Labor government,
purportedly in charge of the state's finances, ignored
$800 million that could have been paid to the people
of Victoria. It is of stupendous proportions. It is
fortunate that Tattersalls will come to the party and
make its contribution, and because of the Tabcorp
float the government was able to collect its just dues
from that entity.

It is all the more remarkable that the then Labor
government did this when it is considered in the
context of the state's finances at the time. This state
was in a parlous position and the former
government was an unmitigated disgrace. The state
was the laughing-stock of other states and territories
and the international financial community. It was
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going backwards; its recurrent expenditure was
growing alarmingly, and the people of Victoria
passed judgment on that government on 3 October
1992. Nevertheless, the then Labor government
ignored the chance to collect $800 million from
Tattersalls and the TAB.
As I have asked previously, can you imagine how
those two entities reacted to this event? They could
not believe they had received two licences and not
been charged anything for them. It again
demonstrates the commercial naivety of the Labor
Party when in government.

The mechanism by which Tattersalls is to pay fees to
the government is set out in the bill. Approximately
the same amount of money will be paid by
Tattersalls as was paid by Tabcorp. The government
is unable to collect the licence fee in one payment, as
happened with Tabcorp, because the trustees of the
Tattersalls estate are not allowed to borrow money
for the payment of fees. In essence, Tattersalls has
been given a licence for 17 years running from 1995
to April 2012. The fees for 1995 have already been
paid, so, although we have a discounted cash
equivalent of about $425 million for the licence fee,
about $350 million is to be paid over the licence
period. The agreement allows for the payment to be
increased so that the amount paid annually will
equate to 30 per cent of the net profit in any year
from Tattersalls gaming division, subject to a
minimum payment of $35 million each year, with
the fee to be paid quarterly. The payment is indexed
to the consumer price index from June each year and
is not to exceed 35 per cent of the net profit of the
organisation.
The provisions detail the way net profit is to be
calculated and what will occur where agreement is
not able to be reached between the parties for the
purpose of the base calculation of the relevant figure
for net value.

In essence we have security for the people of
Victoria. The protocols established in the bill provide
a mechanism for calculating the annual base
payment that will satisfy the obligation to meet the
licence fee. That is a great development in the
gaming industry in Victoria. As it has had to do in
other instances, this government has had to clean up
the mess left behind by Labor. However, this
government is demonstrating that, unlike its
predecessor, it is up to the task.
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Various amendments relate to the operations of the
industry at large and deal with gaming operators
and the people who participate in gaming. I will
come back to proposed section 28A on which the
honourable member for Niddrie spent a fair amount
of time.
There are significant amendments in respect of
minor gaming - for example, the government has
abolished the collection of taxation from minor
gaming. The system will now run on a cost-recovery
basis, which means that only as much money will be
collected from minor gaming as is needed to
administer it. This is a taxation benefit for those
involved in that aspect of the industry. I think the
amount is about $6 million or $7 million, and I am
sure the industry will welcome it.
The bill deals with the capacity of the authority to
regulate those who operate junkets to casinos. That
important development enhances the ability of the
authority to firmly control the industry.
Importantly, the legislation ratifies the third deed of
variation to the management agreement. I
emphasise that no change will be made to the
gaming complex. Several measures are aimed at
enhancing the project. The first is the addition of the
1800-seat lyric theatre which will be available for
major theatrical productions. I think only the
refurbished Regent Theatre has that sort of seating
capacity. The new theatre will attract major overseas
productions and will be a great addition to the city.
The operator has agreed and will be required to pay
a penalty of $50 000 a day if the lyric theatre and the
hotel tower are not completed by 30 November 1999.
That considerable incentive is designed to ensure
that the operator complies with the requirements of
the legislation.
The matters I have touched on represent the essence
of the proposed changes. The second-reading speech
comprehensively takes one through the fundamental
aims of the bill. The honourable member for Niddrie
criticised the former Casino Control Authority. I
point out that the authority is pivotal to the
operation of Victoria's gaming industry. In his early
reports and even in his 1991 report Xavier Connor,
QC, said it was vital that the legislation created a
mechanism whereby there was no direct nexus
between the government of the day and the
industry. He said also that it was important to have
a conduit through which communication would
pass and be vetted. The idea was to wedge a
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statutory entity in the middle to protect the interests
of all Victorians. That is set out in the Casino Control
Act 1991.
The authority was established by the Labor Party
following the recommendations of Xavier Connor.
Those recommendations were sensible, right and
proper because the authority has the important
function of acting as a conduit. Mr John Richards,
the chairman of the authority, was appointed in that
year and he still chairs the authority, which in 1994
became the Victorian Casino and Gaming Authority.
The number of members has increased over time.
In attacking the government for its administration of
gaming in Victoria the Labor Party has cast
aspersions on the authority. In respect of another
issue we have had chapter and verse about the
opposition's great regard for the Westminster
system and the separation of powers, and opposition
members have given lengthy diatribes about the
importance of ensuring that the Westminster system
holds true, yet in an analogous sense a similar
situation has arisen today. The Casino and Gaming
Authority must be able to conduct its affairs in a
manner that sets it apart from executive government
and it must be able to go about its important role
without fear or favour. That is precisely what it has
done, and it has done it admirably and there is no
basis for criticism.

The assertion by the honourable member for Niddrie
that the authority has lost its independence is very
damaging and is not justified. The authority has
gone about its important role as stipulated by the
legislation, and it has assessed the merits of each
stage of the development of the gaming industry not only electronic gaming machines but also the
casino. It has made recommendations to the
government and the government has acted upon
them. That is the way the operation was designed by
the Labor Party and that is what has happened. We
do not apologise for that because the system was
designed by the Labor Party to work that way and
we have done no more than observe the protocols
laid down by the legislation. If individuals and
entities associated with the industry have breached
the law, they are subject to the punitive provisions of
the legislation. That is the way the process was
established by the Labor Party, that is the way this
government has seen it through and that is the way
it should continue.
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Today the honourable member for Niddrie criticised
Ron Walker in an unstinting fashion. I have never
met Uoyd Williams or even laid eyes on him, and I
have met Mr Walker on only one occasion - at the
Adelaide grand prix before the event was brought to
Melbourne. For members of the opposition to make
the assertions they have under parliamentary
privilege is an abuse of the process in which they are
participating. They know full well that if they said
those things outside this place the law would protect
those who are entitled to appropriate protection. But
opposition members do not have the courage to do
it. They are happy to make those sorts of comments
in here. It is disgraceful.
In an indirect way, but just as compellingly, the
opposition has said similar things about the
membership of the Victorian Casino and Gaming
Authority today. The very nature of the argument
the opposition makes implies that in some way or
other the authority has been got at and has been
compromised in an illegal fashion in the course of
doing its duty. That is a disgraceful assertion to
make and one for which the members of the Labor
Party, in particular the honourable member for
Niddrie, should be condemned.

Proposed section 28A is eminently sensible. It
accommodates the concerns of the honourable
member for Niddrie, who said that we must ensure
that the people and entities involved in the
operation of the casino industry are pristinely clean.
That was the recommendation of Xavier Connor,
that is the framework of the legislation the Labor
Party established when it was in government and
that is the way the present government has sought
to give effect to the legislation.
Proposed section 28A will enable a party who has an
association with the operation of the casino licence
to be severed from that structure. It will mean,
therefore, that the bad part of the apple can be cut
out in order to preserve what is left - that is, the
bad part of the arrangement can be removed and the
good part of it will be left intact. That is an
eminently sensible approach and should satisfy the
concerns of the honourable member for Niddrie.
The honourable member for Niddrie has in some
way concluded that the provisions of proposed
section 28A will protect Mr Ron Walker. He has
slated Mr Walker; his obvious concern is Mr Ron
Walker.IfMr Walker is unfit to be associated with
the operation of the casino he will be dealt with
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according to the law. That is the way the Labor Party
designed the legislation and that is the way the
government has effected it.
I fail to see any justification for criticism of proposed
section 28A. It will work extremely well, and
although one hopes it will never have to be used it is
there if necessary. It means the entire operation need
not collapse if someone associated with it is found to
be an improper person, as that person can be
removed. That is a perfectly sensible and logical
arrangement to strike.
The honourable member for Niddrie referred to
evidence given in 1979. These matters have been
canvassed in a variety of forums over many years
and are indicative of the Labor Party's attitude to the
casino industry. The members of the Labor Party are
still talking about an offence that took place in 1979,
some 17 years ago for heaven's sake. Those are the
sorts of issues the Labor Party tried to drum up
during the campaign leading up to the 30 March
election, and the Victorian public passed its
judgment on its approach to those issues.
While driving around my electorate during the
election campaign I had the dubious pleasure of
listening to different radio interviews on the ABC.
Many times I heard the Leader of the Opposition
make it quite clear that the casino issue was huge so
far as the Labor Party was concerned and that he
was prepared to hold a referendum so Victorians
could make a judgment on the validity of what he
was saying. We certainly saw that because the Labor
Party was blown away yet again!
I fail to understand the logic that causes Labor Party
members to come in here day after day, complaining
about and concentrating on an issue on which the
people of Victoria have very clearly passed
judgment on two occasions. It would be better if
they were to give it away and give us a hand to
clean up the mess they left behind for us in 1992.
The opposition has referred to the location of the
proposed lyric theatre. The reasoned amendment
illustrates that, either by design or for whatever
reason, the Labor Party simply does not understand
the nature of the structure it put in place in 1991. The
reasoned amendment calls for the bill to be
withdrawn until all ramifications relating to the
amendment of the Casino Control Act 1991 and the
Casino Management Agreement Act 1993 have been
adequately considered by the community. The nub
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of this matter is that the Casino and Gaming
Authority is required by statute to do exactly that; it
is part and parcel of why it exists.
One of the authority's essential functions is to do
exactly what the reasoned amendment exhorts. Why
is the Labor Party proposing something as
preposterous as this when under the terms of its
own legislation the structure is there to enable
exactly that to happen and when in fact the
authority has already gone down that path? The
reasoned amendment displays the Labor Party's lack
of knowledge of how the industry functions
pursuant to the legislation it set up in 1991. For that
reason I oppose the reasoned amendment moved by
the honourable member for Niddrie.
In conclusion, the legislation is very sensible as it
rectifies and remedies yet another oversight,
problem, patch of ignorance, negligence or whatever
you might call it - probably all of the above - the
Labor Party left when it was involved in handing
out the two licences to the TAB and Tattersalls in
1991. That was an extraordinary example of the
Labor Party acting as a philanthropic organisation. It
passed up the chance to raise $800 million in taxes at
a time when this state was at the bottom of the pit
and never in its history in more need of the money.
lbrough the operation of this legislation and the
Tabcorp arrangement struck last year that problem
has been addressed.

I have referred to a number of amendments which
increase the power of the authority with regard to
particular issues. The authority will have greater
powers to control those who are involved in the
industry. That will be a great innovation, because
the better the control of the industry by the Casino
and Gaming Authority the better it will be for all of
us.

I look forward to the completion of the program on
the Yarra River. It does the project a terrible
disservice to describe it as a new casino, because it is
much more than that. The casino floor space
comprises only some 10 per cent of the total
structure, and the rest of the structure will be a
magnificent facility for this great city of Melbourne. I
am sure in time to come that Me1bumians and all
Victorians will benefit from the facility on the Yarra.

Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I support the
reasoned amendment of the opposition seeking
further consultation on legislation related to the
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control of gaming machines, particularly the Casino
Control Act 1991. The honourable member for
Niddrie has already outlined the major aspects of
the bill and has referred to some matters that are
supported by the opposition. However, the
opposition cannot support a provision that weakens
the discretionary power of the Victorian Casino and
Gaming Authority.
I had a vision of the honourable member for
Gippsland South starting to speak yesterday
morning and still speaking on the same matter
today. I may have blinked, but I think there was a
gap in between. As the honourable member for
Gippsland South would understand, the key issue is
to give the Victorian Casino and Gaming Authority
the widest possible latitude in examining what is a
fit and proper organisation, principal or company to
run the casino in Victoria. We all know the casino is
a monopoly, and the opposition has no big
argument with that arrangement so long as the
regulation of that monopoly is effective in ensuring
there is proper control.

The big problem is clause 27 of the bill, which limits
the ambit of the authority and says, 'You will not
have discretion in deciding whether this company is
a proper and fit organisation to run the casino
because some of the persons within it are not fit and
proper persons'. It takes away that discretion and
says, 'Here is a set of circumstances which you are
limited to as an authority. You are limited to what
we specify. The bill enables the organisation to go on
even if it has structural weaknesses or some of its
principals or directors are determined not to be fit or
proper persons. It is still possible to have the shell
because we have specified in the amendments a set
of circumstances which can get around the intent of
the act. We can get around it by saying the operator
can get a rap over the knuckles or can park aside one
or two of its people and still hold the principal
licence. That way we can minimise the damage to
the government and, in this case, to Hudson
Conway as one the key shareholders in Crown
Casino in its association with the government. We
can minimise the fallout if anything happens'.
If we go to the rationale behind the amendment we
see it is an attempt to minimise any political damage
to the government or commercial damage to
Hudson Conway. That is what this amendment is all
about. The legislation proposes to restrict the
latitude of the authority, yet section 25 of the Casino
Control Act is more than adequate and offers a

GAMING ACTS (AMENDMENT) BILL

ThWffiday, 20 June 1996

ASSEMBLY

better way of regulating the private monopoly
running the casino, in this case Hudson Conway,
because it does not restrict the ability of the casino
authority to take action against the operator.
The current legislation provides the authority with
the power to examine the casino operator and decide
whether he or she is a suitable person to continue to
hold the casino licence. Under the act the authority
has discretion to deal with the whole operator, not
just with individuals in a company or business. The
amending legislation is not needed because under
the existing legislation the casino authority would
have the discretion to decide whether to leave
Hudson Conway running the casino if something
happened to one of its principals or directors and to
do one of several things. It could remove Hudson
Conway from having an interest in Crown or it
could remove some of the people in it.
The opposition cannot support the amendment
because it restricts and controls what the Victorian
Casino and Gaming Authority can do and narrows
the remedies available to it. The opposition would
prefer the authority to be given greater latitude and
discretion because that will best protect the public
interest by protecting the state government and
Victorian taxpayers against any untoward action,
profiteering or unreasonable behaviour by a private
monopoly.
The amendment is an easily discovered attempt to
protect the government's political integrity if there
happens to be any fallout or problems as a result of
litigation involving Hudson Conway. The
government is trying to protect its political
collateral- it wants to protect the company and
itself from any losses that might occur as a result of
litigation. The amendment is about picking out one
or two people who will be able to continue the
arrangement the government has with Crown and
its shareholders.
I have a deeply felt concemthat the amendment
weakens the ability of the Victorian Casino and
Gaming Authority to control and regulate the
casino. The Victorian public is extremely concerned
that the authority will have fewer remedies available
to it in the event of something happening to either
Crown Casino or its shareholders.
Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) - I support the
comments of the honourable member for Niddrie in
relation to the Walker amendment and other
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amendments contained in the bill. I was somewhat
surprised by how sanguine the honourable member
for Gippsland South was when he confidently told
us how pleased he was about the building of the
lyric theatre, how it would be completed in 1997 and
how we could all rest assured that that would occur
because there was a penalty of $50 000 if it did not
happen.
After listening to the honourable member for
Gippsland South one might be forgiven for thinking
that the original act relating to the casino had never
been changed. Of course, as the honourable member
for Niddrie pointed out, that is far from the truth. In
fact the Crown Casino changes almost as often as the
wind in Melbourne, and that is fairly frequently!
There is no guarantee that what is in the act today
will be in the act three weeks from now. Who knows
what the casino complex will look like by the time
the government has finished with it and has stopped
looking after Ron Walker and all its other friends
who have financial investments in the casino?
The lyric theatre is already in trouble. It was
supposed to be located in the south tower and
podium but has already been shoved out into the
backyard. The south tower and podium were
originally supposed to be finished in 1997. They are
now expected to be finished in 1999. There are no
guarantees in the legislation at all. Who knows what
might be in the casino next week?
The point the honourable member for Niddrie made
quite clear in going through some of the newspaper
reports and the comments of Terry McCrann of the
Herald Sun is that the whole community is alarmed
about what might eventually end up on the site.
What strikes most people going past it - I
frequently go past on the train, as I tried to tell the
Minister for Planning and Local Government last
night - is how horrific it is, how large it is and how
it intrudes on the city of Melbourne. One wonders
what sort of architect designed it. It is doing nothing
to make Melbourne the gateway to Victoria - or
anywhere else! If it continues to grow, who knows
what might happen? If the government decides it
should have another 1300 gaming tables who knows
what might happen to the lyric theatre?
The proposed siting of the lyric theatre is also of
considerable concern. I understand the Premier's
great enthusiasm for it stems from the fact that Miss
Saigon will be able to be staged there and apparently
a helicopter will be able to fly through the theatre.
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One wonders how that theatre will affect the other
theatres currently operating in the city. The
honourable member for Gippsland South mentioned
the Regent Theatre, which will have the same
capacity as the proposed new theatre. Other theatres
such as Her Majesty's and the Princess, together
with a range of restaurants, currently support the
Melbourne theatrical precinct.
When in the first week of the sitting the Premier
announced that the lyric theatre was to be built, he
mentioned some of the major theatrical productions
that have been staged in Melbourne in the past
couple of years or will soon be staged here,
including Les Miserables, Phantom of the Opera, Sunset
Boulevard and Beauty and the Beast. Will all such
major productions in future be shoved down to the
Crown Casino to support its operations to the
detriment of theatres in the CBD? I have seen no
overall plan for theatres in the city or information to
suggest that the city has the capacity to support
another theatre located well away from the current
theatre precinct. There are lots of questions about
this theatre that have not been adequately
answered - that is, if it continues as proposed by
this bill.
I shall move away from the Casino <Management
Agreement> Act and refer to the Gaming and Betting
Act and the Casino Control Act. Oauses 32 and 34 of
this bill will alter those acts in relation to statistical
advice being made available to the government. The
government certainly needs to receive detailed
statistical advice because there is no doubt that the
operation of gaming machines and gambling in this
state is having a deleterious effect on the community.
I was interested to read a front-page story aptly
headed 'Pokies invasion' in the Moonee Valley Gazette
this week, which points out that there are three
times as many poker machines in the north-western
suburbs of Melbourne as there are in the eastern
suburbs, and that most of this sudden growth has
occurred in the past year. A year ago there were
double those of the eastern suburbs; there are now
three times as many.
Where are these poker machines? There are 834 in
Essendon, Flemington, Ascot Vale and Strathmore;
and 836 in Keilor, Maidstone, Sunshine and
Footscray. H you look at the other side of the city
you see there is nowhere near that number. And I
know that is causing serious social problems.
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I quote from the article on the front page of the

Moonee Valley Gazette of 17 June 1996:
'The Interchurch Gambling Task Force has long heard
anecdotal evidence that gaming machine operators
prefer to place machines in the poorer socioeconomic
areas because the chronic poverty and lack of hope
induces far heavier gambling and therefore higher
rewards for the proprietors,' said its chairman, the
Reverend Ray Cleary.

This government has allowed that to happen in this
state.

Ms Gillett interjected.

Mrs MADDIGAN - Thank you. The honourable
member for Werribee knows; in her area, too, there
are severe socioeconomic problems. Poker machines
and Crown Casino are causing great social poverty.
It is also interesting to note the research findings of
Break Even, a service which an article on page 3 of
the Moonee Valley Gazette of the same day reports:
... is based at Deer Park but services clients from most
of the north and north-west - shows 25 per cent of
problem gamblers have incomes between $10 000 and
$15000 and two-thirds earn less than $20 000.

There is no doubt from those figures that the impact
of gambling on this state will have long-term social
and economic effects. But it is not only individual
residents it is affecting; in the north-west there are
very severe problems for business.
A number of business operators who recently
attended a breakfast with the Premier were hardly
impressed when, after raising with him their
concerns that their income had dropped by as much
as 30 per cent, he said to them, 'That's because
you're not competitive. You're not good enough, or
you would be all right'. Now that is a really
sympathetic view for the Premier to take, isn't it?
These are his friends, the business people, the small
business people he speaks to us about so frequently
here - the backbone of Victoria. How true!
Ms Gillett - They voted for him.

Mrs MADDIGAN - They voted for him. What
does he say? - 'Oh, if the casino ruins you, tough
luck, because I've got bigger friends at the Crown
Casino than I have in newsagents and other shops in
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the western suburbs. So tough luck; I'm looking after
my friends at the Crown Casino, and no doubt
they'll look after me'.
The government has been careless in the way it has
allowed poker machines and other gaming machines
to increase in number and Crown Casino to increase
in size. Its location is in proximity to some of the
poorer areas of our city, and for it now to be
waffling on about the Community Support Fund as
though it is doing something wonderful for the
world, is very much a case of closing the stable door
after the horse has bolted.
The government's actions have not been good
enough. The amendment moved by Mr Hulls, which
refers to community consideration, was laughed off
in the usual way by the member for Gippsland
South. The government thinks that if you consult the
community, there is something wrong with you. It is
a necessary amendment to the bill and should be
proceeded with.
I strongly support the words of the honourable
member for Niddrie, and I hope that in the future
the government may take a little more care about its
residents in the north-west.
Ms GILLE1T (Werribee) - The proposed
legislation is particularly interesting because it
allows us to see precisely who this government is
and what it stands for.
This government, I must say, is distinguished

among other governments of its political persuasion,
because in usual circumstances Tories have one
vision. That vision is: the ultimate quest for
improvement in the financial bottom line.
Myopically they have one strategy they employ to
achieve it. That is: the strategy of slash and burn.
There is always only one outcome: the mindless,
heartless and soulless destruction of people's lives.
That is all justified by an improved bottom line. It is
the vision demonstrated and displayed, I would
suggest, of a fourth-rate bookkeeper, and I should
make my apologies to all fourth-rate bookkeepers
out there.
But this government has developed a second
strategy, which is why I congratulate it. Not
myopic - no, no; it has a second strategy which
complements the first. It displays a bizarre kind of
compassion, as it mindlessly slashes and burns. Its
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mindless compassion is demonstrated by the fact
that it offers an anaesthetic to the patient as it hacks
out the heart and the soul. The anaesthetic feels
good, like all drugs. The anaesthetic numbs the
patient.
The casino is the opiate that this government uses to
ensure that working people remain compliant. This
particular opiate has done great harm. It has been
administered to the community by a government
lacking the skills and knowledge to do it properly.
As a result, enormous damage has come to the
community. If the community was an individual
human being, how could we describe the effect of
this very obvious opiate?
Tissue damage? Yes, there is tissue damage.
Superficial damage is being done, but fundamental
organ damage is also being done - fundamental
damage that will be enormously difficult to repair.
I know about this damage; in Werribee I see it every
day. In Werribee there are two startling statistics,
based on the 1991 census. The first is that of all the
seats in this state, Werribee has the highest number
of gaming machines per capita of population, bar
none.
There is another statistic that distinguishes Werribee
as well- one that I am not proud to talk about, but
one that is, nonetheless, a statistic that goes with the
first - that is, that we have the highest proportion
of single-parent families in the state. I do not need to
push the point any further. I simply support my
colleague the honourable member for Essendon,
who rightly pointed out that there is an alarming
connection between the number of poker machines
in any given area and the earning rates and living
standards of the people involved.
It is exploitation at its worst, mindless anaesthetics
that you hope will put us to sleep while you
continue with your oblivious vision to slash and
burn, like fourth-rate bookkeepers, to achieve your
vision - your improved bottom line.

Now it does not just stop there. In terms of the drug
analogy it continues. This government set up the
business for its crooked mates to run, and that
demonstrates the sort of redistribution of wealth
philosophy it has. It is not from the rich to the less
well-off; it is indeed from working people to
deceitful and arrogant drug dealers. Members of this
government have shown us who they are and what
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they believe in - that is, they are intellectually,
emotionally and spiritually bankrupt.
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I thank all
honourable members who have participated in the
debate. I could not understand the opposition
moving an amendment to defer the operation of the
legislation because it has a number of important
advantages for the community. Firstly, it provides
additional revenue from the Tattersalls licence fees,
which will provide services the opposition purports
to be concerned about.
The bill also provides the Casino and Gaming
Authority with the additional powers that it has
called for to properly regulate the gaming industry.
I shall refer briefly to some of the contributions
made by honourable members. So far as the
honourable member for Werribee is concerned, I
limit my remarks to saying that the original
legislation was introduced by the Labor government
and it was responsible for the introduction of
gaming machines and the establishment of the
casino in this state.
The honourable member for Essendon made it clear
she was interested in planning and architecture. She
does not approve of the design and size of the
casino. That is a matter for her, but others here may
not agree with her! The development of Southbank
is one of the best things that has been done under
the former government and this government. The
honourable member for Essendon spoke about the
release of statistics that will now be possible. That is
a useful aspect of the legislation because we will
learn more about gaming and its effects as well as
the effects of the casino. I should have thought the
honourable member would welcome that.
I point out Victoria is by no means in the lead in the
amount of money spent on gambling. I understand
the ACT and New South Wales are far ahead of
Victoria in gambling dollars spent per head of
population.
The honourable member for Williamstown made a
short contribution against an increase in the powers
that the authority has requested. For some reason he
seems to feel the power the authority believes it
should have to monitor associates on a continuing
basis, a power it does not have now, is a backward
step. I do not agree with him. I understand the
additional powers given to the authority to cover the
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casino in respect of the associates are consistent with
powers already available to the authority to cover
gaming operators, venue operators and gaming
machine manufacturers. The honourable member for
Williamstown sees plots and machinations which do
not exist, but perhaps that is a function of being a
member of the Labor Party.
The honourable member for Niddrie spoke about
some of the proviSions in the bill. I may have missed
part of his contribution but I do not believe he
lingered long on the payments to be made by
Tattersalls - I can understand that! The honourable
member for Gippsland South pointed out why that
might be the case. The government has provided for
fees to be paid both by Tabcorp and Tattersalls.
The honourable member for Niddrie also spoke
about proposed section 28A of the Casino Control
Act, which is contained in clause 27. He does not
seem to understand that the authority needs these
powers to properly regulate the casino and monitor
the situation with associates. He said he did not
believe in guilt by association and I point out this is
precisely why this provision was introduced. The
authority feels strongly that shareholders and others
with an interest in the casino - there must be
hundreds of thousands of shareholders or members
of superannuation funds who have an interest in the
casino - should not be penalised because of the
fault of one person associated with the casino. The
authority wants the power to deal with that
situation.
The honourable member for Gippsland South made
refreshingly relevant comments on the bill. He has a
good understanding of the gaming industry. He
made a valuable contribution to this debate, as he
did yesterday. I thank honourable members for their
participation.
House divided on omission (members in favour
vote no):

Ayes, 50
Andrighetto, Mr (Teller)
Ashley,Mr
Brown,Mr
Bure, Ms
Clarx,Mr
Coleman,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Dean, Or
Dixon, Mr (Teller)

McLellan, Mr
Maclellan, Mr
McNamara, Mr
Maughan,Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrin,Mr
Perton,Mr
Pescott, Mr
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Peulich, Mrs
Phillips, Mr
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Reynolds, Mr
Richanison, Mr
Rowe,Mr
Ryan,Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr E.R
Smith,MrI.w.
Spry,Mr
Thompson, Mr
Traynor,Mr
Treasure, Mr
Wade,Mrs
Wells,Mr

Elliott, Mrs
Finn,Mr
Gude,Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Jasper,Mr
Jenkins,Mr
Kennett,Mr
Kilgour,Mr
Lean,Mr
Leigh,Mr
Lupton,Mr
McArthur, Mr
McCall,Ms
McGill,Mrs
McGrath, Mr W.O.

Noes, 27
Langdon,Mr
Leighton, Mr (Teller)
Lim, Mr (Teller)

Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker,Mr
Batchelor, Mr
Bracks,Mr
Brumby,Mr
Cameron,Mr

Loney,Mr
Maddigan, Mrs
Micallef, Mr
MiIdenhall, Mr
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Savage,Mr
Seitz, Mr
Sheehan,Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson,Mrs

Campbell~Ms

Cole,Mr
Cunningham, Mr
Dollis,Mr
Gillett,Ms
Hamilton, Mr
Hulls,Mr
Kosky,Ms
~en~entnegatived.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

GAMING MACHINE CONTROL
(COMMUNITY SUPPORT FUND) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 4 June; motion of Mr GUDE
(Minister for Education).
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - Although the bill is small
it has very important ramifications. As anyone who
has taken the time to read the bill would know, its
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purpose is to amend the Gaming Machine Control
Act in order to change the way money is supplied
from the Community Support Fund. The way
money has been supplied from the Community
Support Fund in the past has been a disgrace.
The money has been used as nothing more than a
slush fund for the Premier, and that is why I will
move a reasoned amendment to establish an entirely
new framework for the Community Support Fund
and how it should be administered. I move:
That all the words after 'That' be omitted with the view
of inserting in place thereof the words 'this bill be
withdrawn and redrafted to provide for - (a) the
establishment by the Minister for Gaming of a board of
community trustees to determine and advise the
minister of the priorities and expenditure of the
following areas according to relative need from the
Community Support Fund - (i) the Research and
Development Fund for research into the social and
economic effects of gambling; (ll) programs for the
prevention of compulsive gambling or for the treatment
or rehabilitation of persons who are compulsive
gamblers; (ill) programs for the treatment or
rehabilitation of persons who are addicted to or abuse
drugs; (iv) educational programs relating to drug
addiction or drug abuse; (v) programs for financial
counselling services or support and assistance for
families in aisis; (vi) programs for the benefit of youth;
(vii) research or pilot programs relating to community
advancement programs; (viii) programs for the benefit
of sport or recreation; (ix) programs for the promotion
or benefit of the arts; and (x) programs establishing or
developing tourist destinations or facilities or services
or for the purposes of promotion of tourism; (b) the
composition of the board which shall include up to
nine voluntary representatives from a broad
cross-section of the community selected after
nominations have been called for by way of
advertisement; and (c) the minister to distribute the
money in the fund to projects on the basis of the
board's advice and determination of priority.'.

In the past the Community Support Fund has been
used as the Premier's own slush fund. Honourable
members need look no further than what the
Auditor-General said in his most recent report about
the fund. He supports what I am saying - that is,
for a substantial period the Premier has used the
large amounts of money in the fund for his pet
projects.
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At page 23 of the Auditor-General's special report
No. 40 entitled The Community Support Fund: A
Significant Community Asset he makes the following
point in paragraph 4.6:
Finally, the broad nature of the legislative definitions of
community programs or projects eligible to receive
financial assistance from the fund is clearly illustrated
by the extremely wide range of distributions which
have been approved by the Minister for Gaming up to
the end of February 1996. Such broad definitions make
it very difficult to make definitive judgments, beyond
the base priority order for each funding category set
out in the legislation, regarding the relative merit of
individual funding decisions.
The Auditor-General is saying that there is no
accountability and that the fund has not only been
used to assist the Premier's and the government's
pet projects, but in some cases it has been used to
retrospectively fund projects to which the Premier
has given a verbal approval without really knowing
where the money would come from! The fund has
been the call of last resort.
The May 1995 autumn economic statement clearly
stated that the Community Support Fund had been
mismanaged because it was underspent by
approximately $25 million last year and
$16.9 million the year before. It means that money in
the fund is being rolled over and that organisations
desperate for money continue to miss out.
The guidelines to make application for funding are
vague. The process is secretive. The opposition can
vouch for the secrecy of the process because it
continually makes freedom of information requests
for details of the fund and how money has been
distributed, but those requests are either rejected or
we are informed that no appropriate documentation
for grants that almost miraculously occur is
available or has ever been available. The support
fund has no clear guidelines.

Mr Rowe - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, it has been brought to my attention by a
number of members that the contribution of the
honourable member for Niddrie is bordering on
tedious repetition. It is a repeat performance of a
speech he made to the house when debating other
legislation. I ask you to direct the member to table
his previous speech to save the time of the house.
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Mr HULLS - On the point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, it is obviously at that time of the day when
people are tired and emotional. At no stage today
has the Community Support Fund been debated. In
fact, the only time it was mentioned was yesterday
when the honourable member for Gippsland South
spoke ad nauseam about the gaming industry.
Indeed, he must have spoken through the night
because he was still here speaking in this chamber at
lunchtime! The Community Support Fund has not
been debated in this chamber.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Cunningham) Order! There is no point of order. The honourable
member for Niddrie is relating his remarks to the bill.

Mr HULLS - As I was saying, the Community
Support Fund does not have clear guidelines,
including the determination of priorities in relation
to funding. In fact, until comprehensive guidelines
are established the community will not be assured
that grants are distributed on a fair and non-party
political basis. Groups that need money from the
fund are kept in the dark. It is almost a secretive
process that ensures that worthy organisations are
missing out on funding. Indeed, one has to question
into which guidelines some of the projects that
received funding fit. The oneAustralia campaign was
given approximately $1 million! We all know what
happened to the yacht - it broke in two off the coast
of San Diego. The money was used to assist
John Bertrand's $2 million America's Cup challenge.
On what basis was that funding approved? Millions
of dollars were given to the owners of the Rialto,
which includes the Grollo Group, to assist the
building of the observation tower. One has to ask
whether that was an appropriate project to be
funded by the Community Support Fund.
Approximately $60 million, more than a third of the
fund, was used for the elite sports and aquatic
centre. In the past funds have been badly used - it
is verging on mismanagement.
The reasoned amendment would put the
Community Support Fund back in the hands of the
community and would ensure that it became what it
was meant to have been in the first place: a real
community asset. The proposal to have trustees
representing up to nine community groups - it
would probably be church, welfare and problem
gambling organisations and perhaps the
Department of Human Services, but it would be
advertised before appointments were made would ensure that the whole community had input
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into how the fund was spent. No longer could the
fund be distributed. at the whim of a particular
minister or, as in this case, the Premier.

detrimental if organisations establishing
rehabilitation services do not know whether they
will have money in three or four years time.

I urge the house to support the reasoned
amendment. For far too long the Community
Support Fund has been used as a slush fund. The
government's amendments propose to ensure that
worthy projects are funded out of the Community
Support Fund. Those projects include services for
people who need rehabilitation for drug addiction or
abuse. We certainly support the notion of making
money available to assist such people. However, one
has to ask whether the bill does anything more than
legislate to ensure that the fund remains a slush
fund for the Premier. Proposed. section 4(10) states
that the money can go to any other program or
purpose relating to the support or advancement of
the community as determined by the minister.
Surely the Premier is not trying to make us believe
that providing a large amount of money from the
fund to support the oneAustralia yacht that sank is of
benefit to the community.

Funding for rehabilitation programs for drug
addicts should come directly from the budget of the
Department of Human Services and should not be at
the whim of the minister or, as in this case, the
Premier for his pet project. We know what will
happen: there will be another pet project at the next
election. It is not good enough to fund such
important services through a grants program.
Honourable members may recall that youth
homelessness was a pet project at the 1992 election.
In fact, in 1993 legislation was amended to include
expenditure for youth homelessness from the
Community Support Fund. I Sincerely hope the level
of funding for youth homelessness will continue
because it is very important and does not deserve to
be regarded as a pet project that could have its
funding reduced. in two or three years time.

The reasoned amendment will ensure that the
minister must act on the advice of community
representatives and a broad cross-section of the
community. On that basis the Community Support
Fund will be returned. to the community and will be
a real community asset.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Cunningham) Order! I remind honourable members that they may
speak on both the bill and the reasoned. amendment.
Ms KOSKY (Altona) - I support the reasoned
amendment. It is unfortunate that government
members are not going to speak on the legislation
because it covers important matters that should be
debated and it is disappointing that the only
contributions to the debate will come from this side
of the house.
I wish to touch on two aspects of the bill. The first is
the inclusion of funding for rehabilitation programs
for those who abuse or are addicted to drugs. The
Penington report indicates how important an issue
this is. It is disappointing that only some and not all
of that report has been adopted by the government.
For those who are addicted. to or who abuse drugs,
rehabilitation programs are extremely worthwhile.
However, they need permanent funding; they
should not be funded from a grants program. Grants
programs have a specific funding period and it is

The second issue I wish to raise is the streamlining
of the allocation of funds by reducing the number of
ministers involved. from six to one. That one minister
is the Premier rather than the Minister for Gaming.
This move is being made in the name of increasing
transparency and accountability of the fund. What a
joke! We know what it is about: funding sinking
yachts and major capital works that should be
funded. from the appropriate budget. I hope this
does not become a bottom-of-the-harbour project.
The summary of the major audit findings in the
Auditor-General's report on the Community
Support Fund states:
There is a need for application of a consistent approach
to the assessment and approval of distributions from
the fund and for participation in the decision-making
process by all relevant ministers.
Assignment of a principal advisory role on funding
priorities to a representative community body would
be compatible with the conceptual nature of the fund as
a mechanism established to specifically service
community interests.

In relation to funding from the Department of
Human Services the report states:
It was of some concern to audit to find, in an
examination of a sample of cases, several instances
involving aggregate funding of $791 000 by the Office
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of Youth Affairs under its capital facilities program
where the former minister responsible for youth affairs
made funding decisions without references to processes
established by the office. These processes related to the
evaluation of applications for funding against set
criteria and the formulation of a recommendation or
otherwise as to whether an application should be
approved. In other words, there was an absence of
supporting evidence to substantiate some decisions
made by the former minister in the approval of funding.

We know what that means: the Community Support
Fund has been used as a slush fund, there was
inadequate accountability for previous funding and
there was inadequate follow-up of that funding. The
Auditor-General has raised major concerns about
that process. As the honourable member for Niddrie
said, it is clear that a much more open and
transparent process is needed in respect of the
application of funding from the Community
Support Fund, which has a substantial amount of
money to administer and to deliver in response to
community needs.
If the fund is used inappropriately the needs of the
community will not be addressed and a very
important resource will disappear on pet projects.

The reasoned amendment refers to the need to
establish a board of community trustees to
determine and advise the minister of the priorities
for expenditure from the Community Support Fund.
It recommends that a board be established
comprising up to nine voluntary representatives
from a broad cross-section of the community
selected after nominations have been called. for by
way of advertisement; and that the minister
distnbute the funds to projects that the board
determine as a priority rather than according to his
or her own desires or needs in response to the
demands of the section of the community that he or
she spoke to last.
The changes proposed by the amendment are not
out of step with what other states have put in place
nor are they out of step with what the
Auditor-General recommended. in his report:
To date, involvement by the wider community in
decision-making processes for determining
distnbutions from the fund has been very limited. This
report suggests a board of management-type structure,
comprising a broad representation of community
interests, as a mechanism worthy of consideration by
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the government to specifically recognise the
community's prime position in relation to the fund.

He also says in the overview:
The fund's increasing financial significance and its
specific relationship with community interests demand
that the decision-making process for determining
priorities for funding is consistently followed and that
the community has the opportunity to directly
participate in decision making. Both matters require
attention by the government with the question of
community involvement in the formulation of funding
priorities viewed by audit as a key issue warranting
strong consideration.

Again the Auditor-General's comments have not
been taken seriously, as we saw today in relation to
another matter. It is important that we take the
Auditor-General's comments seriously. He has a
good knowledge of how the fund has been
administered and it is important that we actually
listen to and respond to the recommendations in his
report.
The Victorian Health Promotion Foundation has
community representation on its board, the
establishment of which was supported by both sides
of the house some time ago. However, there is not
the same desire for open and transparent processes
in terms of the accountability and application of the
Community Support Fund. The key issues with the
Community Support Fund are the need for
transparency in its application and very clear
accountability mechanisms carried through to the
nth degree, as recommended by the Auditor-General
and which are in place in other states. There is no
reason for the government not to take up this
recommendation. It is in the interests of the
Victorian community for the funds to be spent
appropriately across the state, that full advantage is
taken of the money and that it does not go into pet
projects.
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - The Gaming
Machine Control (Community Support Fund) Bill is
disgraceful. The only way to restore a shred. of
credibility and integrity to the public accountability
of the administration of funds is to adopt the
amendment proposed by the honourable member
for Niddrie. The Premier is already using the
Community Support Fund as his personal slush
fund.
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Mr Kennett - Give us an example.
Mr MILDENHALL - OneAustralia is a prime
example. I looked at the documents obtained
pursuant to a freedom of information request. What
a golden opportunity. The easiest way to get
$1.5 million of public money is to write a letter to the
Premier and have a couple of quick chats over the
phone along the lines of, 'I refer to the letter I sent
and our discussions in the past couple of days', and,
'Yes, here is a cheque for $1.5 million, in anticipation
of a contract being signed on the basis of an
exchange of letters', and, 'Of course, if we don't need
all the money, we'll return the balance. Of course,
it's on the basis that we are going to win the
America's Cup and it will be held in Melbourne'.
Unfortunately, the boat is now at the bottom of the
harbour. It sank in the first competition it entered.

The request to the Premier for the $1.5 million was
allegedly just top-up funding; all the funds were
supposedly in hand. The people involved were not
sure if $1.5 million was needed, but it would secure
the event for Melbourne. Have any funds been
returned to the public of Victoria - the people in
my community who have been devastated by the
gambling industry, the families of people who have
committed suicide, the families of people who have
lost their assets, such as cars, the families who have
been ruined by the new epidemic of gambling? No,
the money is at the bottom of the harbour because
the Premier gave it to his mates. The Premier is
using the fund as his personal slush fund.
Bronwyn Pike from the Uniting Church summed up
the community's expectation and understanding of
the Community Support Fund when she said that
she understood that the fund was set up primarily to
mitigate the negative effects of gambling. She said
the fund needs to concentrate more on broad
community needs.
When the casino legislation was introduced the
community understood that there would be some
downsides to establishing a new gambling industry.
What happened? The fund has been used for all
sorts of pet projects that are absolutely unrelated to
the purpose for which it was intended. It has been
used for observation decks, yachts that have sunk
and the Melbourne Sports and Aquatic Centre. That
centre is a fantastic project which should have been
funded years ago. It was not built before now only
because the appropriate authorities had difficulty in
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locating funds. It should have been funded from
consolidated revenue.
The Community Support Fund has been managed
inappropriately and diverted into inappropriate
projects. If we were to ask a cross-section of the
Victorian community what sorts of projects and
expenditure they would have expected from the
Community Support Fund I am sure they would
have said the treatment of problem gamblers,
alleviation of problems caused to the families of
gamblers and so on. How much has been spent on
such projects? Less than 20 per cent of the
Community Support Fund. That is not a sufficient
amount to spend on gambling-related problems. It is
appalling.
The Auditor-General, who is muzzled by the
government, has managed by tabling his report to
blow the whistle on where the funds have gone. I
would have hoped that the Auditor-General had
gone much further into the matter by doing a
performance report on the problem-gambling
services that are funded.
The western suburbs have the highest number of
poker machines per capita of any area in Melbourne,
and certainly my electorate has a much higher
proportion of machines than the average Melbourne
electorate, yet the number of people who are using
the services funded by the Community Support
Fund is extremely low. So, in the communities that
most need them we have the lowest penetration of
funded services.
The Community Support Fund has not been
effective in meeting its original objectives and is an
absolute disgrace. It has been used as the biggest
pork barrel in the state. Not many government
members have had experience in the community
and public sector management areas, and there has
been an abject failure of the Liberal-National party
coalition to recruit that sort of expertise. Honourable
members who have had experience in that area
know how to set up funding guidelines and the
tricks of the trade of setting up slush funds.
The Community Support Fund follows the classic
guidelines for slush funds. If honourable members
look at the list of purposes they will find money can
be allocated for any purpose one could name. The
other thing you do if you do not want accountability
and transparency is not have any deadlines - you
just have rolling funding. Without deadlines, clear
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and precise guidelines and funding criteria, if a
letter turns up or you get a phone call you can
simply allocate funds because you are not obliged to
obtain a whole series of submissions, compare them
against a set of guidelines, put them into priority
order and assess them in detail. The government has
modelled this bill on the manual for setting up a
slush fund. This is a classic example of
mismanagement and misappropriation of funds
intended for community purposes and of deception
of the public. Most people would consider
$150 million going into the Community Support
Fund as some sort of compensation for the
difficulties many families are going through, but if
they found out for what purposes that money was
being allocated they would be absolutely appalled.
I am pleased to be part of an opposition argument
that seeks not only to expose those shortcomings
and support the obvious concern of the
Auditor-General but also to sensibly, constructively
and creatively set up the type of alternative
impartial arms-Iength structure that is required for
the administration of the allocation of funds that go
through a body such as the Community Support
Fund - a structure that, given the types of people
who would be appointed to a board of trustees,
would result in an appropriate and precise set of
guidelines being put in place.
I warmly endorse the approach taken by the
honourable member for Niddrie - it is long
overdue - and if the government had any sense of
integrity or commitment to the broad purpose to
which the community has entrusted the fund, it
would also support that approach. I urge the
Auditor-General not be browbeaten and muzzled by
the government as he has been over the past couple
of days but to track down every last dollar of these
funds.

The use of the Community Support Fund will
emerge as the financial scandal of the next decade.
Money could end up anywhere as a result of the
way the Premier allocates funding to a select
network of pet projects and individuals. I urge the
house to support the amendment moved by the
honourable member for Niddrie and to absolutely
reject the bill put forward by the government.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) - I
support the amendment moved by the honourable
member for Niddrie. A fund which generates
$150 million a year and which is growing needs to
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be open, accountable, unbiased and administered
properly. The Community Support Fund has been
used totally inappropriately by the government as a
slush fund. Sporting groups are greatly concerned
that of a total of $60.67 million allocated under the
fund's sports and recreation program, $56.9 million
or 93 per cent has been made available for one
project, the Melbourne Sports and Aquatic Centre.
As the honourable member for Footscray said,
although the centre is a great project it should be
funded as a separate line item in the state budget
and not from the Community Support Fund, which
was originally designed to provide access to funds
for community-based clubs to improve their
facilities.

That source of funds is becoming more important
because the state government is prOviding less and
less support through its capital works program for
sport and recreation projects. In addition, cutbacks
to local government funding mean that level of
government is also spending less on capital works
programs for sport and recreation and the federal
funding cutbacks will have a further impact. Sport
and recreation groups see the Community Support
Fund as a vehicle for having their projects
recognised and for upgrading their facilities. Those
organisations want an end to the situation in which
only those in favour with the Premier get access to
the fund.
Other community funds operate differently from the
way the Community Support Fund is operated. The
funding round for the Active for Life program is
currently open and closes on 29 July. The program is
advertised, applications are called for and
community groups have the opportunity to apply
for funding under certain guidelines. A committee
then makes funding decisions in an open and
unbiased way. The Vichealth annual sports safety
and equipment grant operates in a similar way the way government funding should be delivered to
the community. Funding should not be allocated at
the personal whim of the Premier or other ministers
but by an independent group that is representative
of the community and of the different interests of the
organisations seeking access to funds.
Many sporting organisations need extensive capital
works programs. The Premier gets around to
sporting groups and would probably be aware that
they attempt to obtain and combine funding from all
levels of government. Many groups whose members
come from a wider area than the municipality in
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which their facilities are located cannot obtain funds
from local councils, who naturally are reluctant to
fund facilities that will be used by people from
outside their area, and those groups see the
Community Support Fund as an opportunity to
obtain funds.
Bentleigh Greens Soccer Club recently worked
through a process with the Gty of Kingston and the
federal government as part of the federal
government's unemployment funding programs to
develop a sports facility which will be used by both
the Bentleigh Greens and Moorabbin City soccer
clubs and which will attract hundreds of people
from a wider area of Melbourne. The project will
cost $500 000. They will not get funding from the
City of Kingston, but they may be able to get some
combined funding from the Gty of Kingston and the
Community Support Fund if the fund were open
and fair. The clubs field many sporting teams and
are both doing well in their respective leagues.
Hundreds of people come out to see their games.
But the problem they have is that the Gty of
Kingston says, Well, look, it is $500 000. That is a lot
of money. Go to the state government'. What state
government programs are there?
Mr KenneH - What is the name of the club?
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS - The Bentleigh
Greens Soccer Club, and any support you can give,
Premier, would be very much appreciated.
Mr KenneH interjected.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS - No, I am not the
local member, Premier; I am the shadow minister.
We are working cooperatively with the honourable
member for Mordialloc to try to assist them. The
bOHom line is not whether a group is in my
electorate, but that everyone knows this is not an
open, fair and accountable process. The reality is
that the peak sporting groups know that the CSF is a
big rort. They know that there is no use
applying-Mr KenneH - Which group?
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS - You go around and
talk to peak sporting groups.
Mr KenneH interjected.
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Mr PANDAZOPOULOS - I am very happy to
name people. I addressed the board meeting of
Vicsport and some of its members said they were
very concerned. They support the Melbourne Sports
and Aquatic Centre but are very concerned that
funding is going to one project and not to
community-based projects, as they should be. But
Vicsport is only one organisation. How many are
applying from the community?
Mr KenneH interjected.

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS - Are you going to
threaten Vicsport now, Premier? Are you going to be
a thug with Vicsport as well?
TheACTUNGSPEAKER(MrCwrurun~)

Order! The honourable member for Dandenong will
address the Chair.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS - They are out there
trying to do the right thing by young people and
members of the community who are interested in
sport and in an active recreational lifestyle, Premier,
and they are looking to you - The ACTUNG SPEAKER (Mr Cwrurun~) Order! The honourable member for Dandenong will
address the Chair.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS - They are looking to
you for support in the community. They know that
you have rorted the system. There is $750 000 prize
money for the Ford Australian Tennis Open. It
might be fine, but it is prize money - we are talking
about community funds - Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS - Not from the
Community Support Fund. H you want to do
separate line items, Premier - Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS - Definitely not,
Premier. We totally support Tennis Australia; you
know that it was Labor that secured that by
providing - The ACTUNG SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member will address the Chair.
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Mr PANDAZOPOULOS - Thank you,
Mr Acting Speaker. Labor secured that by providing
funding for the National Tennis Centre - not out of
a rorted fund like the Community Support Fund but
as a separate line item in the budget.

said, 'Let's apply for funds from the Community
Support Fund.'? He knows who makes the decision:
the decision is made by the bloke over there.

When you were opposition leader, Premier, you
were very critical of the National Tennis Centre. It
was Labor that secured that for Victoria, as Labor
secured the Great Southern Stand at the MCG,
which has meant that we can have a lot more events
at the MCG - but as a separate line item in the
budget, not a rort from the Community Support
Fund.

The ACTING SPEAKER - The honourable
member will address members by their correct titles.

If you look at the Hansard of the early debates on all
this, you will see that the Community Support Fund
was about providing resources to community-based
organisations, recognising that local councils cannot
provide all the funds, recognising that sports
facilities are often funded by a cocktail of funds from
local councils, the state and federal governments and
contributions from local clubs. No club can fund a
$500 000 project on its own - a $500 000 facility for
a range of soccer activities. No group can do thatnone. They all know that the only way you can do it
is by having local council support.
Earlier I mentioned the Bentleigh Greens Soccer
Oub. What have we had in that case? Bentleigh
Greens Soccer Oub is very keen, if the Premier is
interested, in seeking whatever funding is
available - Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr P ANDAZOPOULOS - For a $500 000
project. I am giving that to you only as an example
of a project that needs to be funded.

Mr Kennett - You have to encourage them to
apply.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS - Now that you are
inviting us to apply, we will be applying, thank you,
Premier. I have been trying to work cooperatively
with the honourable member for Mordialloc on this,
because it is located in his electorate. We are trying
to work cooperatively, and now that the Premier is
very pleased to support it, I am sure the Bentleigh
Greens Soccer Oub will be keen to await a
favourable decision for any future application in
relation to the Community Support Fund. But in
discussions, has the member for Mordialloc actually

Honourable members interjecting.

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS - The honourable
member for Mordialloc is not confident that
decisions will be made in an open, accountable and
fair way because he may not necessarily have the
same ear of the Premier. We all know that the
Premier is not too keen on him.
But the point I want to make is that numerous
sporting projects need funding. The Community
Support Fund should be open and accountable with
representatives from different organisations across
the state, including gambling advisory groups, sport
and recreation groups, tourism groups, and drug
education groups, which is what the Premier wants
to change the fund to, and we are certainly
supportive of that. But the committee should be
independent. It should go through the applications
and be accountable in its own right. It should make
recommendations to the government and then,
based on the decisions of the committee, project by
project, the government should authorise the release
of funds from the Community Support Fund.
We are not talking about a committee that
pork-barrels. We all know that had it not been. for
the grand prix the Melbourne Sports and Aquatic
Centre would not have been built there. We are
pleased to get any facilities in any way we can, but
they should be considered as separate line items.
The Community Support Fund is being used to get
the government out of little political difficulties.
Some worthwhile projects have been funded out of
it, such as the feasibility study for a velodrome,
which received $50 000 - we agree with that; that
should be part of the process - and the Victorian
Institute of Sport athletes program, which, as part of
the focus on the Olympic Games in Atlanta and
Sydney, received $2.68 million. But let it be done in
an open and accountable way. Funding of $350 000
was also made available for floodlights to the South
Melbourne Soccer Oub. That is fine as well. But
make sure every community group has such
opportunities available to it.

ROAD SAFETY (WHEEL CLAMPING) BILL

ASSEMBLY

Thursday, 20 June 1996

Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS - No, they don't know,
Mr Premier. Such funding is not advertised. As
members of Parliament we all receive information
from ministers advising us when there are annual
functing rounds. The Minister for Sport sends out
letters advising that the Active for Life program is
open for funding and that we should encourage
local community groups to apply for that. Vichealth
sends out letters to all members of Parliament
advising that it is receiving applications under the
sports safety and equipment program. But are we
advised as members of Parliament that from a
certain date, 1 July or whatever, applications will be
received for funds for projects under the
Community Support Fund? No, we are not. Why
not? Because the government wants very few people
to know about this, because the fewer people who
know about it, the easier it is for the government to
hand out funds that are politically useful to it but are
not necessarily the most useful to the community
and are not necessarily distributed fairly.

Of all the projects funded so far, totalling
$60.67 million for the sport and recreation side of the
fund, not one has been outside metropolitan
Melbourne. In fact, not one has been for anything
outside the inner city area of Melbourne. The
Community Support Fund is ignoring the outer
suburbs of Melbourne; it is ignoring country and
regional Victoria. As the government makes
announcements on Community Support Fund
grants for sport and recreation programs it is
ignoring the majority of the state, ignoring most of
the needs of the community. And the needs are out
there and growing! The government is forcing local
government to cut back because the new federal
Howard government wants to cut back $8 billion in
federal programs. That will affect local communities,
and the state government is not doing its bit.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The time
appointed for debate on this bill has expired.

legislation is a creative and sensible means of
encouraging greater investment in plantations.

Motion agreed to.

The bill provides for an agreement between the
landowner and the tree owner which is capable of
being noted on title. The bill provides that by
registering an agreement under this legislation with
the Registrar of Titles it will become a covenant that
runs with the land, thereby protecting the property
of the tree owner even if the land changes hands.
Both the land asset and the trees will be tradeable
separately. This government is interested in creating
opportunities, not in tangling potential investors in
red tape. The bill therefore creates property rights in
the trees and sets out minimum requirements for the
proper definition of the agreement between the
parties. Beyond that it leaves the parties free to
negotiate an agreement which best suits their
particular circumstances, their rights and duties and
the amount of risk they are prepared to accept. The
legislation is not intended to replace successful
arrangements already existing between landowners
and investors. It offers an alternative means of
structuring agreements.

Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

FORESTRY RIGHTS BILL
Second reading
Or NA.PTInNE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

I am pleased to bring before the house a measure to
facilitate the establishment of plantation forests in
Victoria. It will remain necessary in the foreseeable
future to utilise our native growth forests for a range
of purposes because of the economic importance of
hardwood forest products. The government is,
however, committed to encouraging increased
investment in plantation forests as a means of
supplementing and substituting for native growth
forests.

In addition to the wood and fibre resource which
plantations will provide in the future, they are also a
means of combating salinity and land degradation.
In recent weeks I have visited a number of areas of
the state where land is salt affected and have seen
the effect of reforestation in lowering water tables,
thereby reducing salinity-related problems.
The legislation before the house is an innovative
approach which fulfils the government's
commitment under the national forests policy of
1992 to seek to 'establish a sound legal basis for
separating the forest asset component from the land
asset for the purposes of selling timber'. Some other
jurisdictions have facilitated forestry through
legislation based upon the legal concept of profits a
prendre, a right granted by a landowner to permit
harvesting on his or her land. The government
considered it was possible to improve upon that
approach and to enhance the degree of security
available to both landowners and forest property
owners. The greater security offered under this

This proposal was introduced in the last Parliament
with the intention of making it available for
discussion by stakeholders. Some of my
parliamentary colleagues have discussed the
proposal with their constituents and officers of my
department have visited several areas of the state to
explain the concept to stakeholders. I am pleased to
say that there has been a very positive response and
that the proposal has been welcomed by landowners
and timber industry interests.
During discussion on the bill some stakeholders
raised the question of harvest security in the light of
planning controls on forestry. In order to assure
myself on this matter I have obtained the advice of
senior counsel. He has advised that the relevant
statewide planning controls are to be found in
clauses 3(10), planning policy related to timber
production, 7(4), controls over the removal of native
vegetation, and 8(6), controls relating to timber
production. There may also, of course, be local
planning controls which investors should take into
account.
Counsel advises that the general thrust of the policy
set out in clause 3(10) is 'to encourage the
establishment of softwood and hardwood
plantations on cleared land, and to conduct forestry
operations in accordance with the code of forest
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practices for timber production. The policy
acknowledges the important role of timber
production in the Victorian economy, and the need
to encourage new timber plantations to augment the
limited production that will be available from native
forests.'
He further advises that under clause 7(4) relating to
native vegetation, a permit is not required to remove
or top native vegetation which 'has been planted for
forestry, agroforestry, shelter belts, woodlots, street
trees, gardens, horticultural purposes or the like'.
Clause 8(6) requires that timber production is
conducted in accordance with the code of forest
practices. Counsel's view is that while planning
controls operate independently from rights created
in this bill, he believes that 'generally speaking, the
exemption of "planted vegetation or harvesting"
from the native vegetation controls - clause 7(4) would apply to the use of land contemplated by a
forest property agreement'. I trust that that advice
will clear up the concerns which have been raised
and that investors will be encouraged to consider
plantation forestry, whether through the mechanism
provided by this legislation or through other forms
of agreement.
With this legislation Victoria is once again leading
the way in promoting the development of an
industry which has immense value for the national
future.
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it repeals section 23(1) of the act which precludes

the trust from leasing or licensing land that is not
vested in the trust; and
it revokes a small portion of a permanent

reservation required for the operation of the
Melbourne Exhibition Centre.
The trust cannot presently lease or licence land
unless that land is vested in it - 'vested' meaning
granted to the trust by way of freehold title. Certain
land required for the operation of the centre cannot
be vested in the trust, but will be leased or licensed
to it. To enable the trust to sublease or licence-lease
land, which it proposes doing consistent with the
requirement in the act that it carry out its functions
through the private sector, it is necessary to repeal
section 23(1). The repeal of section 23(1) will have no
effect on the power of the trust beyond overcoming
the subleasing problem.
Secondly, the amendment revokes a small part of the
Polly Woodside permanent reservation (described
by plan) to enable that land to be used for exhibition
purposes. A recent survey has indicated that the
Melbourne Exhibition Centre is in fact partly
constructed over that reservation, and the
amendment will revoke the permanent reservation
to the extent required.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HAMILTON
(Morwell).

The National Trust, as committee of management
under the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 of the
permanent reservation, accepts that it is necessary to
excise this small portion of land from the reservation
and that that action will have no adverse
implications for their management of the area.

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 4 July.

I commend the bill to the house.

I commend the bill to the house.

MELBOURNE EXHIBITION CENTRE
(AMENDMENTI BILL
Second reading
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The bill addresses two matters that have come to
light since the enactment of the Melbourne
Exhibition Centre Act 1994:

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DOLLlS
(Richmond).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 4 July.

TRANSPORT (RAIL SAFETY) BILL
Second reading
Mr BROWN (Minister for Transport) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this bill is to improve the operation
of rail-based transport by providing a legislative
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scheme for the accreditation of managers of rail
infrastructure and the providers and operators of
rail-based transport.
Historically, Victoria's passenger and rail freight
services have been provided by the Public Transport
Corporation which operates suburban and country
passenger and freight trains as well as Melbourne's
tram system. The Public Transport Corporation has
managed most of Victoria's rail infrastructure and
has been both the provider and operator of most
rail-based transport. It has also regulated its own
operational safety. While a government agency was
the only major enterprise involved this situation
worked satisfactorily. This is no longer the case.
Recently the National Rail Corporation commenced
significant operations within the state. The State Rail
Authority of New South Wales and Australian
National operate interstate passenger services, and
small privately operated freight and passenger
operations are undertaken by Specialised Container
Transport, West Coast Railway and Hoys Roadlines.
TNT has just made arrangements to operate a
regular freight service across southern Australia,
commencing on 20 June this year. In addition there
are some tourist railway and tram operators, mostly
in rural Victoria. All told, there are currently 26 rail
organisations operating under interim accreditation
arrangements.
The Transport Act 1983 places an obligation on the
Secretary to the Department of Infrastructure to
ensure that a public transport system is provided in
Victoria that is efficient, effective, safe and reliable.
To meet the requirement to ensure that a safe system
is provided the department has implemented a
system of safety accreditation. However, the existing
accreditation system in Victoria has no legislative
support and is administratively-based.
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including construction and maintenance of rail
infrastructure and rolling stock maintenance;
for prOvision of specialist advice to the minister
and secretary on specific safety issues and to
transport operators on operational and technical
matters;
for monitoring incidents and accidents and
associated investigations to ensure that
recommendations are implemented and that any
trends are identified and investigated; and
for Victorian input to the development of national
rail safety standards and a nationally consistent
approach to rail safety in conjunction with the
commonwealth and the other states.
The director chairs a panel which evaluates
applications for and makes recommendations on the
issue and review of rail safety accreditation. The
panel currently consists of experts in the disciplines
of law, safety systems, train operations, tram
operations, mechanical engineering, signal
engineering and track engineering. The bill gives
legal underpinning to the accreditation
arrangements that have commenced to operate on
an administrative footing.
The bill also gives effect to the Intergovernmental
Agreement on Rail Safety which operates from
1 July 1996. At the heart of the agreement is the
endorsement by the commonwealth, the mainland
states and the Australian Capital Territory of the
need for a cost-effective nationally consistent
approach to rail safety which ensures that there is no
barrier to the entry of third-party operators. The
scheme is based on:
safety accreditation of railway owners and
operators;

Until earlier this year the secretary was advised on
rail safety matters by the Public Transport
Corporation. With effect from 1 February 1996, with
the establishment of the Public Transport Safety
Directorate, that advice is now generated within the
Department of Infrastructure itself.

development and implementation of performance
based standards;

The directorate is responsible:

greater accountability and transparency; and

for implementation and management of public
transport safety accreditation systems to ensure
the safe operation of all public and private rail
and road-based transport services in Victoria

mutual recognition of accreditation between
accrediting authorities;

facilitating competition and technical and
commercial innovation consistent with safe
practice.
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The Intergovernmental Agreement on Rail Safety
calls on states to pass legislation or take appropriate
administrative action under existing legislation to
allow for the application of the Australian Rail
Safety Standard - together with any additional
local requirements - as the basis for accrediting safe
operations by interstate rail operators or owners.

The bill allows for regulations to be made exempting
any person or class of people from the need to be
accredited. At this stage there is no intention to
make such regulations, but the ability to do so has
been included in the bill in case that proves desirable
as part of finetuning the introduction of the new
legislative accreditation scheme.

The entire safety scheme will operate on
co-regulation principles. 1bis means that for
practical purposes rail safety matters will be jointly
regulated by industry and government with
minimal bureaucracy. The key to the scheme is the
use of accreditation - rail operators and
infrastructure owners are compelled to become
accredited as having satisfactory safety systems and
operations in place. The accreditation requirements
may differ from operator to operator, so that the
acceptable safety standards applicable to small, local
railways will not necessarily be identical to those
which will apply to the larger interstate or intrastate
operators who may run services across a number of
railways.

Having obtained accreditation, a person becomes
subject to regular compliance audits and inspections.
It is obvious that proper monitoring is necessary to
ensure that safety standards are maintained. There
will also be random audits and inspections where
necessary. Minimal enforcement powers needed to
underpin these functions are specified in the bill.
The legislation empowers the secretary, or a person
properly authorised, to enter land on which there is
a railway or rolling stock and inspect anything there,
and exercise other powers, but only for the purpose
of determining whether there has been compliance
with the act.

Specifically, the bill requires three categories of
persons to obtain accreditation - namely, managers
of rail infrastructure; operators of rolling stock; and
providers of rolling stock. The definitions of these
categories cover the usual situations where a person
may manage the train control or infrastructure of a
railway, or operate the rolling stock, or do both of
these things. The third category of accreditation,
'provider of rolling stock', covers a person who, as
part of an undertaking carried on by the person,
'designs, constructs, maintains, repairs, or alters
rolling stock'. 1bis includes activities often
performed by traditional railway operators, but is
also capable of including other specialist activities
which are at the heart of rail safety, such as the
building or repair of locomotives.
If an operator fails to gain accreditation or fails to
abide by the conditions of its accreditation it faces
heavy penalties and could be stopped from
providing services. A range of penalties have been
provided in the act to ensure that appropriate
sanctions exist to deter non-compliance with this
important legislation. The maximum penalty
provided for is a fine of $250 000, in the case of a
corporation, or 12 months imprisonment and/or a
fine of $100 000 in any other case. Compliance
incentives are therefore substantial, meaning that the
industry will monitor its performance with great
care.

It is considered that the proposed legislation will not
restrict competition in the market for transport by
rail. The thrust of the bill and the purpose of
accreditation is to ensure the safe operation of rail
and tram systems. The aim is similar to what road
safety legislation seeks to achieve. An accredited
person must be able to demonstrate the capacity to
meet the government's standards for rail safety to
the degree and in the manner required as specified
in the accreditation. Usually the standards will be
some or all of those contained in the Australian
Standard on Railway Safety Management. These are
technical standards which rely heavily on
performance-based criteria. Compliance with the
standards will not preclude new entrants to the
industry, nor will the requirements of the standards
confer any significant advantage on incumbents.
An important practical effect of the bill will be to
facilitate the movement of interstate trains
throughout Australia by achieving consistency of
safety standards through the inclusion in this bill of
the principle of mutual recognition.

The bill makes other amendments, mainly of a
machinery or consequential nature, to the Transport
Act. In relation to the enforcement of blood-alcohol
controls on workers engaged in rail safety work, the
bill gives the power to appoint authorised officers to
the secretary instead of to the Chief Executive of the
Public Transport Corporation. At present the
Transport Act allows the secretary to appoint an
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authorised officer who may require a person to state
his or her name and address in particular
circumstances. The Public Transport Corporation
may similarly authorise an officer, but such an
authorisation presently carries with it a range of
other powers, including power to search a person's
property or to arrest him or her. The bill will enable
an authorisation by the Public Transport
Corporation to be confined to the power to require
name and address.
The bill will amend the power of arrest provisions in
the Transport Act by bringing them into line with
the existing requirements in the Crimes Act. The
change will give formal recognition to the fact that
offenders who have been arrested may at any time
be released. if the reason for their arrest disappears.
The bill also amends the Transport Act to provide
that where a prior conviction is relevant under the
act, a prior conviction is to include offences where
the person was found guilty but had no conviction
recorded because of a good behaviour bond or
otherwise. This will be relevant only where an
offence under the act carries a higher maximum
penalty for a second offence. The amendment brings
the Transport Act into line with the infringement
provisions in section 90 of the Road Safety Act 1986.
The bill also makes a minor amendment to the
delegation powers of the secretary contained in the
Public Transport Competition Act 1995. The need for
this amendment has arisen out of the recent
machinery-of-government changes.
Regulations will need to be made under the
legislation before it comes into effect. Regulations
will be required to provide for the registration of
private sidings, to report specified notifiable
occurrences and to set fees (other than fees that are
strictly fees for services). In relation to applications
for accreditation, apart from the initial application
fee, fees will be organisation specific and will be
dependent on the size of the organisation seeking
accreditation and the scale and type of activities it
conducts. To minimise the impact on small rail
owners or operators, including heritage and tourist
enterprises, the accreditation and annual fees will be
based on a sliding scale related to operational units
of rolling stock and/ or per track kilometrage
accredited for operation. This will ensure that
smaller organisations are not faced with an
unreasonable level of fees.
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The transitional arrangements contained in the bill
provide that all existing managers of rail
infrastructure or providers or operators of rolling
stock will be deemed to be accredited for one year
for activities undertaken at the time the act comes
into effect. This will enable them to continue their
current activities for up to 12 months before they
need to become substantively accredited in
accordance with the new legislative requirements.
Safety is a critical issue in the rail industry. Trains
and trams carry thousands of people each day, often
through heavily congested urban areas which
comprise residences, sensitive industrial areas and
major traffic routes. In current circumstances there is
a clear need to show a proper regard for safety. In
this time of change involving new entrants to
rail-based transport there is a need to remove the
government operator from its regulatory role over
competitors' safety. The bill is consistent with other
transport legislation which separates regulatory
functions from the operational activities of
government. In the area of passenger transport
services by bus, for example, the Secretary to the
Department of Infrastructure already has regulatory
responsibility.
The model proposed in this bill will meet Victoria's
national obligations while introducing a
co-regulatory safety scheme which will be very
effective and truly independent of
government-owned rail operators. It will also be cost
effective.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjoumed on motion of Mr BATCHELOR
(Thomastown).
Debate adjoumed until Thursday, 4 July.

LEGAL PRAcrICE BILL
Second reading
Mrs WADE (Attomey-General) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

This bill represents the most far-reaching reform of
the structure and regulation of the legal profession
for over a century. In 1891 the Legal Profession
Practice Act created a fused profession by abolishing
the formal distinction between barristers and
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solicitors and providing that every person admitted
to legal practice in Victoria is admitted as a barrister
and solicitor of the Supreme Court. Nevertheless, for
practical purposes, the profession has for the most
part remained divided into barristers, being
members of the Victorian bar, and solicitors, being
members of the Law Institute of Victoria. TIris bill
removes the last practical impediments to a truly
fused profession while acknowledging the
importance to the administration of justice in
Victoria of an independent bar. More importantly,
the bill provides for a new regulatory structure built
upon two great liberal principles: public
accountability of powerful private institutions and
freedom of association.
Background to the bill
The legal profession is a vital component in the
system by which this state strives to administer
justice. Lawyers are not merely another occupational
group. Together with members of the judiciary,
members of the legal profession stand between the
powerful and the weak, the rich and the poor, the
citizen and the state. As such, they play an
important role in one of the central branches of
government and, therefore, are properly considered
an integral part of the constitutional structure of
Victoria. Moreover, as judges are drawn from the
legal profession, it is vital that they develop a cast of
mind while practitioners that makes them immune
to any improper influences. 1his bill ensures that the
profession will remain properly independent of the
executive government while at the same time truly
serving the public interest.
The reforms contained in the bill form part of this
government's commitment to improving the
administration of justice in Victoria. They aim to
create an optimum regulatory environment in which
the profession can provide effective and efficient
service to the public. The government does not
pretend the reforms will magically solve the ancient
problem of the cost of justice, although it is
anticipated that some of the reforms will make the
cost of legal representation less expensive. Most
certainly, this bill is not a reflection of the lack of
regard many members of the community
unfortunately have for the legal profession,
manifested in the lawyer bashing that frequently
appears in the press. The government considers that
many members of the profession give valuable
service to the community, often by providing their
professional services at little or no cost.
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The bill is the result of a great deal of thought and
consultation. In June 1994 I released a discussion
paper entitled, 'Reforming the Legal Profession: An
Agenda for Change', which was given detailed
consideration by my working party on the legal
profession. I wish to thank again the members of
that working party: Associate Professor Greg Craven
(Chairman), the Hon. James Guest, Or Robert
Dean, MLA, Mr Robert Clark, MLA, Mr Peter
Ryan, MLA, Mr Ian Roach, Mr Paul Ramler,
Ms Fiona Hanlon, Mr Chris Humphreys, Mr Rex
Deighton-Smith, Ms Jenny Melican and Ms Kirsten
Gray.
The working party produced its report in September
1995, after receiving submissions from interested
persons and holding meetings with organisations
having a particular interest in the legal profession. In
December last year the Department of Justice
released draft proposals for a legal practice bill
based on the report of the working party. More than
300 copies of the draft proposals were distributed.
Many helpful submissions containing comments on
the draft proposals were received and a considerable
number of these have been discussed at length with
their authors.
The regulatory regime
(A) Co-regulation by the profession and the Legal
Ombudsman

The regulatory regime reflected in the current act
has at least three major flaws. First, the legal
profession is almost entirely self-regulating. While
there are independent tribunals to hear charges in
disciplinary matters and to resolve disputes between
lawyers and their clients, the investigation and
prosecution of such charges is entirely in the hands
of the existing professional associations. Although
self-regulation has been largely effective, there
continue to be instances of failure. Moreover, too
many members of the public think that professional
associations put the interests of their members
before all others.
The government considers that the legal profession
should continue to be self-regulating,
notwithstanding the changes in the nature of the
profession. Many lawyers now view their
occupation as a business providing legal services,
instead of a privilege granted by society that carries
important social obligations. One commentator has
described this change as a paradigmatic shift from
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social trustee professionalism to expert
professionalism. Yet the legal profession occupies a
vital place in the administration of justice and
therefore should not be directly regulated by the
executive government or, indeed, a
semi-govemment authority.

If public confidence in the legal profession and,
therefore, in the administration of justice is to be
maintained, it is vital both that the few instances of
self-interest be eliminated and that the public
perceive the system of regulation to serve the public
interest and never private, professional interests.
Although a Lay Observer has been appointed since
1978 to oversee the disciplinary processes of the Law
Institute and the bar, the person fulfilling the role of
Lay Observer has inadequate powers. The bill
therefore establishes the office of Legal
Ombudsman. By overseeing self-regulation of
complaints against lawyers, the Legal Ombudsman
will ensure that the public interest is always
paramount. At the same time, the bill will ensure
that the legal profession acts as a true profession in a
spirit of public service by maintaining a system of
self-regulation.

(8) Removing unnecessary restrictions on competition
in the legal profession
The second flaw in the current regulatory regime is
the premise of a strict demarcation in the mode of
legal practice between barristers and solicitors.
While statistically that demarcation is still dominant,
increasingly the dichotomy is becoming blurred.
Several solicitors have been made Queen's Counsel
in recognition of their expertise in advocacy in
criminal matters. A number of solicitors' firms
include in-house counsel. On the other side of the
profession, the bar has relaxed its prohibition on
direct access to barristers and on co-advocacy
between barristers and solicitors. The bill enshrines
the principles of direct access and co-advocacy,
subject to reasonable limitations. In addition, the bill
makes robing for advocates optional, except in jury
trials. As a drafting matter, the bill forsakes the
terms 'barrister' and 'solicitor' and instead describes
all persons admitted by the Supreme Court as 1egal
practitioners'. Those who engage in legal practice
are described as 'current practitioners'.
The measures reflect the principles of economic
competition to which the government is committed.
Those principles are also evident in the prohibition
of rules compelling practitioners to acquire
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chambers or business premises in a specified
location or from a specified person and rules
requiring practitioners to engage a licensed clerk.
Moreover, the bill anticipates the regime for a
reciprocal right of legal practice proposed by the
Standing Committee of Attorneys-General by
allowing interstate practitioners to practise in
Victoria without first being admitted by the
Supreme Court and obtaining a Victorian practising
certificate.
As a further measure to ensure that the principles
underlying the national competition policy guide the
regulation of the profession, the bill confers on the
Legal Ombudsman the role of examining any
practices of, or legislation regulating, the legal
profession that might be unjustifiably
anti-competitive or impose unreasonable costs on
the public.

I wish to place on record the government's
commitment to permitting multidisciplinary
practices. The bill does not provide for them because
there has been insufficient time to explore the
several highly complex issues surrounding them. I
will ask the Legal Ombudsman to report as a matter
of priority on how to implement multid.isciplinary
practices.
Honourable members will note that, unlike the draft
proposals, the bill does not exempt the sole practice
rules of the Victorian bar from the commonwealth
Trade Practices Act 1974 and the Competition Code.
Such an exemption is unnecessary because the
government's firm view, which accords with the
opinion of the New South Wales Legal Profession
Advisory Council, is that those rules are both
pro-competitive and in the public interest.
Nevertheless, if there are relevant developments in
other Australian jurisdictions, the government will
revisit the idea of an exemption.
A second change from the draft proposals concerns
the role of the Liability Committee in insuring legal
practitioners against negligence. It was initially
proposed that all firms, incorporated practitioners
and sole or corporate practitioners who were
authorised to receive trust money would be required
to insure with the Liability Committee. Under the
bill, that restriction does not apply: the Liability
Committee will be one insurer among many from
which to obtain the necessary professional
indemnity insurance. The govemment will discuss
the consequences of this change with representatives
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from the insurance industry and the profession
between now and the commencement of the spring
sittings of Parliament.
(C)

Voluntary membership otprofessional associations

Thirdly, there is at present de facto compulsory
unionism in the profession which restricts freedom
of association in a fashion inimical to principle and
government policy. The bill therefore provides for
the possibility of multiple self-regulatory
professional associations, called recognised
professional associations {RPAs).1n order to
accommodate such an arrangement and to oversee
the regulation of the profession generally, the bill
creates a Legal Practice Board, independent of both
executive government and the profession. The board
will comprise seven members: three lay persons
appointed by the Governor in Council, three legal
practitioners elected by the profession, and a
chairperson, being a retired or serving judge.
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many provisions from the 1891 act that still appear
in their original, highly dense and unpunctuated
drafting style. Even some of the more recent
amendments are drafted in a style that has caused
considerable difficulties for lawyers, let alone clients.
Despite many amendments and several
consolidating acts, there are still notable omissions
from the current act. Moreover, as a result of the
numerous amendments, the present act lacks a
coherent structure. The bill is therefore an entirely
new piece of legislation, not merely an adaptation of
the current act.
The bill is a tribute both to the skill of parliamentary
counsel and to the virtues of a modem drafting style
that fully utilises the tools of punctuation. It is
designed to be comprehensible both to legal
practitioners and to the general public. The needs of
those two audiences are reflected in the structure of
the bill, as well as the collection in part 4 of all
general statutory provisions concerning legal costs,
some of which presently appear in other acts.

Other major policy initiatives
Limitation of jurisdiction of Supreme Court
Apart from the new regulatory regime just
described, the bill contains a number of other
Significant policy initiatives, including:
permitting legal practices to incorporate as
limited liability companies (part 10);
permitting practitioners to charge an uplift of fees
of up to 25 per cent in litigious matters where
there is a costs agreement that provides for some
or all of the legal costs to be contingent on a
successful outcome of the matter (part 4);
an enhanced disclosure regime for the benefit of
potential and actual clients (part 4);
requiring conveyancers to disclose to prospective
clients whether they hold professional indemnity
insurance and, if so, the extent of that cover
(part 13); and
an amendment to the Partnership Act to clarify
the circumstances in which the acts and omissions
of a partner who is a director of a company will
be attributed to the partnership (part 20).

Drafting style of the bill
In style as well as substance, the bill is a landmark.
The Legal Profession Practice Act 1958 contains

I now wish to make a statement under section 85 of
the Constitution Act. Clause 444 of the bill provides
that it is the intention of certain sections to alter or
vary section 85. This clause has the effect of
preventing the Supreme Court from entertaining
certain types of proceedings.
The first class of proceedings is those against a
person who is given protection by the bill from
personal liability as a result of fulfilling a statutory
duty or exercising a statutory discretion. Clauses
89(3) and 190(3) protect a legal practitioner or an
approved clerk who informs the board of a
suspected defalcation. Clause 191(2) protects a bank
or approved financial institution or an employee or
officer thereof who reports a trust account deficiency
to the board. Clauses 209(6) and 222(3) protect the
board from any action arising out of a published
notice calling for claims against the fidelity fund
relating to a particular practitioner or firm, or a
published statement that a fidelity reinsurance
contract does not apply to a particular practitioner
or firm.
In each case, exposure to personal liability for
fulfilling the statutory duty or exercising the
statutory discretion would severely compromise the
achievement of the legislative purposes underlying
those duties and discretions. For example, people
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will be unwilling to report a suspected defalcation or
trust account deficiency unless they can be certain
that a report made in good faith will not embroil
them in litigation.
The device of setting a cut-off date for claims arising
out of a large defalcation has proved to be extremely
cost efficient. Without protection against liability for
damages arising from such a notice, the board
would be extremely reluctant to exercise its
discretion to publish such a notice. Similarly, if the
market for fidelity insurance for Victorian
practitioners improves to the extent that the board
can obtain reinsurance at reasonable rates and set
fidelity fund contributions having regard to the cost
of obtaining fidelity insurance in the market, the
board will need to consider the position of particular
classes of practitioners and firms. The board would
be unable to distinguish between classes of
practitioners and firms without protection from
litigation arising from the publication of the names
of practitioners and firms who fall within or outside
the terms of the reinsurance.
Clause 419 provides immunity to conciliators
appointed by the tribunal for anything done or
omitted to be done in good faith in the exercise of a
power or performance of a duty under the act, or in
the reasonable belief that the act or omission was in
the exercise of a power or the performance of a duty
under the act. Clause 429 provides the same
immunity for the Legal Ombudsman and his or her
employees. These immunities reflect the policy of
the current act. History shows that disgruntled legal
practitioners will join the members and staff of
regulatory bodies in legal proceedings wherever
possible, in an attempt either to exact retribution or
to prevent the relevant persons from performing
their regulatory functions.
The second class of proceedings that will be beyond
the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court is any action
against a partner of a firm, a director, member or
employee of an incorporated practitioner, or a legal
practitioner, in circumstances where the immunity
granted by clause 218 applies. That clause gives an
immunity to innocent principals in a legal practice
where a defalcation occurs. This limitation of the
court's jurisdiction is a corollary of that immunity.
The third class, described in clause 102(3), is any
action to recover legal costs under a contingency fee
agreement that is prohibited. Again, the prohibition
of certain contingency fee arrangements requires
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that practitioners who enter into contracts to further
such arrangements should not be entitled to the
benefit of them.
The fourth class is a consequence of essentially
procedural limitations on the court's jurisdiction.
Clauses 106 and 110 prevent a practitioner from
recovering legal costs without first following certain
procedural steps. In the case of legal costs generally,
clause 106 requires that a bill of costs first be served
and, in most cases, that a period of 30 days elapse
after service of the bill of costs. Clause 110, which
applies to defence costs in criminal proceedings in
the Supreme Court and is currently contained in the
Crimes Act 1958, requires the practitioner to have
the costs assessed and then fixed by the court before
they can be recovered. Allowing a practitioner to
commence an action to recover costs without first
completing these procedural steps would defeat the
protection for clients embodied in these clauses.
Clauses 116(3) and (4) limit the circumstances in
which the Supreme Court may assess a bill of costs.
They are already contained in the Supreme Court
Act 1986. Clause 116(3) generally precludes the
hearing of an application by a client for assessment
of a bill of costs after a judgment in favour of the
practitioner or firm in respect of those costs, or more
than one year after the bill was given or payment
was demanded. Clause 116(4) generally precludes
the assessment of a bill- other than an interim
bill- that has already been assessed. These clauses
afford the practitioner or firm a reasonable degree of
certainty in relation to the possibility of bills of costs
being challenged and to avoid relitigation of the
same issues.
Clause 121 precludes the assessment of costs that
have been the subject of a costs dispute under
division 1 of part 5. Clause 124 prevents the
initiation of proceedings in relation to the subject
matter of a dispute where a client has initiated the
dispute resolution process under part 5, until the
dispute is determined and any appeal rights are
exhausted. The dispute resolution process provided
for in part 5 is designed as a cheap alternative to
litigation in the Magistrates' Court or assessment of
costs in the Supreme Court by the Taxing Master. It
is fundamental to the efficacy of that alternative that
concurrent proceedings in the courts should not be
permitted and that the same issue of costs should
not be litigated in two different courts. Similarly,
clause 115(3)(b) precludes proceedings by a
practitioner or firm to recover costs which are the
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subject of an assessment by the Supreme Court that
has not been completed. 1bis preserves the efficacy
of the assessment process by avoiding concurrent
litigation.
While the number of these clauses is rather large,
they are, almost without exception, uncontroversial.
They have all been discussed. with the Law Institute
and the bar. Apart from clause 110, I understand
that neither the institute nor the bar objects to any of
these clauses insofar as they affect the jurisdiction of
the Supreme Court.
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Will the Attorney-General release to the house the brief
from the Department of Justice saying the audit was
inappropriate?

The answer of the Attorney-General recorded in
Hansard is 'Yes'. My point of order goes to the fact
that in question time the Attorney-General denied
she had said yes. The Hansard record is accurate - it
does not require correction and I will not correct
it - and the only interpretation one can put on it is
that the Attorney-General has misled the house.

Mr Deputy Speaker, I ask you to instruct her to
Conclusion
The scope of the bill makes it impracticable to
outline the major features of each part of the bill and
the reasons underlying them. Were I to have
followed that course some honourable members
might have found their minds wandering on to
other subjects! Important detail about the intention
of particular provisions is found in the explanatory
memorandum that accompanies the bill.

In view of the significance of this bill, the
government intends that it lie on the table until the
spring sitting of Parliament. I encourage honourable
members to study the bill. H it is enacted, Victoria
will have the most competitive and best regulated
legal profession in the country.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr HULLS
(Niddrie).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 4 July 1996.
Mr Bracks - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I refer you to proceedings during question
time today when the Attorney-General said she had
not agreed to table departmental advice and
doubted whether that departmental advice was
there - that is, advice from the Department of
Justice stating that she should not proceed with the
tabling in the Parliament of the special audit.

make a personal explanation to the house on the fact
that she misled the house. About 3 or 4 hours after
10.30 this morning, when she said yes to a request to
table, not advice from the Solicitor-General but
explicitly advice from the Department of Justice, she
said either that that advice did not exist or that she
did not agree to table it. Well this is clear evidence
that that has happened.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I have heard
sufficient. There is no point of order. This morning,
as I recall it, the Attorney-General responded to a
point of order on the documents that were tabled or
were spoken of in the house. She subsequently made
a decision to table the advice that she said she
received on the question that was answered.

There is no point of order. The Attorney-General has
responded to the request to table the documents as
requested, and the Olair has no jurisdiction to
revisit the matter or to request the Attorney-General
to add additional information.
It was quite clear from the Olair that the
Attorney-General was asked to table the information
that you refer to. She has tabled that information and
the Chair is not in the position to request the
Attorney-General to proceed further.

Mr Bracks - On a fresh point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker - The DEPUTY SPEAKER -

Order! It must be a

new point of order.
I ask you, Mr Deputy Speaker, to rule on the matter.
I have received the Hansard transcript of my
contribution in debate this morning when I raised.
this matter. At 10.30 a.m. the Attorney-General was
at the table when I asked:

Mr Bracks - On a new point of order,
Mr Deputy Speaker, the matter concerning the
tabling of documents - -

Honourable members interjecting.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Just allow the
honourable member to continue. The Chair will
decide whether it is a fresh point of order or whether
he is revisiting old ground.

has conveyed that request through the Chair to the
Attorney-General, and the Attorney-General has
responded. The Chair does not have a role in
pursuing it any further.

Mr Bracks - Mr Deputy Speaker, on a different
point of order, not on the matter of the
Attorney-General misleading the house, but on a
fresh matter of the tabling of documents,
clearly--

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

ADJOURNMENT
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I move:

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member has already raised a point of
order with the Chair which the Chair has ruled on,
and the point of order that the honourable member
raised has dealt specifically with the issue of tabling
a document.

If the honourable member can raise a point of order
that does not refer to the previOUS point of order, the
Chair will hear him; otherwise, the house will
proceed.
Mr Batchelor - In your ruling on the debates
earlier today reference was made to three
documents: two pieces of legal advice and a piece of
departmental advice, and this is what the
Attorney-General referred to today. I have checked
with the Oerks and only one piece, one document
has been tabled. The issue raised by the honourable
member for Williamstown was the commitment
given earlier today by the Attorney-General to table
advice from her department.

I point out to you, Mr Deputy Speaker, that that is
the document we are seeking. It has not been tabled,
in spite of your belief that it has. We ask that it be
tabled immediately.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The house
must understand that when one side of the house
requests the other side of the house to table any
information, whether it be a document or
documents, the Chair merely conveys the request,
made through the Chair, to the person the request is
made of.
In this particular case there was a request for the
Attorney-General to provide information to the
house of counsel or advice she had received. The
Attorney-General has responded to that request, and
the Chair does not have a role in demanding
additional information from the Attorney-General.
The reality is, the request has been made, the Chair

That the house do now adjourn.

Education: marijuana debate
Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) - I wish to draw to the
attention of the Minister for Education a matter
which concerns the marijuana debate and a
complaint of a parent of a student about a teacher in
one of my high schools, the name of which I am
prepared to make available to the minister.

During the course of the debate the particular
teacher said to the class that marijuana was no
different to tobacco and you should not worry about
it, and suggested to the students that as references
they should read some articles that appeared in the
Age and the Herald Sun in 1989.
As a result, some weeks ago I asked the library to

obtain whatever documentation it could. It came up
with an article in the Age by Innes Wilcox, and an
article in the Herald Sun by Sally Heath. The students
were told that many people supported marijuana,
including Or David Penington who, in this article in
the Age of 24 February 1989, said that he supported
the decrimina1isation of marijuana - and he said
the same thing on 23 February.
My concern is: if we are to introduce education
programs into the state system to encourage people
not to participate in drugs, how can we do it without
ensuring that some members of the teaching
profession do not mislead people about the use of
marijuana? If teachers are telling the students one
thing, that it is safe - Mr Mildenhall interjected.

Mr LEIGH - This is their shadow spokesman; he
thinks it is okay. If the teacher says it is safe, go

ahead and do it.
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The fact is the government of the day and the
Parliament have made a ruling as to what should
take place. That being the case, I believe members of
the education profession should adhere to that, and
that if they do not, they should be punished. I no
longer care particularly about Professor Penington
and his views. They have passed this Parliament and
it does not matter. But for the teaching profession to
be advocating to students that you can read these
articles from the Herald Sun and the Age as literature
and to be suggesting that it is acceptable is, I think,
highly inappropriate.
I will give the name of the school to the minister
after this debate, because I do not think it is
appropriate to blame the school for the activities of
one teacher. It is appalling, and as someone who
comes from a family of teachers, I suggest that for
any teacher to tell children that tobacco and
marijuana are comparable, no matter what one may
think of the drugs, is an absolute outrage, and those
teachers should not be in the profession.

Housing: rent
Ms KO SKY (Altona) - I raise for the Minister for
Housing, who I hope will come into the house to
respond, if she is still here, or in her absence, the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, the
issue of public housing rents. Both coalition and
Labor governments have given previOUS
commitments to ensure that rents for public housing
will be affordable and in the range of 20 to
25 per cent of income. Community concern has been
expressed about the recent COAG meeting, which
included discussions on whether the
commonwealth-state housing agreement will be
maintained.
Can the minister give a guarantee that the Victorian
government will not enter into any new
arrangements with the commonwealth which would
result in public housing tenants paying more than
25 per cent of their income on public housing, and a
further guarantee that existing tenants will not be
financially disadvantaged by any new arrangements?

Hospitals: Momington Peninsula
Mr DIXON (Dromana) - The matter I raise for
the attention of the Minister for Health in another
place, and in his absence, the Minister for
Community Services and Youth Affairs, concerns
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the closure of the emergency ward of the
Mornington Peninsula Hospital at Rosebud.
I raised the matter in this place a couple of weeks
ago, and since then the local hospital network has
advertised for expressions of interest for doctors to
take over the manning or the rostering of that
emergency ward. Only 1 local doctor out of 30 said
he was willing to fulfil the roster, which is unlike the
situation at most other country hospitals. The
hospital has not received any other response to the
advertisement.
The emergency ward is still closed. It is lucky that it
is this time of the year when it is quiet on the sunny
peninsula. Only a handful of cases have presented at
the Rosebud campus, and they have had to be
transferred to the emergency ward at the Frankston
campus of the hospital, which, as the honourable
member for Frankston knows, has a busy casualty
that is crowded because it is undergoing extensive
renovation, and it does not welcome guests from the
southern peninsula. Most cases presenting at the
hospital have been referred to general practitioners.
The community is made up mainly of retirees, the
elderly and other vulnerable citizens who are
worried that no solution has been found. They want
a long-term solution to the problem. It is probably
only a matter of time before the time wasted
transporting an emergency patient from Rosebud to
Frankston will result in serious complications or
death.
The Peninsula Network and the doctors need to
explore all options. I ask the minister to update me
on any progress in negotiations he is aware of and to
encourage the network and the doctors to achieve
long-term workable solutions that are acceptable to
all parties so that the community will have the peace
of mind it deserves.

Narre Warren: secondary school site
Mr P ANDAZOPOULOS (Dandenong) - I direct
to the attention of the Minister for Education,
through the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, the proposed sale of the secondary school
site at Fleetwood Drive, Narre Warren. The minister
will be aware that he has received a submission from
the Fleetwood Secondary Support Group through
the regional office of the Directorate of School
Education. It is a residents' group formed from those
living in Talbingo and Warranwood estates in Narre
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Warren, which is a fast growing residential area in
the fastest growing municipality, the City of Casey.
Residents are concerned the government intends to
sell the site, which has been designated as a
secondary school site for many years, and which is
owned by the Directorate of School Education.
We found out through the press and not through a
communication with the community group that the
minister has decided to sell the school site, which is
the cause of great concern to me and to residents of
that fast-growing area of Narre Warren. Many
residents bought and built their houses on the estate
in the knowledge that a secondary school site was
situated nearby, next to the primary school on
Fleetwood Drive.
During the election campaign, to the inconvenience
of the Liberal candidate, a sign went up on the site
advertising its sale. From that moment on there was
a conspiracy between the local Liberal candidate and
the honourable member for Berwick who, through
their actions, misled local residents. They
letterboxed a leaflet under both signatures two days
before the election in which they assured residents
that the then education minister would review the
situation.

Mr Finn - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, standing orders clearly state members
cannot cast aspersions upon the motives or character
of another member without moving a substantive
motion. The honourable member for Dandenong has
just done that by suggesting the honourable member
for Berwick was involved in some sort of conspiracy.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Chair has
heard sufficient. Unfortunately the Chair was
distracted at the time, but I remind the honourable
member for Dandenong that members are not to cast
aspersions.

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS - On election day the
Liberal candidate was advising voters that the site
would not be sold. Now the minister has decided,
despite representations from the local community,
that the secondary college site will be sold. Residents
want the minister to retain the site.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.
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Hospitals: Mildura Base
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) - I direct to the attention
of the Minister for Health through the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services who is at the table
the disputes with specialists who do not wish to
receive fractional payments by way of contract at the
Mildura Base Hospital. They continue to seek a
fee-for-service arrangement. They have been
negotiating for 18 months in the Employee Relations
Commission and three months ago at the direction
of the director for acute services the negotiations
were broken off. The doctors are still willing to
negotiate through the commission. They are not
seeking an increase in fee-for-service payments.
They are trying to negotiate in that forum.
The difficulty is that the difference between country
and city hospitals is quite profound. They do not
have outpatient services similar to city hospitals or
24-hour cover by senior trained specialists. Country
specialists have a roster of one in three. One
specialist in Mildura works seven days a week and
is on call for seven days.
I ask that the minister examine the matter because
base and rural hospitals do not have the same
infrastructure in terms of experienced trainees. I ask
that comparisons be made between city hospitals
and their counterparts in the country on the basis
that country hospitals do not have registered
medical officers, the same staffing, building costs
and so forth. The Lochtenberg inquiry did not look
into this situation.
Will the minister intervene to ensure that
negotiations resume between the hospital and the
specialists in the Employee Relations Commission?

Coliban Water: redundancies
Mr CAMERON <Bendigo West) - I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Agriculture and
Resources and in his absence the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services, who is at the table, the
Coliban Region Water Authority. Only 50 workers
are left at the authority or one-third of the number
who were there until recent times. The bulk of the
work conducted by Coliban Water has been
privatised or outsourced, which has resulted in
many workers going to a foreign-based company
and 21 workers being sacked.
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On 28 May I raised the issue with the minister and
asked him whether he could prevent that happening
because an undertaking had been made earlier by
Coliban Water that there would be no redundancies.
I regret that is not the case. I am now concerned
about the remaining 50 jobs at Coliban Water. The
authority is reviewing the role of those workers. I
had a telephone conversation with the chief
executive officer, Mr Mick Bourke this morning
when I inquired about the review and the jobs. He
said the staffing levels may remain the same, but
then again they may decrease or increase. It would
be nice to think of staffing levels increasing!
However 21 workers have just been sacked and
redundancies have been paid out.

international visitors. It is a magnificent specimen
and should be protected.
I ask the minister to inquire into the matter and offer
support for the completion of the walking track,
which includes the reconstruction of old logging
tracks which were destroyed last year.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! I inform the
house that, because the honourable member for
Mildura was called to speak, the house heard from
two opposition speakers after another. To put the
order right, I shall now call another government
member to speak.

Insurance: aircraft accidents
I ask the minister to intervene to prevent further
redundancies and I request Coliban Water not to
make further redundancies, especially when an
undertaking was made that there would be no more.

Ada River Big Tree
Mr ANDRIGHE1TO (Narracan) - I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management and in her absence the Minister for
Agriculture and Resources a tree in my electorate. It
is not just any tree but the Ada River Big Tree. It is
the most massive living hardwood tree in the world.
It stands in excess of 300 feet and it is more than 50
feet around the girth measured 1.5 metres above the
ground. It is truly a national treasure and it should
be protected. It is situated in the rainforest north-east
of the small hamlet of Powelltown near the Ada
River from where it derives its name.

Since it was discovered in 1986 a lot of work has
been put in by the Friends of the Ada River Big Tree.
The driving force behind the organisation are
Marilyn and Werner Marschalek of Newborough,
who have performed a labour of love. Over that
period they have constructed more than 4 kilometres
of walking track, including boardwalks, bridges,
toilet facilities and a circuit good enough to provide
for wheelchair access. Unfortunately, they have run
out of funds and need only a small amount of
funding to complete the walking track and viewing
area. They are not seeking simply to cover the cost of
materials; labour will be provided by them.
It is essential that this tree be protected. The number
of tourists attracted to the electorate to see the tree
has increased and they now include interstate and

Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley) - I direct to
the attention of the Attorney-General a constituent
who has had most unfortunate and unfair treatment
at the hands of an insurance company. I am calling
on the Attorney-General to investigate this matter
because it is of grave concern.

The young man in question, Stuart Grant, 34, of
13 Forster Road, Mount Waverley, was involved in
an aeroplane crash in Cairns on 26 November 1992.
He was injured and the pilot of the plane, Daryl
Cooper, who was flying a 152 Cessna from the
Cairns Aero Cub, was later charged. The
subsequent court hearing found the pilot guilty of
running out of fuel- the euphemism is fuel
starvation. My constituent, Mr Grant, sustained a
broken right leg, multiple bruising and abrasions,
and was hospitalised for five days. It was a rather
spectacular crash because the plane crashed into a
tree and was suspended at 40 feet above the ground
for about 40 minutes.
All of this would normally have been handled in the
usual way through the Australian Aviation
Underwriting Pool Pty Ltd. Mr Grant sustained
losses totalling approximately $85 000. He started
negotiations with the insurance company and after a
first offer of $7000 the company then offered $25 000.
He sought the help of the famous philanthropist,
Dick Smith, which resulted in the company offering
$40 000. However, earlier this month, having found
out that the pilot had committed an offence and
having strung Mr Grant out for a number of years
the company said there would be no pay-out. It is
worth noting that the insurance claim from the
Cairns Aero Cub for the replacement of the aircraft
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written off after the crash was paid 14 days after the
accident.
If you are involved in an aeroplane crash in
Australia and if the pilot is guilty of any offence,
then you are not covered under the insurance claim.
It is an absolute outrage. Mr Grant has suffered not
only physically but also mentally. He is a
photographer, his business has gone to pot, and he is
in a very tragic state. I call on the Attorney-General
to ensure that this matter is properly investigated.

Community Support Fund
Ms GnLETI (Werrlbee) - I direct to the
attention of the Premier a matter relating to the
Community Support Fund, specifically a project in
the seat of Werribee. A short time ago the electoral
office from which I work was visited by a lady
named Fran Moss. Fran is a volunteer involved in
the operation and organisation of the Uniting
Church in Werribee. She came to visit, indicating
that she was aware that the Premier had something
called a slush fund to which she thought a particular
project she was very interested in may be applicable.
I was fairly new to the seat at that stage and I had
absolutely no idea what she was talking about. Some
few weeks into my enormously long political career,
I now know she was talking about the Community
Support Fund! Fran and I talked through the project,
which fundamentally revolves around some terrific
and positive work the Uniting Church is doing.
Instead of having all of their clergy working out of
manses, they are placed in community houses to
work with members of the community all day. They
are specifically community based. The program
requires funding.
I wrote to the Premier several weeks ago asking to
discuss this and a number of other projects with
him. I have had no response from him. I asked the
Premier for a meeting that would suit him so as not
to waste his most valuable time. I thought we could
sit down and plan what projects could be funded. I
wanted to make application so the Premier knew
what we were doing.
I ask the Premier to respond to my correspondence
and correspondence from the Uniting Church in
Melton. That could be done at a meeting or he could
simply respond in writing.
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Beechworth kindergarten
Mr A. F. PLOWMAN (Benambra) - I direct to
the attention of the Minister for Youth and
Community Services the kindergarten at
Beechworth which has been relocated to the May
Day Hills psychiatric hospital because of
contamination found in the grounds of the
kindergarten. Similar contamination has
subsequently been found at the child-care centre at
Beechworth, and both centres are looking to relocate.

On behalf of the kindergarten and the child-care
centre, the Shire of Indigo has applied for funds
under the commonwealth-state child-care agreement
for 45 long-day care places. Due to the extraordinary
circumstances both those institutions have suffered,
I ask the minister to give special consideration to the
request for financial assistance to relocate the
kindergarten, and to press the federal government
for funding under the commonwealth-state
child-care agreement.

Point Lillias: chemical storage
Mr MICALLEF (Springvale) - I ask the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services to raise with the
Minister for Industry Technology and Science in
another place the bungling of this government in the
finalisation of a site for the relocation of Coode
Island. Point Ullias obviously has a long way to go
before it is assessed as being environmentally
suitable as a site with long-term viability for the
chemical industry.

We ask the minister to use his influence to give
certainty to the process. The chemical industry
employs many people. It is worth a lot of money to
the economy and the Coode Island site is
unacceptable. All political parties believe the
chemical storage facility should be relocated.
However, the Labor Party accepted the
recommendations of the Landy panel to relocate the
storage facility to West Point Wilson. The
government gave that option away when the federal
government tapped it on the shoulder and asked it
to consider the establishment of the East Coast
Armaments Complex on that site.
I call on the government to develop a toxic chemical
reduction strategy that will examine issues such as
the national pollution strategy and
community-right-to-know legislation. We need a
chemical reduction strategy because the government
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is procrastinating while Rome bums and the
community is affected by toxic chemicals.

Education: English exchange program,
Geelong
Mr SPRY (Bellarine) - In the absence of the
Minister for Education I direct the attention of the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services to a
potential foreign exchange earner. Mr Mark Wifen is
a member of a well-known, highly respected family
in my electorate that is engaged in agricultural and
fishing pursuits. Mr Wifen is a high school teacher in
Seoul, the capital of the Republic of South Korea. He
wishes to respond to a demand he has identified
among his students and their parents to participate
in a total immersion language program in an
English-speaking environment.
Korea's burgeoning middle class is becoming more
prosperous as its businesses compete successfully
for exports on the world market. The students and
their parents have expressed a desire to become
more competent in the universal language of
business and social intercourse - English. As
Victoria continues to excel and compete on the
international scene, the people that Mark Wifen
represents are interested in developing their skills.
Mark Wifen wishes to organise groups of students to
travel to the Geelong region for the primary purpose
of language immersion while enjoying the natural
attractions of the region and gaining an insight into
the wonderful education facilities for which Geelong
is renowned.
In short, Mr Wifen would value the encouragement
and endorsement of the Victorian government
through the Minister for Education in helping to
formulate a suitable program so that the students
may develop their English skills. He also seeks
assistance from Tourism Victoria in developing
suitable material that highlights the attractions of the
region so that the people he wishes to encourage to
visit the area can make the most of their visit.

13 contributions to the adjournment debate. It says
something about the new structure of debate.

Responses
Mrs HENDERSON (Minister for Housing) The honourable member for Altona asked for a
commitment from me about rents associated with
the Commonwealth-State Housing Agreement. I
remind honourable members that the Victorian
government provides assistance to nearly 400 000
people who require some form of public housing
any night of the year - that means 1 in 10 Victorians
get some assistance! The Office of Housing also
administers nearly 70 000 properties and has a
responsibility to provide housing for people in need.
It has increasing responsibility to provide housing
for people who have particular needs, such as the
homeless, the frail, the aged or people who are
victims of domestic violence.
One of the good things that has occurred in the past
few months is the formation of the Department of
Human Services, which brings together the former
departments of health, community services and
housing. It enables us to focus on our clients - the
people who require services.
Many thousands of people in public housing require
support and assistance from a variety of programs.
The integration of the departments will result in a
much better service for those clients. The thousands
of people who are in public housing and who are
eligible for public housing pay some of the lowest
rents in Australia.

Mr SEITZ (Keilor) - I invite the Minister for
Transport to come to a meeting being held at
St Albans on 5 July to discuss the electrification of
the Sunbury railway line.

In relation to future rental assistance, honourable
members are aware that the Commonwealth-State
Housing Agreement is being renegotiated and that
negotiations commenced under the former Labor
government. Everyone agrees there will be a better
definition of the roles of both levels of government:
of the commonwealth supplying income support
and of the role of the state in delivering housing
services. However, more work needs to be done. The
agreement is still under negotiation and I hope the
issues will be resolved over the next few months. It
is not possible for me to give the commitment the
honourable member seeks because the
commonwealth has not put a model to us for
negotiation.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Honourable
members may be interested to know there were

I emphasise again that the government is totally
committed to providing affordable housing for

Rail: Sunbury electrification
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people in need and to continuing to find ways of
providing housing for those who have particular
needs. The honourable member has my assurance
that the government will do its best to meet the
challenges ahead.

Or NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - The honourable member
for Mildura mentioned specialists at the Mildura
Base Hospital who are on a fee-for-service
arrangement. 1hls arrangement gives them a fairly
substantial income compared with specialists on
sessional appointments under the old system. The
former Minister for Health recognised the need to
review the payment system for doctors in public
hospitals, and that review was endorsed by the
Australian Medical Association. Headed by Or Ben
Lochtenberg, a team knowledgable in both business
management and the medical profession conducted
a thorough review of the appointment and payment
system for doctors in the public hospital system.
The report was widely acclaimed and accepted by
the medical fraternity as a significant step forward in
the way doctors should be appointed to hospitals. It
suggested that in regional hospitals where doctors
are employed as specialists negotiations should be
held between the employing body - the hospitaland the specialist appointed on the fractional
payment basis. I understand such negotiations are
going on at the Mildura Base Hospital.

Thursday, 20 June 1996

provided with an appropriate after-hours service. In
most other hospitals of this size local general
practitioners with viSiting medical officer rights
provide an after-hours service on a roster basis. That
is the sort of arrangement that should be negotiated
at the Rosebud campus.
I am advised that in the past few weeks discussions
have been held between local general practitioners
and the hospital and that negotiations are still at a
delicate stage. I hope progress will be made so that
local general practitioners will provide that sort of
rostered service. I assure the honourable member
that Chris Fox and his staff and the board are doing
everything they can to ensure that this matter comes
to a positive conclusion. I have kept abreast of the
press reports and I know the local member is
actively involved in getting a positive outcome for
his community.
The honourable member for Benambra, who is in
touch with every issue in every area in his electorate,
raised a matter that is important to the community
of Beechworth. It concerns a kindergarten that had
to be abandoned in February 1995 after soil tests
revealed toxic substances in the area around the
kindergarten, which had been built on old gas
works. It was moved to the May Day Hills
Psychiatric Hospital but that is a temporary location.
The shire of Indigo is doing excellent work in
finding a more permanent solution to the situation,
as is the honourable member for Benambra.

The fractional appointment system will provide
benefits to the community because it will attract
specialists to country areas. It has been suggested
that the system will make it more difficult to attract
doctors to country areas, but because of the
flexibility of the system the fractional payments will
not be restricted to the same rates as those in
city-based hospitals. I would encourage specialists at
the Mildura Base Hospital to undertake positive
negotiations with a view to implementing the
widely accepted Lochtenberg report. I advise the
honourable member for Mildura that I will bring the
matter to the attention of the Minister for Health,
who is mOnitoring the situation to ensure that
specialist health services can be provided.

The shire has lodged a submission for
commonwealth-state funding for replacement
child-care and kindergarten facilities. I assure the
honourable member that the government is
pressuring the commonwealth to expedite the
matter so Beechworth can have a new child-care
facility as soon as possible. Following the
honourable member's strong representations on
behalf of the community my department has
allocated $30 000 to the local shire to give the
building of a new facility a kickstart, and the
department will continue to work with the
commonwealth to get joint commonwealth-state
funding for the facility.

The honourable member for Oromana raised for the
Minister for Health the after-hours accident and
emergency service at the Momington Peninsula
Hospital at Rosebud. He has raised the matter
before, and it is to his credit that he is following up
the issue and making sure his constituents are

MrW. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - The honourable member for
Mordialloc raised the concern of drugs in schools
and I assure him that it will be brought to the
attention of the Minister for Education. The
honourable member for Dandenong mentioned the
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sale of land at Narre Warren which the Fleetwood
Secondary Support Group requires for the
establishment of a secondary college. I will raise it
with the Minister for Education and I am sure he
will respond.
The honourable member for Bellarine raised for the
attention of the Minister for Education the language
immersion program a constituent in Geelong hopes
to promote in South Korea, particularly in Seoul.
This government has been selling a number of
services in Asian countries and that could be one
such service. As the honourable member for
Bellarine said, it has the potential to bring in export
income, and I think the Minister for Education will
be keen to work in cooperation with the honourable
member for Bellarine and the people involved in the
program.
The honourable member for Bendigo West raised for
the attention of the Minister for Conservation and
Land Management a matter relating to the Coliban
Region Water Authority. A restructure has taken
place and some of the workers have been made
redundant. The honourable member is concerned
about the future of other employees. I will ensure
that his comments are brought to the attention of the
minister.
The honourable member for Narracan raised for the
attention of the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management a hardwood tree which he claims is the
largest of its kind in the world: some 300 feet tall and
50 feet wide. The honourable member would like a
guarantee that the tree will be preserved. I will bring
that matter to the attention of the minister.
The honourable member for Glen Waverley raised a
matter for the Attorney-General concerning
insurance companies. He gave me a two-page letter
that states that the negotiating period has gone on
for far too long. I agree with the honourable member
that the matter needs to be finalised. The issue has
been alive since November 1992 when the light
aircraft accident happened. It was clear from what
the honourable member for Glen Waverley said that
negotiations have been attempted on a number of
occasions without a final resolution being reached. I
will ask the Attorney-General to consider the matter.

995

The honourable member for Werribee raised a
matter with the Premier concerning the allocation of
funds from the Community Support Fund, which
she referred to as a slush fund. I can assure the
honourable member that it is not a slush fund.
Before an allocation of funds can be made an
application form must be completed as part of a
proper process that applies to all applications to the
fund. I thought the honourable member would have
wanted to hear the response to the matter she raised
but she is not in the chamber. The honourable
member should be able to obtain an application
form and have the appropriate group in her
electorate file an application with the fund. The fund
makes independent decisions on all allocations.
The honourable member for Springvale raised the
matter of the relocation of Coode Island, although I
think he was referring to the relocation of the
chemical storage and not the relocation of Coode
Island itself. The story of the relocation of the
storage facility is an ongoing saga and one
significant report has been produced on the matter.
If the government were to take action in haste,
without giving proper consideration to the issue or
following due process, a bad decision might result,
and once such decisions are made they are very
difficult to correct. I think it is appropriate for the
government to allow due time for consideration of
the issue.
The honourable member for Keilor raised the matter
of the electrification of a railway line. I will refer that
matter to the Minister for Transport.

Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 6.52 p.Ul.

ADJOURNMENT

996

ASSEMBLY

Thursday, 20 June 1996

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 18 June 1996

ASSEMBLY

997

Tuesday, 18 June 1996

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Transport: Premium Stations campaign
(Question No. 41)
Mr P ANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Transport:
In relation to the Met Premium Stations campaign: (a) what is the total cost of advertising and public relations for the
campaign; (b) what the cost is to date of Met Premium Station advertisements titled 'Wow man, comfortable new
platforms!' printed in the Herald Sun, the Age and in all suburban and country newspapers; and (c) what the budgeted
cost is of radio advertisements for the campaign.

Mr BROWN (Minister for Transport) - The answer is:
The Public Transport Corporation has provided the following information:
(a)

It is proposed that the total cost of advertising and public relations for the Met Premium Stations campaign for the
period ending 30 June 1996 will be $76 514.

(b)

The total cost for the Met Premium Station campaign advertisements titled 'Wow man, comfortable new
platforms' was $25 548.

(c)

The budgeted cost of radio advertisements for the Premium Stations campaign is $44 331.

As at 7 June 1996 there have been 21 Premium Stations officially launched throughout the metropolitan network.
Premium Stations are staffed from first train to last, have improved lighting, closed-circuit television, fully serviced
booking offices and waiting areas. The coalition government is committed to establishing a total of 61 Premium
Stations during this term of office, in addition to completing the current program of repairing and refurbishing all
suburban stations to provide a substantially improved amenity for all PTC customers and underpin safety on the rail
network.

State deficit levy leaflets
(Question No. 49)
Mr P ANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Planning and Local Government:
In relation to the 'Victoria on the Move $100 State Deficit Levy' leaflets enclosed in council rate notices:

1.

What are the details of distribution, including numbers and cost;

2.

What are the details of production, indicating - (a) the number printed; (b) the cost; and (c) who it was printed by
and whether tenders were called.

Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and Local Government) - The answer is:
1.

Distribution was arranged directly to councils from the printer, Fast Impressions Australia Pty Ltd. The printer
organised distribution on nine different dates, to make delivery convenient for councils when they were ready
to send out their rate notices. The printer charged the government distribution at cost, totalling $5600.
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2.

(a)
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2 176 000 copies of the leaflet were printed.

(b)

The total cost to the state government for the production of the leaflets was $45080. This amount includes
$5600 for the transport of the leaflets to the councils and $39 480 for printing.

(c)

Three quotes for printing were obtained. Fast Impressions Ltd presented the cheapest quote and was
awarded the job.

Roads and ports: annual reports
(Question No. 71)

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Transport for the Minister for Roads and Ports:
In respect of each department, agency and authority within his administration, what the total cost was of annual
reports for the 1992-93, 1993-94 and 1994-95 financial years.

Mr BROWN (Minister for Transport) - The answer supplied by the Minister for Roads and Ports is:
The relevant cost of producing the annual report for the former Department of Transport was:
Financial Year
1992-93
1993-94
1994-95

Cost
$1154
$13930
$8345.50

(Roads and Ports proportion of cost)
(Roads and Ports proportion of cost)
(Roads and Ports proportion of cost)

The following information is provided in respect of the agencies within the current Roads and Ports portfolio:
Roads Corporation:
Financial Year
1992-93
1993-94
1994-95

Cost
$15695
$22035
$48224

Marine Board of Victoria:
Financial Year
1992-93
1993-94
1994-95

Cost
$895
$990
$995

Port of Geelong Authority:
Financial Year
1992-93
1993-94
1994-95

Cost
$16785
$18900
$17055

Port of Melbourne AuthOrity:
Financial Year
1992-93
1993-94
1994-95

Cost
$17742
$20116
$33556
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Roads and ports: advertising campaigns
(Question No. 87)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Transport, for the Minister for Roads and Ports:
In respect of each department, agency and authority within his administration, whether he will provide details of
advertising campaigns over $10 000 conducted from 3 October 1992 to date, indicating the purpose and cost of each
campaign.

Mr BROWN (Minister for Transport) - The answer supplied by the Minister for Roads and Ports is:
It is not practicable to identify details of specific advertising campaigns attributable to the Roads and Ports portfolio
from the general accounts and records of the former Department of Transport. Should the honourable member identify
a specific advertising campaign every effort will be made to provide relevant information.

The agencies within my portfolio have provided the following information in respect of the period from October 1992
to January 1996:
Marine Board of Victoria
The board has advised that its records do not provide for the identification of information relating to specific
advertising campaigns. To undertake a search and extract such information would require considerable time and
resources which could not be justified. However, should the honourable member identify a specific area of interest or
campaign every effort will be made to provide relevant information.

Port of Melbourne Authority
No advertising campaigns over $10 000 were conducted by the former Port of Melbourne Authority during the period
from 3 October 1992 to December 1995.
Port of Geelong Authority
The Port of Geelong Authority has advised that it did not engage in any advertising campaigns over $10 000.
Roads Corporation
Year
1992-93

Project
'Be Alert When We're at Work' To improve driver awareness,
attitude and behaviour at
roadwork sites for the safety of
drivers and those who work
on the roads

Cost

$70000

Left-Turn Right-Turn Campaign To communicate to the public changes
to priority rules for left turners
and right turners.

1993-94

Speed Limit (Stage 1) To communicate to the public changes
to speed limits on major
arterial roads.

$234 732

Speed Limit Campaign (Stage 2) To communicate to the public changes
to speed limits on major
arterial roads.

$39409

Custom Registration Plates To promote custom registration
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plates as an alternative to
general issue plates for
motor vehicles.

$15637

Roundabout Advertising Campaign To communicate to the public
the correct use of multi-lane
roundabouts.

$87609

Loading Zone Campaign To create awareness of changes
to loading zones to improve
access to these zones for
business and courier services.

$30000

Heavy Vehicle Reform Package To create awareness and
acceptance of national reforms
to the heavy vehicle
industry.

$95741

ViCToads magazine
(Question No. 131)

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Transport, for the Minister for Roads and Ports:
What are the details of all issues of the magazine Vicroads produced, indicating - (a) how many issues were produced;
(b) the date for each issue; (c) details of distribution, including numbers and cost; (d) the number printed; (e) cost of
production; (f) who it was printed by; and (g) whether tenders were called.

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

Nine issues have been produced.

(b)

The magazine has been issued as follows:
Winter 1990
Summer 1991
Spring 1991
November 1992
May 1993
January 1994
July 1994
April 1995
December 1995

(c)

Copies of the magazine are distributed to private individuals and associations, government departments,
parliamentarians, school libraries, and media; and also within Vicroads. A small number of copies are
distributed internationally.
The cost of external distribution is approximately $2500 per annum. See (d) below for numbers.

(d)

In August 1990 there were 5000 copies printed and a reprint of 2000 of that issue. In 1992 the quantity was
increased to 11 000 copies per issue and in 1994 there was a further increase to 13000 copies per issue. The
quantity remained at 13 000 copies per issue in 1995.
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Approximate production costs are as follows:
Winter 1990
Summer 1991
Spring 1991
November 1992
May 1993
January 1994
July 1994
April 1995
December 1995

$29583
$27688
$28500
$29620
$25 260
$31475
$30500
$32480
$30 160

Advertising was introduced in 1991. This was introduced to offset the cost of each issue. The last issue
raised $12 560 in revenue.
(f)

The magazine was printed by the following companies:
Winter 1990
Summer 1991
Spring 1991
November 1992
May 1993
January 1994
July 1994
April 1995
December 1995

(g)

Mercedes Waratah Press
Mercedes Waratah Press
Mercedes Waratah Press
Mercedes Waratah Press
Mercedes Waratah Press
Mercedes Waratah Press
Currency Productions Pty Ltd
Currency Productions Pty Ltd
Industrial Printing & Publishing

Tenders were called for each issue.

Fair Deal magazine
(Question No. 133)

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Mmister for Fair Trading:
What are the details of all issues of the magazine Fair DeIlI produced, indicating - (a) how many issues were produced;
(b) the date for each issue; (c) details of distribution, including numbers and cost; (d) the number printed; (e) the cost of
production; (f) who it was printed by; and (g) whether tenders were called?

Mrs WADE (Mmister for Fair Trading) - The answer is:
(a)

Seven issues of Fair DeIlI produced.

(b)

Autumn 1993
Summer 1993
May 1994
July 1994
Winter 1995
Summer 1995-96
Autumn 1996

(c)

Fair DeIll Autumn 1993 Issue
Please note that distribution costs are not easily separated from overall operational costs. 10 000 copies printed,
4000 direct mailed by mailing house, at a cost of $386. Remaining 6000 distributed via OFTBA-funded groups and
included with every request for printed information.
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Fair Deal Summer 1993 Issue
Please note that distribution costs are not easily separated from overall operational costs. 10 000 copies printed,
6000 direct mailed by mailing house, at a cost of $326. Remaining 4000 distributed via OFTBA-funded groups and
included with every request for printed information.
Fair Deal May 1994 Issue
Please note that distribution costs are not easily separated from overall operational costs. 10 000 copies printed,
6000 direct mailed by mailing house, at a cost of $315. Remaining 4000 distributed via OFTBA-funded groups and
included with every request for printed information.

Fair Deal July 1994 Issue
Please note that distribution costs are not easily separated from overall operational costs. 10 000 copies printed,
9000 direct mailed by mailing house, at a cost of $293. Remaining 1000 distributed via OFTBA-funded groups and
included with every request for printed information.
Fair Deal Winter 1995 Issue
Please note that distribution costs are not easily separated from overall operational costs. 6000 copies printed,
5000 direct mailed by mailing house, at a cost of $350. Remaining 1000 distributed via OFTBA-funded groups and
included with every request for printed information.

Fair Deal Summer 1995-96
Please note that distribution costs are not easily separated from overall operational costs. 8000 copies printed,
6000 direct mailed by mailing house, at a cost of $560. Remaining 2000 distributed via OFTBA-funded groups and
included with every request for printed information.

Fair Deal Autumn 1996
Please note that distribution costs are not easily separated from overall operational costs. 8000 copies printed,
6000 direct mailed by mailing house, at a cost of $560. Remaining 2000 distributed via OFTBA-funded groups and
included with every request for printed information.
(d)

Autumn 1993
Summer 1993
May 1994
July 1994
Winter 1995
Summer 1995-96
Autumn 1996

10 000 printed
10 000 printed
10000 printed
10 000 printed
6000 printed
8000 printed
8000 printed

(e)

Autumn 1993
Summer 1993
May 1994
July 1994
Winter 1995
Summer 1995-96
Autumn 1996

Production
Production
Production
Production
Production
Production
Production

$3720
$3750
$3365
$3900
$5917
$6830
$7970.50

Please note that production includes cost of full colour cover and centrepage spread.
(f)

(g)

Autumn 1993
Summer 1993
May 1994
July 1994
Winter 1995
Summer 1995-96
Autumn 1996

Jenkin Buxton Printers
Craftsman Press
Jenkin Buxton Printers
Vie Print
RA Printing
Franklin Colour Printing
McPherson and Morison

Tenders were called for in the form of three written quotations.
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Good Business Guide
(Question No. 137)

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Fair Trading:
What are the details of all issues of the Good Business Guide produced, indicating - (a) how many issues were
produced; (b) the date for each issue; (c) details of distribution, including numbers and cost; (d) the number printed; (e)
the cost of production; (t) who it was printed by; and (g) whether tenders were called.

MI5 WADE (Minister for Fair Trading) - The answer is:
(a)

Two issues of Good Business Guide have been produced.

(b)

Good Business Guide Issue One was launched October 1994. Good Business Guide Issue Two was launched October
1995.
Distribution difficult to cost as both guides are distributed in bulk to:

(c)

OFI'BA-funded groups
trade/industry associations
shopping centres
store chains
Guides also requested from businesses as a result of pUblicity generated by launches and articles in industry
magazines.
(d)

Good Business Guide Issue One
10000 print run
10 000 reprint

(August 1994)
(March 1995)

Good Business Guide Issue Two
20 000 print run
(e)

(October 1995)

Good Business Guide Issue One
Production

(15 000 copies)

$20707.00

(20 000 copies)

$29681.00

Good Business Guide Issue Two
Production
(t)

Hornet Press printed both issues and reprints.

(g)

Tenders were called for in the form of three written quotations and the most suitable in terms of the project
specification was awarded to Hornet Press.
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Justice: advertising campaign
(Questions Nos 21 and 37)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Attorney-General and the Minister for Fair Trading:
In respect of each department, agency and authority within her administration, what are the details of all advertising
campaigns since 3 October 1992 to date, indicating - (i) the purpose and total costs of each. campaign; and (ii) the total
advertising budget in her ministerial portfolio for 1992-93, 1993-94 and 1994-95 financial years.

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General and Minister for Fair Trading) - The answer is:
I am infonned that the time and resources required to answer detailed questions of this nature are not available.
However, the honourable member may wish to narrow his inquiry and I will reconsider my response.

Express - News from the Met
(Question No. 40)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Transport:
What are the details of all issues of the Express - News from the Met produced, indicating - (a) how many issues were
produced; (b) the date and the print run for each issue; (c) the total cost; (d) whether it was put to tender; and (e) to
whom the contract was awarded.

Mr BROWN (Minister for Transport) - The answer is:
The Public Transport Corporation (PTO has provided the following information:
(a)
(b)

Six issues of Express have been produced to date.
Date
13 December 1994
16 March 1995
20]une 1995
9 October 1995
7 December 1995
5 March 1996

Print Run
150000
150000
100000
100000
100000
100 000

(c)

The total cost for the six issues was $142 362.

(d)
&

Quotes were obtained for the production of each issue of Express and Tactix Design was accepted based on
design, copy writing style and budget It is proposed to call tenders for production of the publication next
financial year.

(e)
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Met advertising campaigns
(Question No. 48)

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Transport:
In relation to Met advertising campaigns since 1 July 1995 - (a) what the total cost is of advertising and public
relations; (b) what the cost is to date of Met advertisements titled 'Faster than a Ferrari' and 'Elvis isn't dead, he's just
stuck in traffic' printed in the Herald Sun, the Age and in all suburban and country newspapers; and (c) what the
budgeted cost is of radio advertisements.

Mr BROWN (Minister for Transport) - The answer is:
The Public Transport Corporation has provided the following information:
(a)

The total budgeted cost of Met advertising and public relations for the 1995-96 financial year was $860 000.

(b)

The 'Faster than a Ferrari' advertising campaign cost was $6289. The total cost of the 'Elvis isn't dead' advertising
campaign was $123 130.

(c)

The budgeted cost for radio advertising for 1995-96 was $211 760.

Transport: annual reports
(Question No. 56)

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Transport:
In respect of each department, agency and authority within his administration, what was the total cost of annual
reports for the 1992-93,1993-94 and 1994-95 financial years.

Mr BROWN (Minister for Transport) - The answer is:
The relevant cost of producing the annual report for the former Department of Transport was:
Financial Year
1992-93
1993-94
1994-95

Cost
$1154 (Transport proportion of cost)
$13 930 (Transport proportion of cost)
$8345.50 (Transport proportion of cost)

The following information is provided in respect of the Public Transport Corporation:
Financial Year
1992-93
1993-94
1994-95

Cost
$30608.50
$38264.45
$43417.75

Transport: consultancies
(Question No. 99)

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Transport:
In respect of each department, agency and authority within his administration, for the periods 3 October 1992 to
30 October 1993, and 1 June 1994 to 23 November 1995, what the details are of each consultancy commissioned,
indicating - (a) date; (b) cost; (c) purpose; (d) name and address of consultant; (e) recommendations made; (t) action
taken in response to any recommendations; and (g) whether tenders were called.
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Mr BROWN (Minister for Transport) - The answer is:
A list of consultants engaged within the transport portfolio is published in the annual reports of the former Department
of Transport and the Public Transport Corporation. To provide the additional detailed infonnation requested would
place an unnecessary burden on resources which cannot be justified.
Should the honourable member identify a specific consultancy every effort will be made to provide the relevant
infonnation.

Justice: consultancies
(Questions Nos 112, 113 and 115)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Attorney-General, the Minister for Fair Trading and the Minister for
Women's Affairs:
In respect of each department, agency and authority within her administration, for the periods 3 October 1992 to
30 October 1993, and 1 June 1994 to 23 November 1995, what the details are of each consultancy commissioned,
indicating - (a) date; (b) cost; (c) purpose; (d) name and address of consultant; (e) recommendations made; (f) action
taken in response to any recommendation; and (g) whether tenders were called.

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General, Minister for Fair Trading and Minister for Women's Affairs) - The answer
is:
The time and resources required to prepare a detailed response to these questions are not available. Some information
on consultants commissioned is usually included in annual reports (as is the case for the Department of Justice).

Roads and ports: consultants
(Question No. 116)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Transport for the Minister for Roads and Ports:
In respect of each department, agency and authority within his administration, for the periods 3 October 1992 to
30 October 1993, and 1 June 1994 to 23 November 1995, what the details are of each consultancy commissioned,
indicating - (a) date; (b) cost; (c) purpose; (d) name and address of consultant; (e) recommendations made; (f) action
taken in response to any recommendations; and (g) whether tenders were called.

Mr BROWN (Minister for Transport) - The answer supplied by the Minister for Roads and Ports is:
All agencies within the roads and ports portfolio publish in their annual report infonnation relating to consultancies
engaged during the financial year. To provide all the additional detailed infonnation requested by the honourable
member would involve considerable research and the time and resources could not be justified. Should the honourable
member identify a specific consultancy or area of concern, every effort will be made to provide relevant infonnation.

Justice: staff
(Questions Nos 147, 168 and 169)
Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Attorney-General, the Minister for Fair Trading and the Minister for
Women's Affairs:
In respect of each department, agency and authority within her administration, whether she will provide details
relating to staffing levels for the financial years 1992-93,1993-94 and 1994-95.

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General, Minister for Fair Trading and Minister for Women's Affairs) - The answer
is:
I am informed that the information available in response to the honourable member's questions is available from the
annual report of the Department of Justice and from the respective annual reports of the agencies and statutory
authorities in the justice portfolio for each of the financial years in question. Where agencies have become corporations,
statutory authorities or have been subject to machinery of government changes between 1992 and 1995 the annual
reports issued will have changed accordingly.
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Roads and ports: staff
(Question No. 161)

Mr PANDAZOPOULOS asked the Minister for Transport, for the Minister for Roads and Ports:
In respect of each department, agency and authority within his administration, whether he will provide details relating
to staffing levels for the financial years 1992-93, 1993-94 and 1994-95.

Mr BROWN (Minister for Transport) - The answer supplied by the Minister for Roads and Ports is:
The information being sought by the honourable member is readily available in the published annual reports of the
agencies currently within the roads and ports portfolio.
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Committee, 906
Remaining stages, 909
Parliament House Completion Authority Bill

Introduction and first reading, 345
Second reading, 440, 715
Appropriation, 565, 713
Committee, 719
Remaining stages, 719
Police Regulation (Selection and Review) Bill

Health Acts (Amendment) Bill

Introduction and fust reading, 299
Second reading, 458, 913
Remaining stages, 918
Housing (Amendment) Bill

Introduction and fust reading, 115
Second reading, 194,719
Committee, 723
Remaining stages, 723
Interpretation of Legislation (Amendment) Bill

Introduction and fust reading, 32
Second reading, 180
Legal Practice Bill

Introduction and first reading, 870
Second reading, 982

Introduction and first reading, 657
Second reading, 713, 778
Remaining stages, 781
Public Sector Management and Parliamentary
Officers (Amendment) Bill

Introduction and fust reading, 345
Second reading <absolute majority), 441, 888
Appropriation, 565
Committee, 894
Third reading (absolute majority), 894
Remaining stages, 894
Road Safety <Wheel Camping) Bill

Introduction and fust reading, 625
Second reading, 723
Remaining stages, 978
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State Taxation (Omnibus Amendment) Bill
Introduction and first reading, 114
Second reading, 181, 657
Appropriation, 314
Committee, 672
Remaining stages, 674
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DIVISIONS

Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 693
Auditor-General's Office, 946
Business of the house, 61, 121, 251, 947
Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill, 736, 746

Statute Law Revision (Marine) Bill
Introduction and first reading, 299
Second reading, 457
Superannuation Acts (Amendment) Bill
Introduction and first reading, 114
Second reading, 183, 593
Appropriation, 314
Remaining stages, 595
Royal assent, 775

Firearms <Prohibited Firearms) Bill, 811
Gaming Acts (Amendment) Bill, 968
Gaming Machine Control (Community Support
Fund) Bill, 977
Melbourne City Link (Amendment) Bill,875
Public Sector Management and Parliamentary
Officers (Amendment) Bill, 893
Water Acts (Amendment) Bill, 593

Transport (Rail Safety) Bill

REPORTS

Introduction and first reading, 870
Second reading, 979
Auditor-General
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority Bill
Introduction and first reading, 114
Second reading, 184, 568
Appropriation, 314
Committee, 571
Remaining stages, 572

Oilld protection services, 927
Children's Court, 927
Community Support Fund, 314
Marketing government services, 72
Ministerial portfolios, 410
Community Development Committee

Water Acts (Amendment) Bill
Introduction and first reading, 114
Second reading, 186, 572
Appropriation, 314
Committee, 593
Remaining stages, 593
Westpac and Bank of Melbourne (Challenge Bank)
Bill

Introduction and first reading, 775
Second reading, 775, 815
Appropriation, 815
Remaining stages, 816

Wheel clamping, 26
County Court judges, 27
Obstetric and Paediatric Mortality and Morbidity,
Consultative Council on, 774
Ombudsman and Deputy Ombudsman <Police
Complaints), 32
Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 27
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Auditor-General's Office, 775

Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
Alert Digest, 245, 564, 774
Supreme Court judges, 926

SUBSTANTIVE MOTIONS
Gaming industry, 842
Koori open door education, 314
Student unions, 74
Victorian drag strategy, 626
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SUBJEcrS

Australian Formula One Grand Prix (See Grand prix)
Autumn Economic Statement (See appropriation bills
under BILLS)

Iq = question without notice]
Aviation
Insurance indemnity, 991, 995

A
Aborigines
Artefacts, q 741
Juvenile justice system, q 869
Koori Heritage Trust, q 207
Koori open door education, 314

B
Banyule, City of
Soccer stadium, 614, 619
Barwon Peer Education project, 829, 834
Beaches

Acts
Proclamation, 42
Ada River Big Tree, 991, 995

fiaInpton,229,235
Rosebud, 399, 404
Seaford-Frankston, 616, 619

Address-in-reply (see Govemor's speech)

Beaumaris North Primary School, 303, 305

Age, The
Reporting of Parliament, 407, 439

Beechworth Prison

Airports (See individual airport names)

Brimbank, City of

Albury-Wodonga
Proposed amalgamation, q 767
Ambulatory care
Berwick-Cranboume corridor, 227, 234

V /Line tender, 919, 922

Youth support services, 463, 468
Broad Insight group, 830, 834
Budget (See Economy, Fmance and appropriation bills
under BILLS)
Bundoora

Amskan, q 344, q 433, q 434, q 437, q 558, q 738
Arthur Yates and Co., q 741

Arts

Project grants, q 561

Asbestos
Heidelberg printing presses, 397, 406
Auditor-General
Child protection services, q 868, 927, q 952, q 955
Children's Court, q 864, q 866, 927, q 956
Community Support Fund,314
Government advertising, q 103
Marketing government services, 72
Ministerial portfolios, 410

School maintenance funding, 759, 762

Buses
Country student allowance, 832, 836
Hazelwood-Traralgon, 703, 709
Rowville, 225, 230
Willowbrook, 301, 305
(See also Public transport, Rail and Trams)
Business of the house (See Parliament)

c
Captain's Lodge International Motel, Sale
Abusive telephone calls, 830, 836
Carers strategy, q 205

Auditor-General's Office

Castlemaine Primary School, 918, 922

Financial audit, 931
Castlemaine woollen mill fire, 705, 710
Australian Bureau of Statistics
Economic performance indicators, q 765
Australian Football League
Centenary season, 758, 764

Caulfield

Diabetes services, 703, 708
Censorship (See OassificatiOD guidelines)
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Chairman of Committees
Election, 41
Temporary, 105

Condolences

McAlister, Ronald Graham Henry, Esq., 7
Shilton, Leslie Victor, Esq., 5
Wheeler, Hon. Sir I<enneth Henry, 12

Chemical industry
Point Ullias, q 656, q 954, 992, 995
(See also Toxic waste)

Child protection services
Auditor-General's report, q 868, 927, q 952, q 955
Child deaths, q 557
Fogarty report, q 954

Children's Court
Auditor-General's report, q 864, q 866, 927, q 956

City Link
Agreement, 314
Contract documents, q 239, 756, 759
Debneys Park estate, 919, 922
Project opening, q 339, q 340
Southgate interchange, 303, 306
Tolls, q 555
Transponders, 461, 469, q 652
(See also Roads)

City West Water
Customer service report, q 343

Qassification guidelines

Conservation (See Environment)
Coode Island (See Point Lillias)
Corellas
Control, 834, 836

County Court judges
Report for 1994-95,27

Courts

Sunshine complex, 210
Crime
Statistics, q 438
(See also Domestic violence and Police)

Crime Prevention Committee (See Drugs and Crime
Prevention Committee)
Crown Casino
Bidding process, q 653, q 765, q 766, q 768, q 769
Distribution of tokens, 832, 836
Lyric theatre, q 238
Senate inquiry, q 654, q 737
(See also Gaming)

Printed material, films and videotapes, computer
games, national code, and cooperative legislative
scheme, 26

D
Dairy industry

Cohuna tennis club

Exports, 614, 618

Corellas, 834, 836
Dandenong Hospital
Coliban Water
Redundancies, 300, 305,990,995
Community Development Committee
Membership, 63
Wheel clamping, 26

Community housing program, 703, 709
Community residential units

Fire safety, q 25, 64, 68
(See also Kew Cottages)
Community Support Fund
Allocations, 992, 995
(See also Gaming)

Competition policy
Benchmarks, q 555

Computers (See Cassification guidelines and
Information technology)

Interpreter services, 922

Deakin University
Joint sitting of Parliament, 247, 272, 309

Deinstitutionalisation (See Disability services)
Deputy Premier

Gun control, q 562
Disability services
Altona, 833, 834
Broad Insight group, 830, 834
Carers strategy, q 205
~tutionalisation,918,922

Early intervention programs, 830, 834
Kanyana transport vehicle, 920, 922
Knox spastic centre, 922
Long-term care, 400, 406
Mount Beauty, 165, 169
Program of Aids for Disabled People, 831, 835
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Essendon

Development, q 770

Homeless youth accommodation, 398, 406

Domestic violence

Essendon Airport

Crisis accommodation, 459, 469
(See also Crime and Police)

Redevelopment, 228, 232
Exports

Drug debate (See Premier's Drug Advisory Council)
Drugs
Footscray needle exchange centre, 616, 620
(See also Premier's Drug Advisory Council)

Dairy produce, 614, 618
Environment protection technology, q 652

Freshfood,225,232
Indonesian agreement, q 867

F

Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee
Membership, 63

Federal-State Relations Committee

E
Economic Development Committee
Membership, 63
Economy
Performance indicators, q 765

Establishment, 299
Membership, 299
Finance
Electricity industry privatisation, q 205, q 434
Firearms (See Gun control)
Food industry

Exports, 225, 232
Education
Adn'Unistrative software, 460, 462, 468
English exchange program, 993, 995
Government policies, q 241
Learning assessment program. q 653
Overseas students, 756, 760
Student exchange programs, 302, 304
(See also Premier's Drug Advisory Council,
Preschools, Schools and colleges, Students,
Tertialy education and training and Universities)
Education Week, q 241
Electricity industly

Group pricing, q 739
National Electricity Code Administration, q 865
National Electricity Market Management Co., q 865
National market, q 865
Privatisation, q 205, q 434
(See also individual distnbution company names)
Employment

Indonesian agreement, q 867
Footscray
Needle exchange centre, 616, 620

G
Gaming
Development, 842
Problem gambling program, q 657
Tattersalls fee, q 558
(See also Community Support Fund and Crown
Casino)
Golden moths orchid, q 243
Goulbum Valley Highway
Shepparton bypass, 303, 305
Government
Auditor-General's report on advertising, 72, q 103
Shareholdings, q 207

Government policy, q 737
Governors speech, 32, 121, 176,196,210,595,747
Environment
Plastic bags, 706, 710
Protection technology exports, q 652
Environment and Natural Resources Committee

Grandprix
Economic outcomes, q 23
Public transport, q 24

Membership, 63
Greater Geelong, City of
Epsom racecowse
Proposed closure, 397, 405

Ocean Grove roads, 705, 710
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Guangdong Corporation, q 100, q 204, q 205, q 206,
q 207, q 209, q 741, q 742

Gun control
Amnesty, q 772
Exemptions, 401, 405, 464, 469, q 562
Government response, q 18
Recreational shooters, q 740
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Kew Cottages
Fire safety, q 25, 64, 68
(See also Community residential units)
Kindergartens (See Preschools)

Knox
Maternal and child health services, 64, 69
Spastic centre, 922

H

Kooris (See Aborigines)

Hampton

L

Beach nourishment, 229, 235
La Trobe University

Health
Caulfield diabetes services, 703,708
L~phoedeDlastUfe~,704,707

Prescription costs, 68, 69
(See also Disability services and Hospitals)

Heidelberg printing presses
Aus~osremoval,397,406

Hospitals
Proposed northern, 65, 69,921, 922
(See also individual hospital names)

Joint sitting of Parliament, 247, 272, 309
Larunde1

Laundry tender, 459, 469
Law Reform Committee

Membership, 63

Learning assessment program, q 653
(See also Education)

liberal Party
Election promises, 462, 464

House Committee

(See also Government>

Membership, 105

library Committee

Housing
Community program, 703, 709
Crisis accommodation, 459, 469
Essendon youth accommodation, 398, 406
High-rise demolition, 400, 402
Kensington estate security, 832, 836
Northern and western suburbs, q 437
Public rent, 989, 993

I

Membership, 105
Lymphoedema
Compression garments, 704, 707
Lyric theatre, q 238

M
McA1ister, The late Ronald Graham Henry, Esq., 7
Maternal and child health services

Indonesia

Knox,64,69

Food agreement, q 867

Ma~;;son,

Information technology

Mr Bruce, q 20, q 23, q 102, q 205, q 206,

Administrative software, 460, 462, 468

Meat industry
Insurance

Wholesaler registration, 758, 764

Aircraft accident indemnity, 991, 995

Melbourne Airport

J
Joint sittings of Parliament (See Parliament)

Cross-ownership rules, q 341, 399, 402

Melbourne Parks and Waterways

Moonee Ponds Creek Valley, 302, 305

K
Kanyana transport vehicle, 920, 922
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Members

National Electricity Market Management Co., q 865

Commission to swear in, 17
Pecuniary interests, q 556
Springvale: naming, 340
Swearing in, 1, '2:37

National Gallery of Victoria
Government policy, q 99
Nillumb~ Shire of

Commissioner appointment, 165,170

Mildura Base Hospital
Specialist payments, 990, 994
Ministerial advisers

Noxious weeds, 706, 711
Nunawading Province by-election, 26

Pecuniary interests, q 18, q 99, q 437

o

MinistelS
Sport: greyhound lease, 756, 762
(See also Personal explanations, Premier and
Deputy Premier)

Obstetric and Paediatric Mortality and Morbidity,
Consultative Council on

Report for 1994, 774
Ombudsman and Deputy Ombudsman <Police
Complaints)

Minisby

Appointment, 17

Report for 1994-95, 32
Monash University
Joint sitting of Parliament, 247, 272, 309

Opposition
Shadow ministry, 18

Montmorency South Primary School, 615, 622
Moonambel PrlmaIy School, 757,761

Moonee Ponds Creek Valley, 302, 305
Moorabbin Airport
Flight paths and altitudes, 617, 622

Mordialloc RSL
Former honorary secretary, 66, 70
Mommgton Peninsula
Public transport, 757, 763
Mommgton Peninsula Hospital
~encyservioes,702,708,989,994

Public transport, 757, 763

Mount Beauty
Disability services, 165, 169
Mount Hotham
Development proposals, 226, 234

Mount Stirling
Development proposals, q 868

N
Narre Warren
Secondary school site, 989

National Eledridty Code Administration, q 865

Optus
Overhead cable, 229, 235
Oyster farming, q 956
Oz Child Australia, 754, 763

p
Parliament
Absence of minister, 952
Assembly officers, 63
Business of the house
adjournment, 176, 713,946
drug debate, 43
program, 248, 565, 778
sessional orders, 43
standing orders, 901
televising and broadcasting of proceedings, 42, 115
Chaimlan of Committees
election, 41
temporary, 105
Distinguished visitors, 99, 952
Joint siUings, 247, 272, 308
Notices of motion: admissibility, 839, 840, 841
Opening, 1
Speaker
Election, 3
Presentation to Governor, 5
Parliamentary committees (See individual committee
names)

Paynesville Primary School, 162, 170, 833, 836
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Pedestrian crossings (See Roads)
Penington, Professor David, AC
Address to joint sitting, 471
Personal explanations

Minister for Conservation and Land Management, 41
Petitions
Austin and repatriation hospitals, 173
B-double vehicles, 774
Bellfield Primary School, 926
Capital punishment, 245, 842
Churchill Community Health Centre, 72
Churchill North Primary School, 71
Coode Island chemical storage, 773, 925
Crown Casino trading hours, 71
~gs:decriInDruilisation,245,313,409,563,625,926

Gas, electricity and water concessions, 71, 925
Greenvale secondary college, 175, 245, 409
Gun control, 244, 563, 713,773
Hampton Park roads, 925
Knox children's services, 773
Langwarrin bus service, 174
Mordialloc-Cheltenham Community Hospital, 174
Museum site, 408
Narre Warren land, 244
Native animals and birds, 71
Pearcedale bus service, 174
Police: proposed headquarters, West Heidelberg, 925
Privatisation, 925
Proposed Carrum Downs brothel, 174
Residual current devices, 71
Rosanna railway station, 174,313,625
School crossing supervisors, 625
Smoking in taxis, 244
Soccer stadium, Yarra Valley, 313
South Eastern Arterial noise barriers, 173
Specialist women's hospital, 173
Timber buildings, Anglesea, 563
Westemport national park, 563
Petrol
Country prices, 398, 403
Planning
Oocklands, q 770
Port Melbourne foreshore, 702, 706
Proposed East Melbourne hotel, 463
Platypus
Habitat protection, 228, 234
Point Lillias
Chemical storage, q 656, q 954, 992, 995
Point Lonsdale Primary School, 300, 304
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Police
Powers of arrest, 460,469
Proposed headquarters, West HeideIberg, 831, 836
Sunshine, 210
(See also Crime and Domestic violence)
Port Arthur shootings
Government response, q 18
(See also Gun control)

Port Melbourne
Foreshore development, 702, 706
Port of Geelong
Sale, q208
Port of Melbourne
Charges,q240
Powemet Victoria
Destruction of trees, 163, 170
Premier
Amskan, q 344, q 433, q 434, q 437, q 558, q 738
Apology to Supreme Court, q 237, q 238, q 239, q 240,
q 241, q 242, q 243
Arthur Yates and Co., q 741
Contempt investigation, q 24, q 237, q 238, q 239,
q 240, q 241, q 242, q 243, q 341, 615, 620
Defamation action, q 771, q 868
Guangdong Corporation, q 100, q 204, q 205, q 206,
q 741, q 742
Legal indemnity, q 339, q 341, q 342
Pecuniary interests, q 20, q 23, q 100, q 102, q 204,
q~q~qmq~q~q~q~q~

q 558, q 559, q 738, q 741, q 742, q
Today Tonight, q 20, q 23

m

Premier and Cabinet, Department of
Former head, 755, 763
Premier's awards
Medical research, q 655
Premier's Drug Advisory Council
Address to Parliament by Professor Penington, 471
Drugs and OUT Community, 27, 43, q 237, 247, 439, 471,
482,626
Education programs, 988, 994
Government response, q 952
Victorian strategy, 626

Presc.hools
Beechworth,992, 994

Prescriptions

Costs, 68, 69
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Privatisation

Royal Melbourne Hospital

Electricity industry, q 205, q 434
Melbourne Airport, q 341, 399, 402

Essendon campus, 301, 305

Royal Melbourne Institute of Technology
Joint sitting of Parliament, 247, 272, 309

Privileges Committee
Membership, 63

Program of Aids for Disabled People, 831, 835
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Auditor-General's Office, 775
Membership, 63
Public Record Office
Parliamentary committee records, 62
Public transport
Grand prix, q 24
Mornington Peninsula, 757, 763
(See also Buses, Rail and Trams)

Rulings by the Chair
Adjournment
federal responsibilities, 230
ministerial jurisdiction, 759
Admissibility
notices of motion, 26, 839, 840, 841
questions without notice, 741, 742
Anticipating debate, 851, 859
Auditor-General's reports, 869, 870, 928, 929, 930, 939
Committee reports, 26
Correct titles, 466, 749
Frivolous and vexatious points of order, 168
Incorporation in Hansard, 575, 579, 583
Maiden speeches, 156

Members: casting aspersions, 990
R
RACV
Elections, 164, 170,617,621

Rail
Bell station, 758, 763
Lalor station, 226, 231
Rosanna crossing, 65, 70
Sunbury electrification, 993, 995
Upfield line, q 102, 401, 406, 460, 466
V/line
Beechworth Prison tender, 919, 922
infrastructure, q 242
workshops, 66, 70
(See also Buses, Public transport and Trams)
Red Shield Appeal, q 22

Road Safety Committee
Membership, 63

Roads
Ocean Grove, 70S, 710
Proposed Belgrave bypass, 704, 710
Proposed Scoresby freeway, 829, 835
Wembee, 227, 231
(See also individual road names)

Roads Corporation
Confidential records, 920, 922

Rosebud
Foreshore management, 399, 404

Royal Children's Hospital
Siamese twins, q 433

Motions by leave, 743, 746, 747
Notices of motion: admissibility, 26, 839, 840, 841
Order of call, 582, 583, 740
Putting of questions, 651
Questions without notice
admissibility, 741, 742
debating, 559, 738, 770,771, 772
length of answers, 22, 555
ministerial responsibility, 562
reading answers, 557
QuOruInS, 853, 862
Relevance, 25,266, 343, 344, 356,417,434, 631, 654,
656,814,826,846
Reporting of proceedings, 407, 408, 439
Sub judice rule, 689
Tabling
documents, 922
legal advice, 957, 958, 959, 987, 988
~rts,26,869,870,928,929,930,939

Tedious repetition, 970
Unparliamentary and offensive remarks, 499, 616,
757,990
(See also Parliament)

Rutherglen Research Institute
Name change, 166, 169
Restnucture, 613, 618

s
Scallop industry
Licence buyout, 921, 922

Schools and colleges
Bundoora maintenance funding, 759,762
Carrum,922
Narre Warren site, 989
(See also individual school and college names)
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T

Scoresby Road, Femtree Gully
Pedestrian crossing, 162, 167, 461, 465
Tattersalls
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee

Gaming machine licence fee, q 558

Alert Digest, 245, 564, 774
Membership, 63
Scuba diving
EquipD1ent~tions,l63,169

Taxes (See Stamp duty)
Telecommunications (See Optus)
Telephones
Abusive calls, 830, 836

Seaford-F~n

Foreshore management, 616,619

Select committees
Records, 62
Senate

Tertiary education and training
Competitive training system, q 101
Student unions, 74
(See also Universities)
Todily Tonight, q 20, q 23, q 209

"acancy, 246,247, 272, 308
Tourism
Shadow ministry (See Opposition)
Shilton, The late Leslie Victor, Esq., 5
Siamese twins, q 433
Solicitors Guarantee Fund

Levy,q 104
South East Water
CustoD1er service report, q 343

Mount HothaIn development proposals, 226, 234
Wilsons ProD1Ontory, 164, 168
Toxic waste
Werribee dump, 399, 406
Training (See Tertiary education and training)
Trams
Bundoora extension, 163, 167
(See also Public transport)

South Eastem Arterial
Noise barriers, 226, 230

Transport (Tow Truck Reform) Act
Insurance COD1parties, 67, 70

Speaker (See Parliament)

u

Stamp duty
Home loans, q 560
Standing Orders Committee
Membership, 63
Private bill fees, 176
State Emergency Service
Ulydale, 65, 70
Students
Exchange prograIIlS, 302, 304, 993, 995
Overseas enroiments, 756, 760
Travel allowances, 832, 836
Union membership, 74
Supreme Court judges
Report for 1995, 926

Unemployment

Western suburbs, 67, 69
United Energy
Audit report, q 244
Universities
Funding, q 436
(See also individual university names)

V
Veneto Social Oub
Sports facility, 614, 619
Vicroads (See Roads Corporation)
Victoria University of Technology, 247, 272, 309

Swinbume University of Technology
Joint sitting of Parliam.ent, 247, 272, 309

Victorian Carpet Co., 705, 710
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Victorian Health Promotion Foundation
Joint sitting of Parliament, 247, 272, 309

VlLine (See Rail)

w
Water industry

Pipe replacement, 921, 922
(See also individual distribution company names)

Werribee
Government election promises, 462, 464
Toxic waste dump, 399,406

Wesley Central Mission, 755, 762
Westa1I Road, Springvale
Upgrading, 613, 621

Westmeadows Primary School, 299, 304
Wheeler, The late Hon. Sir Kenneth Henry, 12
Wilsons Promontory

Tourist development, 164, 168
Wool industry
Castlemaine mill fire, 70s, 710
Government initiatives, q 559

Workcover
Interstate comparisons, q 768
Premiums, q 768
World Environment Day, 704, 710

y
Yarra Valley Water
Customer service report, q 343
Youth
Brimbank support seIVices, 463, 468
Essendon homelessness, 398, 406
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MEMBERS

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 603

ANDRIANOPOULOS, Mr (Mill Park)
Adjournment
Trams: Bundoora extension, 163

Points of order, 583
Premier's Drug Advisory Council
Drugs and our Community, 523

Govemor's speech
Address-in-reply,595

Student unions, 90

Points of order, 168, 861
Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 550

BATCHELOR, Mr (1homastown)
Adjournment

ANDRIGHEITO, Mr (Narracan)
Adjournment

Ada River Big Tree, 991
Govemor's speech

City Link
Southgateinrerdhange,303
transponders, 461
Hospitals: proposed northern, 65, 921

Rail
Bell station, 758
Lalor station, 226
Upfield line, 401

Address-in-reply, 35

Auditor-General's Office
Petitions
[nugs:decinUnalisation,926

Financial audit, 932

Bills

Questions without notice
Education Week, 241
Wool industry: initiatives, 559

ASHLEY, Mr (Bayswater)
Address of Professor Penington, AC, 477

Appropriation (Interim 1996/97) Bill, 350
Melboume City Link (Amendment) Bill, 345, 816
State Taxation (Omnibus Amendment) Bill, 660
Transport (Rail Safety) Bill, 870

Business of the house
Program, 248
Sessional orders, 46
Televising and broadcasting of proceedings, 116

Adjournment
AFL centenary season, 758

Condolences

Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Election of Speaker,S

Drugs and our Community, 549
Questions without notice
Electricity industry: privatisation, 434
Exports: environment protection technology, 652

McAlister, Ronald Henry Graham, Esq., 11

Melbourne City Unk Agreement, 314
Points of order, 231, 407, 416, 467,555,738, 746,747,

770,841,930,988
Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 529
Questions without notice

BAKER, Mr (Sunshine)
Bills
Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill, 731
Firearms (Prorubited Firearms) Bill, 803
State Taxation (Omrubus Amendment) Bill, 663

City Link: transponders, 652
Members: pecurtiary interests, 556
Premier: pecurtiary inrerests, 738

(13)

(14)

INDEX

BRACKS, Mr (Williamstown)
Adjournment
Premier and Cabinet: former departmental head, 755

Questions without notice
Public transport: grand prix, 24

Rail
Upfield line, 102
V/Une infrastructure, 242

Rail:~orkshops,66

Auditor-General's Office
Financial audit, 931

Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1996/97) Bill,251
Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill, 743
Gaming Acts (Amendment) Bill, 964
Police Regulation (Selection and Review) Bill, 779
Public Sector Management and Parliamentary
Officers (Amendment) Bill, 888
State Taxation (Omnibus Amendment) Bill,657
Superannuation Acts (Amendment) Bill, 593
Victorian Managed Insurance AuthOrity Bill, 568
Westpac and Bank of Melbourne (Challenge Bank)
Bill,815

BRUMBY, Mr (Broadmeado~s) (Leader of the
Opposition)
Auditor-General's Office
Financial audit, 934

Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1996/97) Bill, 358
Biological Control (Amendment) Bill, 410
Forests (Wood Pulp Agreement) Bill, 894
Parliament House Completion Authority Bill, 715
Condolences

Notices of motion, 839
Points of order, 266,356,826,846,929,958,987

McAlister, Ronald Graham Henry, Esq., 8
Shilton, Leslie Victor, Esq., 6
Wheeler, Hon. Sir Kenneth Henry, 13

Questions without notice
Stamp duty: home loans, 560
Victorian drug strategy, 647

Drug debate, 248
Election of Speaker, 3
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply,751

BROWN, Mr (Gippsland West) (Minister for
Transport)
Adjournment
Buses
Haze1~ood-Traralgon road, 709
Rowville, 230
Community housing program, 709

Rail

Lalor station, 231
Upfield line, 466
Roads
Belgrave bypass, 710
Ocean Grove, 710
Werribee, 231
Scoresby free~ay: construction, 835
Scoresby Road pedestrian crossing, 167,465
South Eastern Arterial: noise barriers, 230
Bills
Road Safety (Wheel Clamping) Bill, 625, 723
Statute La~ Revision (Marine) Bill, 299
Transport (Rail Safety) Bill, 870,979
Points of order, 25, 165

Joint sitting of Parliament
Deakin University, 309
La Trobe University, 309
Monash University, 309
Royal Melbourne Institute of Technology, 309
Senate vacancy, 308
5'winburne University of Technology, 309
Victoria University of Technology, 309
Victorian Health Promotion Foundation, 309

Koori open door education, 335
Leadership of opposition, 18
Points of order, 26, 344, 408, 434, 557, 631, 651, 654,
742,771,927,934,958
Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 482
Questions without notice
Auditor-General
child protection services, 952
Children's Court, 864
Auditor-General's report advertising, 103
City Link: tolls, 555

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
Crown Casino
bidding process, 653, 765, 766, 769
Senate inquiry, 654, 737
Ministerial advisers: pecuniary interests, 18, 20, 23,
99,437
Premier
contempt investigation, 240, 242, 341
indemnity, 342
pecuniary interests, 344, 433, 434, 436
Victorian drug strategy, 626

(15)

Adjournment
Health: lymphoedema sufferers, 704
Moonee Ponds Creek Valley, 302
Roads Corporation: confidential records, 920

Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1996/97) Bill, 377

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply,l28

Premier's Drug Advisory Council
Drugs and our Community, 514
BURKE, Ms (Prahran)
Adjournment
Intellectual disability services:
deinstitutionalisation,918

Bills
Housing (Amendment) Bill, 722

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 133

Questions without notice
Arts: project grants, 561
Carers strategy, 205

CARU Mr (Coburg)
Adjournment
Heidelberg printing presses: asbestos removal, 397
Powemet destruction of trees, 163

Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1996/97) Bill, 286
Water Acts (Amendment) Bill, 586

Condolences
McAlister, Ronald Henry Graham, Esq., 10

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 201, 210
CAMERON, Mr (Bendigo West)

Adjournment
Castlemaine woollen mill fire, 705
Cohban Water: redundancies, 300,990
Education: administrative software, 460

Bills
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 684
Accident Compensation (Occupational Health and
Safety) Bill, 880
Biological Control (Amendment) Bill, 413
Legal Profession Practice (Direct Mortgages) Bill, 425
Water Acts (Amendment) Bill, 583

Governor's speech

Points of order, 582

Premier's Drug Advisory Council
Drugs and our Community, 547

CLARK, Mr (Box Hill)

Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1996/97) Bill, 277
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority Bill, 569
Points of order, 689

StudentunioDS,94

Address-in-reply,14O

COLE, Mr (Melbourne)
CAMPBELL, Ms (Pascoe Vale)

Address of Professor Penington, AC, 479

Adjournment
Housing: Kensington estate security, 832
Planning: proposed hotel, East Melbourne, 463
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INDEX

Auditor-General's Office
Financial audit, 941

CUNNlNGHAM, Mr <Melton)

Address of Professor Penington, AC, 477

Bills
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 688
Firearms (Prolubited Firearms) Bill, 790
Legal Profession Practice (Direct Mortgages) Bill, 421
Melbourne City Unk (Amendment) Bill, 827
State Taxation (Omrubus Amendment) Bill, 666

DEAN, Dr (Berwick)

Adjoumment
Wesley Central Mission, 755

Business of the house
Sessional orders, 55

Auditor-General's Office
Financial audit, 940

Condolences
McAlister, Ronald Henry Graham, Esq., 11

Bills
Legal Profession Practice (Direct Mortgages) Bill, 423

Governors speech
Address-in-reply,217

Points of order, 408, 416, 689
Premiers Drug Advisory Council

Koori open door education, 331

Petitions
Narre Warren land, 244
Residual current devices, 71

Drugs and our Community, 508
S~dentUEdons,83

DIXON, Mr (Dromana)

Address of Professor Penington, AC, 478
COLEMAN, Mr (Bennettswood)
Address of Professor Penington, AC, 476

Adjournment
Hospitals: Momington Peninsula, 702, 989
Rosebud: foreshore management, 399

Petitions
Native animals and birds, 71

Premier's Drug Advisory Council
Drugs and our Community, 551

Govemors speech
Address-in-reply,32

Petitions
~gs:d~tion,313

COOPER Mr (Momington)

Premier's Drug Advisory Council
Drugs and the Community, 545

Adjournment

Questions without notice

Rail: Upfie1d line, 460
Scallop industry: licence buyout, 921

City Unk: documents, 239
Competition policy benchmarks, 555

Bills
Firearms (Prolubited Firearms) Bill, 799

Business of the house
Sessional orders, 54
Televising and broadcasting of proceedings, 120

Governors speech
Address-in-reply,212

DOLUS, Mr <Richmond)
Adjournment
Planning: Port Melbourne foreshore, 702
Water industry: pipe replacement, 921

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
Bills
Appropriation (Parliament) (Interim 1996/97) Bill,
393
Ballarat Lands (Lakeside Development) Bill, 812
Domestic Building Contracts and Tribunal
(Amendment) Bill, 428
Melbourne City Unk (Amendment) Bill, 871
Miscellaneous Acts (Omrubus Amendments) Bill, 902
Business of the house
Program, 249
Sessional orders, 52
Standing orders, 901

FINN, Mr (Tullamarine)
Adjoumment
Brimbank: youth support services, 463
Broad Insight group, 830
Buses: Westmeadows, 301
Melbourne Airport, 399
Noxious weeds, 706
Condolences
Wheeler, Hon. Sir Kenneth Henry, 15
Govemor's speech
Address-in-reply, 220

Condolences
McAlister, Ronald Graham Henry, Esq., 9
Election of Speaker, 4

Nunawading Province by-election, 26
Petitions
Greenvale secondary college, 175, 245,409

Petitions
Museum site, 408
Points of order, 223,340,395,499

Points of order, 990
Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 498

Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and the Community, 536
Questions without notice

Questions without notice
Grand prix: economic outcomes, 23
Housing: northern and western suburbs, 437

Premier: contempt investigation, 24

GARBUTI, Ms CBundoora)
DOYLE, Mr (Malvern)

Student unions, 87

Adjoumment
Bundoora: school maintenance funding, 759
Mount Hotham: development proposals, 226
Rail: Rosanna crossing, 65
Bills

ELDER, Mr (Ripon)
Koori open door education,314
Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 516

Appropriation (Interim 1996/97) Bill,389
Water Acts (Amendment) Bill, 572
Petitions
Austin and repatriation hospitals, 173
Rosanna railway station, 174,625
School crossing supervisors, 625
Smoking in taxis, 244
Specialist women's hospital, 173

ELUDIT, Mrs <Mooroolbark)
Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 484

Points of order, 582, 656
Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 533
Questions without notice
Point Lillias chemical storage, 656
Student~ons,97
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INDEX

GILLETI', Ms (Wembee)

Adjournment
Community Support Fund, 992
Wembee
government election promises, 462
roads, 227
toxic waste dump, 399

Bills
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 692
Accident Compensation (Occupational Health and
Safety) Bill, 884
Firearms <Prohibited Firearms) Bill, 796
Gaming Acts (Amendment) Bill, 967

Govemor's speech
Address-in-reply, 135

Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 517

Auditor-General's Office
Fmancial audit, 931
Bills
Gaming Machine Control (Community Support
Fund) Bill, 568
Interpretation of Legislation (Amendment) Bill, 32
Melbourne Exhibition Centre (Amendment) Bill 870
979
'
,
Miscellaneous Acts (Omrubus Amendments) Bill, 904
Business of the house
Adjournment, 946
Drug debate, 43
Progratn, 248, 565, 778
Sessional orders, 43
Televising and broadcasting of proceedings, 42, 115,
119

Community Development Committee
Wheel clamping, 26

Drug debate, 247
GUDE, Mr (Hawthorn) (Minister for Education)

Adjournment
Abusive telephone calls: Sale motel, 836
Beaumaris North Primary School, 305
Bundoora: school maintenance ftmding, 762

Buses
country student allowance, 836
Westmeadows,305
Cohuna tennis club: corellas, 836
Coliban Water. redundancies, 305
Crown Casino: distribution of tokens, 836
Education
administrative software, 468
exchangestudentpro~,304

overseas students, 760
Goulburn Valley Highway: Shepparton bypass, 305
Hospitals: Royal Melbourne, Essendon campus, 305
Housing: Kensington estate security, 836
Montmorency South Primary School, 622
Moonambel Primary School, 761
Moonee Ponds Creek Valley, 305
Moorabbin Airport, 622
Paynesville Primary School, 170,836
Point Lonsdale Primary School, 304
Police: proposed headquarters, West Heidelberg, 836
Powemet: destruction of trees, 170
RACV: board nominations, 170
Rail
Rosanna crossing, 70
workshops, 70
Transport crow Truck Reform) Act, 70
Westmeadows Primary School, 304

Joint sitting of Parliament
Deakin University, 247
La Trobe University, 247
Monash University, 247
Royal Melbourne Institute of Technology, 247
Senate vacancy, 247
Swinburne university of Technology, 247
Victoria University of Technology, 247
Victorian Health Promotion Foundation, 247
Naming of member, 340

Parliamentary committees
Community Development Committee, 63
Crime Prevention Committee, 63
Economic Development Committee, 63
Environment and Natural Resources Committee, 63
Federal-State Relations Committee, 299
House Committee, 105
Law Reform Committee, 63
LIbrary Committee, 105
Privileges Committee, 63
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, 63
Road Safety Committee, 63
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee, 63
Select committee records, 62
Standing Orders COmmittee, 63

Premier's Drug Advisory Council, 27
Proclamation of acts, 42
Questions without notice
Education Week, 241
Learning assessment program, 653

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
Temporary relief in chair, 105
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HENDERSON, Mrs (Geelong) (Minister for Housing
and Minister responsible for Aboriginal Affairs)
Adjournment

~Mr

(Yan Yean)

Housing
Geelong, 464
rent, 993

Adjournment
Nillumbik: commissioner appointment, 165
Police: powers of arrest, 460
Bills
Firearms (Prolubited Firearms) Bill, 781
Police Regulation (Selection and Review) Bill, 778
Points of order, 166,466, 562

Bills
Housing (Amendment) Bill, lIS, 194, 722, 723
Questions without notice
Aboriginal artefacts, 741
Housing: northern and western suburbs, 437
Koori Heritage Trust, 207

Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 489
Questions without notice
Deputy Premier: gun control, 562
Victorian drug strategy, 643

HONEYWOOD, Mr (Warrandyte) (Minister for
Tertiary Education and Training and Minister
assisting the Premier on Multicultural Affairs)
Adjournment

Rail: Westall station, 622
Westall Road upgrading, 621
HAMILTON, Mr (Morwell)

Bills
Forests (Wood Pulp Agreement) Bill, 912

Adjournment
Abusive telephone calls: Sale motel, 830
Buses: Hazelwood-Traralgon road, 703
Bills
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 680
Accident Compensation (Occupational Health and
Safety) Bill, 882
Appropriation (Interim 1996/97) Bill, 273
Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill, 702, 726
Forests (Wood Pulp Agreement) Bill, 909
Water Acts (Amendment) Bill, 588
Condolences

Questions without notice
Training: competitive system, 101
Universities: funding, 436
Student unions, 81

HULLS, Mr (Niddrie)

Adjournment
Premier: contempt investigation, 615

McAlister, Ronald Graham Henry, Esq., 9

Bills
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 176
Koori open door education, 327
Petitions
Churchill Community Health Centre, 72
Churchill North Primary School, 71
Premier's Drug AdvisOJ.y Council

Drugs and our Community, 511
Student unions, 74

Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 683
Appropriation (Interim 1996/97) Bill, 264
Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill, 729
Gaming Acts (Amendment) Bill, 947, 959
Gaming Machine Control (Community Support
Fund) Bill, 969
Legal Profession Practice (Direct Mortgages) Bill, 414
Gaming industry, 864
Govemor's speech
Address-in-reply, 37
Notices of motion, 839, 840
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INDEX

Points of order, 772, 851, 859,970

JOHN, Mr <Bendigo East)

Premier. pecuniary interests, 742

Victorian drug strategy, 636

Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 520
Questions without notice
Crown Casino: bidding process, 768
Guangdong Corporation: government
shareholdings, 207
Premier
contempt investigation, 237, 238, 239, 241, 243
defamation action, 771, 868
indemnity,339
pecuniary interests, 100, 102,204,205,206,209,
437,558,559,741,742

JASPER, Mr (Murray Valley)
Adjournment
Gun control, 464
Rutherglen Research Institute, 166, 613

Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1996/97) Bill,38O

Business of the house

I<ENNE1T, Mr <Burwood) (Premier, Minister for
MulticulturalAffairs and Minister for the Arts)

Adjournment
Beechworth Prison: V/Line tender, 922
Castlemaine Primary School, 922
City Unk: Debneys Park estate, 922
Fssendon Airport, 232
Fresh food export, 232
Hospitals
Dandenong, 922
proposed northern, 922
Housing: high-rise demolition, 402
Intellectual disability services: deinstitutionalisation,
922
I<anyana transport vehicle, 922
Knox spastic::: centre, 922
Melbourne Airport, 402
Petrol: country prices, 403
Roads Corporation: confidential records, 922
Scallop indQStry: licence buyout, 922
Schools: Catnmt, 922
Water indusay: pipe replacement, 922
Werribee: govemment election promises, 464

Sessional orders, 57
Bills

Questions without notice
Learning assessment program, 653

Firearms <Prohibited Firearms) Bill, 808
Parliament House Completion Authority Bill, 345,
440,717,719
Public Sector Management and Parliamentary
()fl5cers(~dment)Bil1,345,441,891,894

JENKINS, Mr (Ballarat West)

Bills
Ballarat Lands (Lakeside Development) Bill, 812
Firearms CProhlbited Firearms) Bill, 789

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 196

Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 534

Condolences
McAlister, Ronald Graham Henry, Esq., 7
Shilton, Leslie Victor, Esq., 5
Wheeler, Hon. Sir Kenneth Henry, 12

Election of Speuer, 3
Ministry,17
Points of order, 951
Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and OUT Community, 482, 552
Questions without notice
Aboriginal artefacts, 741
Red Shield Appeal, 22

Questions without notice
Albury-Wodonga: proposed amalgamation, 767
Arts: project grants, 561
Auditor-GeneraI.'s report advertising, 103
Carers strategy, 205

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
City Link
project opening, 340
tolls, 555
Competition policy benchmarks, 555
Crown Casino
bidding process, 766
Senate inquiry, 654, 737
Drug debate, 237
Economy: performance indicators, 765
Employment government policy, 737
Exports: envirorunent protection technology, 652
Grand prix: economic outcomes, 23
Guangdong Corporation: government
shareholdings, 207
Gun control, 19
Hospitals: Royal Children's, 433
Lyric theatre, 238
Melbourne Airport, 341
Members: pecuniary interests, 556
Ministerial advisers: pecuniary interests, 18,20,23,
99,437
National Gallery of Victoria, 99
Premier
contempt investigation, 240,242,341
defamation action, 771, 868
indemnity, 342
pecuniary interests, 100, 102,204,205,206,209,
344,433,434,436,558,738,741,742
Premier's awards: medical research, 655
Premier's Drug Advisory Council: government
response, 952

Housing
high-rise demolition, 400
rent, 989

Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1996/97) Bill, 385
Firearms (Prohibited Firearms) Bill, 806
Gaming Machine Control (Community Support
Fund) Bill, 971
Housing (Amendment) Bill, 720
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 124

Notices of motion, 841
Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and OUT Community, 491
Victorian drug strategy, 638

LANGDON, Mr Gvanhoe)

Adjournment
Banyule:soccerstadiurn,614
Police: proposed headquarters, West Heidelberg, 831
Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1996/97) Bill, 367
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply, 153

KILGOUR, Mr (Shepparton)
Adjournment
Buses: country student allowance, 832
Goulburn Valley Highway: Shepparton bypass, 303
Election of Chairman of Committees, 41
Govemor's speech
Address-in-reply, 598

Petitions
Bellfield Primary School, 926
Police: proposed headquarters, 925
Rosanna railway station, 313
Soccer stadium. Yarra Valley, 313
Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 544

Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 509
LEAN, Mr (Carrum)
Adjournment
KOSKY, Ms (Altona)
Address of Professor Penington, AC, 476
Adjournment
Community housing program, 703
Disability services: Altona, 833
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Schools: Carrum, 922
Governor's speech
Address-in-reply,126

Questions without notice
Gaming: Tattersalls fee, 558
Koori Heritage Trust, 207
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INDEX

LEIGH, Mr (Mordialloc)

Adjoumment
Education: marijuana debate, 988
Epsom racecourse, 397
Mordialloc RSL: honorary secretary, 66
Oz Child, 754

Bills
Electricity Industry (Amendment) Bill, 694, 735, 736,
743
Firearms <Prohibited Firearms) Bill, 807
Miscellaneous Acts (Omnibus Amendments) Bill, 90S

Petitions
Coode Island chemical storage, 773, 774,925

Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1996/97) Bill, 353
Melbourne City Link (Amendment) Bill, 825

Condolences
Wheeler, Hon. Sir Kenneth Henry, 16

Premier's Drug Advisory Council
Drugs and our Community, 497
Questions without notice
United Energy: audit report, 244

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply,157

Petitions
Mordialloc-Cheltenham Community Hospital, 174

Premier's Drug Advisory Co~cil
Drugs and OUT Community, 493

LUPTON, Mr O<nox)

Adjournment
Maternal and child health services: Knox, 64
Platypus habitat protection, 228
Scoresby Road pedestrian crossing, 162,461

Bills
LEIGHTON, Mr (Preston)

Adjournment
Larundel: laundry tender, 459

Points of order, 929

Appropriation (Interim 1996/97) Bill, 387
Firearms (ProhIbited Fll'earms) Bill, 805

Govemor's speech
Address-in-reply, 747

Petitions
Capital punishment, 842
Knox children's services, 773

~

Mr (Clayton)

Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and OUT Community, 501

Adjournment
Crown Casino: distribution of tokens, 832
Education: overseas students, 756
Rail: Westall station, 616

Questions without notice
Electricity industry: national market, 865
Gun control, 18

Governor's speech
Address-in-reply,l50
McARTHUR, Mr (Monbulk)

Adjournment
LONEY, Mr (Geelong North)

Roads: Belgrave bypass, 704
SES: Lilydale, 65

Adjournment
Barwon Peer Education project, 829
Fresh food exports, 225

Bills
Appropriation (Interim 1996/97) Bill, 372
Forests (Wood Pulp Agreement) Bill, 899

Election of Speaker, 3

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
Governor's speech

Address-in-reply,145
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Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 490

Petitions
I>rugs:d~tion,313,409

Points of order, 229
Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 513
Questions without notice

Electricity industry: group pricing, 739
National Gallery of Victoria, 99

McCALL, Ms <Frankston)
Adjournment

Momington Peninsula: public transport, 757
Seaford-Frankston: foreshore management, 616
Governor's speech

Address-in-reply,121
Questions without notice

Crime statistics, 438
Rail: V/Line infrastructure, 242

McGRATII, Mr W. D. (wimmera) (Minister for Police
and Emergency Services and Minister for
Corrections)
Adjournment

Ada River Big Tree, 995
Oty Link: transponders, 469
Cohban Water: redundancies, 995
Community Support Fund, 995
Education:
English exchange program, Geelong, 995
marijuana debate, 994
Gun control, 405, 469
Insurance: aircraft accidents, 995
Larundel: laundry tender, 469
Mordialloc RSL: former honorary secretary, 70
Narre Warren: secondary school site, 994
Planning: proposed hotel, East Melbourne, 469
Point Lillias: chemical storage, 995
Police: powers of arrest, 469
Rail: Sunbury electrification, 995
Rutherglen Research Institute, 169
SE5: Ulydale, 70
Bills

McGILL, Mrs (Oakleigh)
Adjournment

Biological Control (Amendment) Bill, 180
Firearms <Prohibited Firearms) Bill, 346,454, 810
Miscellaneous Acts (Omnibus Amendments) Bill,
346,451,906,907,909
Police Regulation (Selection and Review) Bill, 657,
713,780

South Eastern Arterial: noise baniers, 226
Condolences
Petitions
South Eastern Arterial: noise baniers, 173
Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 524
Questions without notice

Port of Melbourne: charges, 240
Premier's awards: medical research,65S

McAlister, Ronald Graham Henry, Esq., 8
Shilton, Leslie Victor, Esq., 7
Wheeler, Hon. Sir Kenneth Henry, 14

Election of Speaker, 4
Questions without notice

Crime statistics, 438
Deputy Premier: gun control, 562
Gun control, 740, 7J2
Police and court complex, Sunshine, 210
Standing Orders Committee

McGRArn, Mr J. F. (Warmambool)
Election of Chairman of Committees, 42
Petitions
I>rugs:d~tion,313

Private bill fees, 176
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INDEX

McLELLAN, Mr (Frankston East)
Adjournment
Transport (Tow Truck Reform) Act, 67
Bills

Firearms (Prohibited Firearms) Bill, 794
Questions without notice
Economy: performance indicators, 765
Golden moths orchid, 243
Victorian drug strategy, 640

Joint sitting of Parliament
Deakin University, 309

La Trobe University, 309
Monash University, 309
Royal Melbourne Institute of Technology, 309
Senate vacancy, 308
Swinburne University of Technology, 309
Victoria University of Technology, 309
Victorian Health Promotion Foundation, 309

Naming of member, 343
Questions without notice

MACLELLAN, Mr (Pakenham) (Minister for Planning
and Local Government)

Food industry: Indonesian agreement, 867
Oyster farming, 956
Wool industry: initiatives, 559

Adjournment
Banyule: soccer stadium, 619
City Link
documents, 759
Southgate interchange, 306
Footscray: needle exchange centre, 620
Nillumbik: commissioner appointment, 170
Planning: Port Melbourne foreshore, 706
Bills

Domestic Building Contracts and Tribunal
(AJnendxnenOBill, 115, 195,439
Local Government (Amendment) Bill, 345, 444
Melbourne City Link (Amendment) Bill, 345, 446, 873
Points of order, 826
Questions without notice
City Link
documents, 239
transponders, 652
Docklands: development, 770
Mount Stirling, 868
Point~:chemicalstorage,954

MADDIGAN, Mrs (Essendon)
Adjoumment
City Link: Debneys Park estate, 919
Environment plastic bags, 706
Essendon: homeless youth accommodation, 398
Essendon Airport, 228
Hospitals: Royal Melbourne, Essendon campus, 301
Bills

Appropriation (Interim 1996/97) Bill, 281
Gaming Acts (Amendment) Bill, 965
Melbourne City Link (Amendment) Bill, 821
Business of the house
Program, 249
Govemor's speech
Address-in-reply, 143
Petitions
Gun control, 713
Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and OUT Community, 505
McNAMARA, Mr CBenalla) (Deputy Premier and
Minister for Agriculture and Resources)
Adjournment

Dairy industry: exports, 618
Rutherglen Research Institute, 618
Bills
Biological Control (Amendment) Bill, 114,414
Miscellaneous Acts (Omrubus Amendments) Bill, 901

Business of the house
Standing orders, 901

MAUGHAN, Mr (Rodney)
Adjournment
Cohuna tennis club: corellas, 834
Education: administrative software, 462
Ironbark sawmill, Rushworth, 400
Kanyana transport vehicle, 920

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
Bills
Biological Control (Amendment) Bill, 413
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Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 494

Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 506
Questions without notice
City Link: project opening, 339, 340
Food industry: Indonesian agreement, 867

MICALLEF, Mr (Springvale)

Address of Professor Penington, AC,475
Adjournment
Hospitals: Dandenong, 922
Point Lillias: chemical storage, 992
Westall Road upgrading, 613

Bills
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 674
Accident Compensation (Occupational Health and
Safety) Bill, 345, 875

Naming of member, 340
Points of order, 26, 373, 689
Premier's Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 502

MILDENHAlL, Mr (Footscray)

NAPTHINE, Dr (Portland) (Minister for Youth and
Community Services)

Adjoumment

AFL centenary season, 764
Ambulatory care centres, Cranboume, 233
Barwon Peer Education project, 834
Beechworth kindergarten, 994
Brimbank: youth support services, 468
Broad Insight group, 834
Caulfield: diabetes services, 708
Community residential units: fire safety, 68
Disability services
Altona,834
Mount Beauty, 169
Health: lymphoedema sufferers, 707
Hospitals
Mildura Base, 994
Momington Peninsula, 708, 994
proposed northern, 69
Maternal and child health services: Knox, 69
Meat industry: wholesaler registration, 764
Minister for Sport: greyhound lease, 762
Momington Peninsula: public transport, 763
Oz Child, 763
PADP program. 835
Premier and Cabinet: former departmental head, 763
Rail: Bell station, 763
Scuba diving equipment regulations, 169
Unemployment western suburbs, 69
Wesley Central Mission, 762

Address of Professor Penington, AC, 481
Adjournment
Castlemaine Primary School, 918
Moonambel Primary School, 757
Paynesville Primary School, 162
Westmeadows Primary School, 299

Bills
Gaming Machine Control (Community Support
Fund) Bill, 972
Miscellaneous Acts (Onmibus Amendments) Bill, 902

Business of the house
Sessional orders, 59

Koori open door education, 319
Notices of motion, 839

Bills

Accident Compensation (Amendment) Bill, 693
Oilldren's Services Bill, 346,455
Forestry Rights Bill, 978
Health Acts (Amendment) Bill, 299, 458, 916
Statute Law Revision (Marine) Bill, 457

Consultative Council on Obstetric and Paediatric
Mortality and Morbidity, 774
Questions without notice
Aborigines: juvenile justice system, 869
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Condolences
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Premiers Drug Advisory Council

Drugs and our Community, 519
Questions without notice
Drug debate, 237
Mount Stirling, 868

Gas, electricity and water concessions, 71

(31)

(32)

INDEX

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Questions on notice answered during period covered by this index
Qn

21
37

Subject matter
Justice: advertising campaign
Justice: advertising campaign

40

Express - News from the Met

41

Transport Premium Stations campaign
Met advertising campaigns
State deficit levy leaflets
Transport annual reports
Roads and ports: annual reports
Roads and ports: advertising campaigns
Transport consultancies
Justice:consultuncies
Justice: consultancies
Justice: consultancies
Roads and ports: consultancies
Vicroads magazine
Fair Deal magazine

48

49
56
71
87

99
112
113
115
116
131
133
137
147
161
168
169

Good Business Guide
Justice: staff
Roads and ports: staff
Justice: staff
Justice: staff

Asked by
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
MrPandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos
Mr Pandazopoulos

Answered by
MrsWade
MrsWade
MrBrown
MrBrown
MrBrown
Mr Maclellan
MrBrown
MrBrown
MrBrown
MrBrown
MrsWade
MrsWade
MrsWade
MrBrown
MrBrown
MrsWade
MrsWade
MrsWade
MrBrown
MrsWade
MrsWade

Page
1005
1005
1005
997
1006
997
1006
998
999

1006
1007
1007
1007
1007
1000
1001
1003
1007
1008
1007
1007

