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The SPEAKER (Hon. S. J. Plowman) took the chair
at 2.06 p.m. and read the prayer.

RESIGNATION OF MEMBER
The SPEAKER - Order! On 31 December 1996 I
received the following letter from the honourable
member for Gippsland West:
As at the time of handing you this letter I hereby resign
as member for Gippsland West.
I do SO with a degree of regret as I have very much
enjoyed my near 18 years as a member of the
Legislative Assembly; however, as you are aware I am
soon to take up the position of Agent-General based in
London.
I am indeed proud and very honoured to have had the
opportunity to serve as a member of the Victorian
Parliament and, in particular, I look back on my time as
Leader of the Liberal Party and as a minister in the
present government with considerable satisfaction.
I have very much appreciated working with you and
our parliamentary colleagues and wish you and all
associated with the Parliament of Victoria sincere best
wishes for the future. In particular, would you please
pass on my gratitude to all the staff of the Parliament
for the wonderful assistance and support I have
received from them over the years.
I will miss being a member. However, I shall look
forward to returning from time to time to renew
acquaintances.
My best wishes for the future.

NEW MEMBER
The SPEAKER announced the election of Ms
Susan Margaret Davies as member for the electoral
district of Gippsland West in place of the
Honourable AIan John Brown, resigned, pursuant
to writ issued on 2 January 1997.
Ms Davies introduced and affirmed.
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - Mr Speaker, I
welcome the new member to the chamber and note
from that display of affection that she is obviously a
new member to all and totally independent!

MINISTER FOR TRANSPORT
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - Mr Speaker, I wish to
advise the house that as a result of the letter you
read out from the former honourable member for
Gippsland West I have appointed the Honourable
Robin Cooper as Minister for Transport.

DEPUTY LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) Mr Speaker, I wish to advise the house that the
honourable member for Albert Park is the new
deputy leader of the parliamentary Labor Party.

CONDOLENCES

Charles James Murphy, Esq.
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - I move:
That this house expresses its sincere sorrow at the
death of Charles James Murphy, Esquire, and places on
record its acknowledgment of the valuable services
rendered by him to the Parliament and the people of
Victoria as member of the Legislative Assembly for the
electoral district of Hawthom from 1952 to 1955.

Charles James Murphy, who was a hard working
contributor to the Victorian community, passed
away after a short illness on 6 January 1997, aged
87 years. Mr Murphy will be remembered for his
considerable service to the Hawthorn community
and for his contribution to the Victorian Parliament
during his three years as a member of this house.

Mr Murphy was born in 1909 and educated at
Hawthorn Catholic Primary School and Xavier
College. He commenced work as a commercial clerk
with the Vacuum Oil Company and went on to
establish the oil clerks branch of the Clerks Union
during the 1930s. Mr Murphy was a member of the
Clerks Union branch council from 1944 to 1946. He
was also a founding member of the Federated Clerks
Union Industrial Group.
Mr Murphy was a devout Catholic and a passionate
anticommunist. He became involved in attempts by
the Catholic bishops and laity to combat
communism in the unions. His concerted efforts led
to his becoming the first secretary of the National
Catholic Workers Movement, which later became
known as the National Civic Council. Between 1944
and 1954 Mr Murphy was manager of News Weekly,
the official organ of the movement. By the mid-1940s
the Catholic Workers Movement had effective
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control of Labor Party preselection in many federal
and state seats.
Mr Murphy contested the state seat of Hawthorn as
the ALP candidate on three occasions before
winning it in 1952. I have read that Mr Murphy
epitomised the new breed of young, right-wing
Catholic Labor parliamentarians with whom John
Cain, Sr, had to contend when Labor was swept to
power that year. In April 1955 Mr Murphy was one
of the 25 Victorian federal and state MPs who
refused to swear loyalty to what they considered to
be a bogus central executive. As a result they were
expelled and went on to form the anticommunist
Labor Party, late renamed the DLP. Despite
Mr Murphy's defeat in the 1955 state election and
his unsuccessfully contesting his old seat in 1961 and
again in 1964, he maintained a vital role in the
electorate of Hawthorn.

While a member of this house Mr Murphy served on
the Library Committee. On behalf of the government
I extend our condolences to the family of
Mr Murphy, including his children, Des, Carmel,
Greg, Frank and Paul, and their respective families.

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - On
behalf of the parliamentary Labor Party I join with
the Premier in extending condolences to the family
of the late Charles James Murphy. Mr Murphy was a
member of this place from 1952 to 1955, representing
the district of Hawthorn. He was initially elected as
an endorsed ALP candidate but later became a
member of the then anticommunist Labor Party as
part of what I believe was known as the
Barry-Coleman group in this place. It is worth
noting that Charles Murphy was the only Labor
Party member in the history of the seat of Hawthorn.
As the Premier said, Charles Murphy was born early
this century, in 1909, and was educated at Hawthorn

Catholic Primary School and Xavier College.
Following his schooling Charles Murphy
commenced employment as a clerk with the
Vacuum Oil Company. During the 1930s he became
active in the Labor movement, joined the Clerks
Union and established the oil clerks branch of that
union and, as the Premier also noted, was later
instrumental in forming the National Catholic
Workers Movement. Charles Murphy was the first
secretary of the movement.
In the 10 years preceding his election to Parliament,
1942 to 1952, Charles Murphy was the manager of
News Weekly and he continued his activities both in
his general local community and throughout his
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parish. After he joined the ALP in the 1930s he
served as Hawthorn branch secretary for a total of
some 18 years from 1937. He was the endorsed
Labor candidate for Hawthorn in 1945, 1947 and
1950, before his persistence rewarded him and he
was elected to Parliament in 1952.

Hansard shows that during his time in this place
Charles Murphy pursued a number of issues that are
still of vital importance today. Specifically, he had
strong views about education, assistance to students
and adult education. As a former union activist he
was acutely aware of the concerns and needs of
working people, and during the three years for
which he was an MP he pursued their interests with
great vigour. As the Premier noted, Charles Murphy
was a member of the Library Committee from 1952
to 1955.
The tumultuous events that took place in this
Parliament in April 1955 precipitated the conclusion
of Charles Murphy's parliamentary career. As some
honourable members would be aware, with the
formation in that year of a group that later became
known as the Democratic Labor Party, 11 members
of the Victorian parliamentary Labor Party crossed
the floor to vote with the conservative opposition in
a motion of no confidence in the government of John
Cain, Sr, and brought down that government. It is
worth noting that although Charles Murphy was a
member of the group at that time he was not in
Australia; he was travelling overseas, and was
therefore absent from the vote.
It is worth noting, too, that at the subsequent
election Charles Murphy lost his seat, and although
he contested the seat for the DLP in 1961 and again
in 1964, he was unsuccessful.

Charles James Murphy made a Significant
contribution to the Hawthorn community as an
activist and as a member of Parliament. On behalf of
the opposition I join the house in extending
condolences to his family and Surviving children.
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Agriculture and
Resources) - I join the Premier and the Leader of
the Opposition in the condolence motion for Charles
James Murphy who served only one term in this
Parliament. His death severs one of the last few
remaining links with the Labor Party split in the
1950s. Charles Murphy was one of only four
surviving members in the group of parliamentarians
who were expelled at that time. He was one of 25
Victorian federal and state members of Parliament
who in April 1955 refused to swear loyalty to what
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they considered to be the bogus central executive of
the Labor Party.
Charles James Murphy will always hold the
distinction of being the only Labor member to hold
the electorate of Hawthorn.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr McNAMARA - My father attended Xavier
College, but he was at that college five years before
Charles James Murphy. I am not sure whether he
remembers Mr Murphy at school, but he certainly
remembers his activities after leaving school,
particularly his association with the union
movement in partnership with Archbishop Daniel
Mannix and Bob Santamaria in trying to combat the
growing influence of communism in various unions
in Victoria.

During the 1940s Mr Murphy became the first
secretary of the National Catholic Workers
Movement and was a founding member of the
Federated Clerks Union, the then industrial group
which continues to return conservative members of
Parliament and the like.

Church of Immaculate Conception, his final
departure place as it were, was something that had
to be seen to be believed. He was a selfless person
who gave of himself for other people. He was a man
who, because of the times, lived through difficult
circumstances. He went through a depreSSion that
none of us want to see any of our children go
through. No member of this house has had to be part
of that, but Mr Murphy and his family were.
One of the anecdotes I should like to share with the
house comes from my former colleague and
predecessor, the Honourable Waiter Jona. Charles
Murphy and his family were longstanding patients
of WaIter Jona's father, an eminent doctor in the
area. During the depression it was difficult for
Mr Murphy's family and WaIter Jona's father was
happy to waive all the medical fees of service to the
family. As I understand it, that was not
inconsiderable.
On assuming office in this place and within three
months of having had a regular and good income,
such was the integrity of Charles Murphy that he
paid all of those dues. That exemplifies his integrity
and his commitment to family. It also says an
enormous amount about the character of the man.

Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr McNAMARA - Until recent years, but the
influence of that group is continuing more strongly
in perhaps the Shop Assistants Union and others.
Some members in this place have had the support
from people like Jim Maher and others whom, I am
sure, would have worked with Charles James
Murphy in his heyday. I join the Premier and the
Leader of the Opposition in passing on my
condolences to his family.
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I join the
Premier, the Leader of the Opposition and the
Deputy Premier in paying tribute to the life and
efforts of Charles James Murphy. Mr Murphy was a
person whom I knew scantily over the past 10 or so
years that I have represented the area. Having been
a resident of the area for about 15 years I have had
occasion to speak with Mr Murphy on about half a
dozen occasions.

I shall endeavour not to go over ground that has
been covered by the three leaders other than to say
that from my experience and involvement with
Mr Murphy he was a fine man and a good man who
believed strongly and pasSionately in his religion.
His commitment to the Catholic community in the
area was extraordinary. His involvement with the
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WaIter Jona also recalls that Mr Murphy as a DLP
candidate opposed him in the 1964 state election.
Walter was endorsed as the Liberal and Country
Party candidate and was opposed by the
disendorsed sitting Liberal candidate Peter
Garrisson, who was not known to me but may be
known to members of the house.
In the only instance where the DLP did not give
preferences to the Country and Liberal Party at that
time, Charles Murphy swapped preferences with
Mr Garrisson and in the first round came within
27 votes of becoming the first and only DLP
candidate elected in the state Parliament.

I shall conclude where I started: Charles James
Murphy was a good man, a decent man, and he
deserves all of the adulation that was part of the
local community that went to him. I extend my
deepest condolences to the remaining members of
his family.

The SPEAKER - Order! Like most members of
this place I did not know the honourable gentleman,
but he clearly was a man who was dedicated to
Parliament and to community service - a man of
high standards. I join those honourable members

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
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who have expressed condolences to the family of
Charles Murphy.
Motion agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in
their places.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Rural Victoria: unemployment
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to official ABS statistics which
show that over the past 12 months country Victoria
has lost 17500 full-time jobs and that the youth
unemployment rate in Gippsland now exceeds
50 per cent. Will the Premier now agree to redirect
the $80 million previously earmarked for Parliament
House renovations to a rural recovery package for
capital works to create jobs in country Victoria?
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - The simple answer in
the creation of jobs does not lie through artificial
schemes but through projects.
Mr Brumby - What about capital works in
country Victoria?
Mr KENNETI - I know you have had three
quiet months, but while you have been quiet the rest
of us have been working. The key to economic
recovery, in order to provide sufficient jobs for
young people regardless of where they live, can
occur only through a coordinated program to create
the environment in which people will either invest
in existing businesses to enable them to grow and
increase employment or to attract new investment to
the state.
Mr Brumby interjected.

Mr KENNETI - The Leader of the Opposition
again has his facts wrong. Unlike other states, over
the past four years Victoria has attracted new
investment totalling approximately $4.5 billion, of
which more than 38 per cent has been located in
rural Victoria.
That is in contrast to those who live in rural Victoria,
who represent about 28 per cent of our population.
The Leader of the Opposition ought to check his
facts, because on top of that the growth in per capita
employment in rural Victoria has been 60 per cent
above the growth in metropolitan Melbourne. Not

only has there been a major injection of investment
in this state, but on a per capita basis the vast
majority of investment in real terms has gone to
country Victoria.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNETI - The Leader of the Opposition
has not changed during the parliamentary recess. He
has only to look at employment figures throughout
Australia to understand that in the creation of new
jobs Victoria has outperformed any other state. The
Leader of the Opposition would probably have
Victoria go back to a situation where government
mismanaged the economy to achieve short-term
goals!
The capital works program that the government is
undertaking is widespread. When the budget is
brought down on 28 April, the house will see the
way in which it is proposed to split that up in the
1997-98 financial year. Suffice it to say, all of us
would like to have more money for capital works,
but the reality is that we must live within our means,
something the former Labor government
showed, and the current opposition has shown, no
intention of doing. I can only say to the house that
this government will continue to deliver good
policies.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNETI - The house can be assured that
the government will continue to deliver policies that
will either result in the expenditure of public money
through capital works or encourage private
investment in rural, provincial and metropolitan
Victoria.

Public transport: reform
Mr DIXON (Dromana) - Will the Minister for
Transport inform the house of the current status of
the negotiations with the transport unions?
Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) Honourable members will know that the transport
reform agreement and the enterprise bargaining
agreement that were struck with the public transport
unions in 1993 expired at the end of February.
Negotiations started with the transport unions in
October-November last year and continued through
January and February after I was appointed
minister. It is a matter of regret that the offer made
to the unions for a new transport reform agreement
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and a new enterprise agreement was rejected on the
eve of the grand prix.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr COOPER - It is interesting to hear the
interjections of the honourable member for
Thomastown. During the run-up to the grand prix
weekend, when the unions were threatening to call
an unwarranted and unfair strike to disrupt a major
event in this state, the honourable member for
Thomastown was silent.
Mr Brumby interjected.

I announced yesterday that I had instructed the
Public Transport Corporation to inform the public
transport unions that it would engage in further
talks with them. Those talks will commence this
week, and I hope we will reach a sensible new
enterprise agreement. Those negotiations will
revolve around pay and working conditions. We
will see whether the unions want to come to an
agreement or whether they are like the honourable
member for Thomastown, who is more interested in
disrupting public transport and running around like
a rogue than in coming to an agreement which will
be in the best interests of Victorians. I now await the
results of the negotiations that are to take place.

Former Minister for Finance

Mr COOPER - So was the Leader of the
Opposition.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The minister is now
beginning to debate the question. I ask him to come
back to the question, which was specific.

Mr COOPER - The offer made to the unions
protected their members' superannuation, but it was
regarded by them as unacceptable. The offer also
included a 6 per cent wage increase - the same
increase which my colleague the Minister for
Education offered to teachers and which they
accepted. It was a generous offer - an increase in
excess of inflation - and, therefore, one that should
have been accepted. The unions walked away from
the negotiations. They were not interested in
protecting - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the minister to
resume his seat. I will call him again once the house
comes to order. Members are simply wasting their
own question time by their disorderly behaviour.

Mr COOPER - The unions walked away from a
fair and reasonable offer. They then imposed on the
people of Victoria and on major events such as the
grand prix and Moomba an unwarranted strike that
has been condemned by every section of the
community, with two exceptions. Those two
exceptions are the trade union movement and the
Australian Labor Party. All the newspapers,
including the Age, editorialised against the strike
and called on the Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Thomastown to come forward and say
something - but they disappeared into thin air.
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Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I refer the
Attorney-General to the advice the Victorian
Government Solicitor gave in relation to matters
initiated by Cheryl Harris against Ian Smith, the
honourable member for Polwarth, and the state
government in the Equal Opportunity Commission.
Given that it is not covered by a confidentiality
agreement, will the Attorney-General before the
dinner break tonight table Mr Beazley's so it can be
publicly scrutinised?
MI5 WADE (Attorney-General) - The answer is

no.

Drugs: Turning the Tide
Ms BURKE (Prahran) - Will the Minister for
Youth and Community Services advise the house of
the response to the booklet on drugs which was
distributed throughout Victoria last month?

Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - I thank the honourable
member for Prahran for her question on an
important matter. As the honourable member is
aware, the government is concerned about the
misuse of drugs in our society. It has responded to
the recommendations of the Premier's Drug
Advisory Council chaired by Professor Penington
with a comprehensive integrated campaign under
the Turning the Tide strategy. The government has
committed $100 million over four years as part of
that strategy to improve the community's response
to drugs in our society.
The strategy involves community education and
discussion and a whole-of-government response. It
is designed to involve and assist the members of the
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general community to understand and deal better
with the issue of drugs.
A significant part of the community education
package was the circulation to all 1.7 million
Victorian households of a booklet entitled Drugs. The
facts, the risks, the reality. That well-researched
publication was designed to put information into the
hands of parents, adolescents and children so they
can understand the risks involved in dealing with
drugs, and to promote sensible and honest
discussion. The feedback, particularly from
adolescents, was that there is a need to have a
genuine and honest approach to drugs; that merely
saying no turns people off. We need to address the
issues properly and sensibly.
The response to the booklet has been positive. All
sectors of the community have reported that it has
been of significant help in dealing with drugs in the
community. The education community, the
community services community, people dealing
with drug issues and ordinary parents, students and
others in the community are saying the booklet is a
significant step forward.
I was pleased that the booklet included a freecall
number through which people can telephone for
additional information. More than 1500 calls have
been received since the booklet was circulated; the
number of calls to agencies seeking information on
dealing with specific drug problems has increased
by 33 per cent.
The back page of the booklet had a message printed
in a number of community languages; it invited
people who wanted further information to request
an audiotape in their own languages of the contents
of the booklet. As of last week, 1200 requests had
been received for those tapes in nine community
languages.
In summary, there has been a positive response to
this booklet and to the Turning the Tide strategy,
which is based on information, discussion and
education. If we combine all those aspects we can
work to turn the tide against the misuse of drugs in
our society.
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were settled. Was the Premier consulted about the
proposed terms of settlement of that particular
matter?
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - I suppose I should
not be surprised that after three months rest the
Labor Party has returned to this place very much
into personality politics rather than issues that affect
the community of Victoria.
I have said before quite clearly on all issues
concerning the settlement that they are matters that
will require all of the parties to agree to move away
from the confidentiality clause. All settlements
reached would have come through as a matter of
course on advice from Mr Beazley and other
members of the law department. The government
would have signed off on those matters.

Mr Hulls - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, in
relation to relevance: the question was specific; it
asked whether the Premier was aware of or had
been consulted about the proposed terms of
settlement. He was not asked to reveal any terms of
settlement that may be part of a confidentiality
arrangement, but was asked whether he was aware
of certain matters.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Niddrie should know by now that the
Premier or any other minister can answer a question
as he or she sees fit so long as it has some relevance
to the question. The answer did have relevance. It
may not have been the answer the Leader of the
Opposition was looking for, but it was relevant to
the question.

Mr KENNETI - I thought my answer was clear.
I can't help it if the honourable member for Niddrie
cannot understand the answer given. At the end of
my answer I said that any advice, any position of the
government in terms of those matters that involved
the government would have been advised to the
government by our legal representatives, and that
includes me as head of government; and on that
basis I would have signed off on whatever their
recommendation was.

Police: Operation Bart
Former Minister for Finance
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to the fact that Cheryl Harris
initiated proceedings against the state of Victoria
and lan Smith pursuant to the provisions of the
Equal Opportunity Act and that those proceedings

Mr ASHLEY (Bayswater) - Will the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services inform the house of
progress in the ongoing police investigation called
Operation Bart?
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Mr W. D. 'McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - It should be understood that
Operation Bart is a complex investigation by the
ethical standards unit within the department and is
the same as any other criminal investigation into
complex and detailed matters. A due and proper
process must be gone through to ensure that
somebody's innocence or guilt is proved beyond a
reasonable doubt.
In the process of the ethical standards unit
investigating those allegations under Operation Bart,
the Office of the Ombudsman reviews all evidence
prepared. Each fortnight a member of the
Ombudsman's office is briefed on the progress of
those investigations. Ongoing liaison occurs with the
Office of the Ombudsman and with the Office of
Public Prosecutions. The process of those
investigations is full and proper.
It should be understood that the police force has a
manpower strength of more than 10 000. To date,
under Operation Bart, 233 interviews have been
conducted with members in relation to
833 incidents; 4 civilians and 1 police member have
appeared in court on criminal charges, and 19 briefs
are waiting to be heard by the disciplinary hearing
officers in connection with 88 charges. To date,
258 records of evidence have been prepared for
consideration and 60 reports are awaiting
preliminary disciplinary procedure notices.
Disciplinary hearings have resulted in 4 members
being counselled, 4 issued with caution notices,
5 admonished, 4 fined and 4 dismissed. Also,
13 members have resigned while under active
investigation; a further 5 have resigned while under
investigation, but the task force was unable to state
that their resignations were as a result of task force
operations.
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dismissed can appeal to the Police Review
Commission. However, although the commissioner
has to take note of
a finding of the commission, he is not bound by it.
Further, following the appointment of Mr Bob
Falconer as chief commissioner in Western Australia,
the recent appointment of Mr Malcolm Hyde to the
office of chief commissioner in South Australia and
the appointment today of Chief Inspector Robert
Michell as a chief investigator of the New South
Wales Police Integrity Commission, we should be
proud of the Victoria Police Force.
Unless the honourable member for Yan Yean stops
casting aspersions he will finish up with a sore foot
from continually shooting himself in it.

Former Minister for Finance
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to his previous answer when he
said he had signed off on the settlement agreement
between Cheryl Harris and the State of Victoria and
ask him why he misled the public of Victoria at the
weekend and yesterday when he said he did not
know details of the settlement and was not a party
to it.
Mr KENNE1T (Premier) - I reiterate what I said
earlier about my disappointment that, after a lay-off
of three months, and obviously a very long holiday,
the opposition has come back with a clear
misunderstanding of the way the government
works. On the weekend and until yesterday, when
obviously I asked my legal people for all the details
of the issue, I could not have told you what the
settlement was.
Mr Brumby interjected.

The allegations of the honourable member for Yan
Yean that the Kennett government and I have been
unaware of certain matters and have not pursued
investigations are totally misleading. It is fair to say,
having listened to the statistics, that by his
comments in the press yesterday it appears the
honourable member for Yan Yean has no confidence
in the Chief Commissioner of Police, Neil Comrie,
the Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions, the
Office of the Ombudsman or the Victoria Police
Force.
Victoria is one of the few jurisdictions in Australia in
which the Chief Commissioner of Police has the
right of dismissal. The government has provided an
appeal process through legislation. An officer who is

The SPEAKER - Order!

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNE1T - This is an amazing opposition!
It sits up and bleats! When I received the
recommendation that the government take certain
action, as is always the case without - Mr Brumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has asked his question.
Mr Brumby interjected.

NAMING OF MEMBER
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The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition knows he should not shout across the
table.
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I made a mistake when I said there were only three
parties. In fact there were four, and I corrected that
earlier today. I have now been briefed and I do
understand what the details are.

Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr Thwaites interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition should know that when the Speaker is
on his feet he should remain silent. If he continues to
break the rules I will name him.
Mr KENNE1T - It is normally my - Mr Brumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! I will not warn the
Leader of the Opposition again. If he interjects
across the table I will name him forthwith.
Mr KENNETI - As I was saying earlier, in all of
these issues when advice comes from our legal
representatives I normally take on board whatever
they say. I cannot remember an occasion when I
have rejected their advice, on the understanding that
it has come through the legal community - Mr Batchelor - We do not believe you! 'This is
incredible!
Mr KENNE1T - You are saying that? I tell you
that I will stand my reputation against yours any
day, anywhere! I was nmning through the
circumstances and I agreed to accept the
recommendation. I did not, nor did I wish to - An honourable member interjected.
Mr KENNE1T - Yesterday I could not have told
you what the details were because I signed it some
weeks ago. I had no intention of retaining and nor
do I want to retain that sort of information. Once I
have made an agreement, I sign off on it.

Mr KENNEIT - Dear, oh dear, you are going to
make a good deputy! You will end up with Demetri
before you even start! I can only reiterate what I said
before: if all parties to this particular agreement sign
off-Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNEIT - Don't interrupt across the table,
you might get thrown out! As I have already said, if
all parties agree I am more than happy for the state
to release itself from the need to abide by any
confidentiality clause, but there are three other
parties involved.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Questions interrupted.

NAMING OF MEMBER
The SPEAKER - Order! With some regret, I
name the Leader of the Opposition. I ask the Leader
of the House to move the motion.
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - Before I
follow the normal process, I call on the Leader of the
Opposition to demonstrate his maturity and
apologise to the Chair. I know that the honourable
member thought it was a good idea, that it would be
a good stunt and he might get some coverage.
However, I suggest that in the interests of the house
the honourable member should apolOgise.
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - In
deference to you, Mr Speaker, I apologise.

Mr Hulls interjected.
Mr KENNETI - You might think it is
extraordinary! That is why you lost your federal seat
and why you are still in opposition. That is why the
poor old member for Niddrie has been a failure in
every Parliament in which he has been a member.
He does not understand the importance of
delivering good government.
When I was asked the question over the weekend I
could not have said anything as to the settlement
that was made to any of the parties. On the weekend

The SPEAKER - Order! I am pleased to receive
an apology from the Leader of the Opposition
because I would like to see him, more than most
people here, set an example of decorum in
Parliament. The Chair cannot continue - Mr Pandazopoulos interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Oandenong will be the next if he is not
quiet while the Chair is on his feet. I ask all
honourable members to remember their
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responsibilities to Parliament and the State of
Victoria and to behave themselves accordingly.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

Questions resumed.

Mr KENNETI (Premier) - Given those
circumstances, I have probably concluded my
answer.

Local government: elections
Mrs PEULICH (Bentleigh) - Will the Minister
for Planning and Local Government inform the
house about last Saturday's council elections?
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - As honourable members
would be aware, last weekend council elections were
due to be held in 55 municipalities. Elections were
held in only 54 municipalities; there was no need for
a poll in Queenscliffe because the three vacancies
were filled by uncontested nominees. In sharp
distinction, in the rest of the state most vacancies
were contested by a field of candidates. Members
from all sides of the house will join me in
congratulating candidates who were elected to take
over the management of local councils from former
commissioners.
Local government reform over the past three to four
years has resulted in rate reductions totalling
$263 million and Victorian ratepayers have received
average reductions of approximately 23 per cent.
The reforms have also enabled councils to spend
$59 million on additional services and capital works.
Many councils have had debt reduction programs
which have resulted in a net reduction of $78 million
in council debt in the year 1995-96.
Some 50 per cent of the positions were filled by
former councillors and 50 per cent were filled by
new council candidates. The number of successful
women candidates fell from 26 per cent at the
previous elections to 20.5 per cent in the most recent
elections, and that is a most regrettable feature of the
election outcome. I am sure both former and new
councillors will find that maintaining the movement
towards reform in local government will be a great
challenge.
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The voter participation rate is estimated to be 70 per
cent in the metropolitan area - a much higher
participation rate than is usual- and in the rural
areas where the participation rates are generally
higher it has reached approximately 80 per cent.
A regrettable situation arose in the East Gippsland
Shire. I am sure all honourable members will join
with me in expressing condolences to the family of
the candidate in that election who died two days
before the election. As a result of that death, three
councillors were elected in one ward, and the other
ward election will have to be postponed until May.
The commissioners will have to continue because
three elected councillors are not sufficient to form a
quorum. Arrangements will be made to re-run that
ward election at the earliest possible opportunity,
which appears to be in May this year. The election of
councillors will then be complete.
I am sure honourable members would wish to
express their condolences to the family of the
candidate who died under tragic circumstances in
the lead-up to the East Gippsland election, just as I
am sure all honourable members will want to join
with me in congratulating the successful candidates.
I look forward to working in partnership with them
over the next three years.

Former Minister for Finance
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to the fact that Cheryl Harris
initiated proceedings against the State of Victoria
and lan Smith pursuant to the provisiOns of the
Equal Opportunity Act and that those proceedings
were settled, as the Premier has confirmed today. Is
it not a fact that the Premier's approval was required
for the settlement because taxpayers' money was
paid to Miss Harris as part of the settlement?
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - I have indicated my
pOSition on this and I do not intend to add anything
further.

Rural Victoria: Partnerships for Growth
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) - I note with interest
a series of initiatives the Minister for Rural
Development has introduced for the benefit of
country Victoria, particularly a program called
Partnerships for Growth. Will the minister inform
the house of the benefits to country Victoria of the
Partnerships for Growth program and how that
program has been accepted by the people of country
Victoria?

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
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Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Rural
Development) - I thank the honourable member for
Rodney for his assiduousness as a local member in
pressing for the Partnerships for Growth program
and for participating in it. Considerable interest has
been expressed in the new program, which was
launched in Ballarat in December 1996. Partnerships
for Growth represents an increase of 35 per cent in
funding for rural development, the first increase
since 1982. It is a real feather in the cap of the
government that it is able to direct more money
towards rural Victoria to assist in developing a
four-pronged attack.
The program was developed after full consultation
with the 47 rural municipalities, development
bodies, industry and business across Victoria.
Seminars have been conducted - there is one to
go - to explain the benefits of the program and how
applications from around Victoria can be made.
Several hundred people have attended the seminars.
The new program differs from the previous range of
regional grants in that it replaces ongoing and
untargeted support for councils with competitively
based grants with specific targets. They are all
directed towards clearly identified priority projects
with specific outcomes and an emphasis on
investment, export and job opportunities.
Local businesses are also able to apply for assistance
to develop their competitiveness and expand their
operations. This is a very important initiative in that
existing businesses, possibly being run by families,
will be able to get some assistance to go the next
step, for example, to produce more products, to
produce another product or even to export. It is a big
help for existing businesses.
The four-pronged strategy of Partnerships for
Growth is designed to assist economic development
in rural Victoria. Under the first section, which is
directed towards attracting new industry,
investment packages of assistance totalling almost
$1 million have been provided to six individual
firms - that is for a program launched just three
months ago.
To strengthen local businesses almost $100 000 has
been provided to assist 10 local firms, and under the
priority development projects and infrastructure
component of the strategy in excess of $1 million has
been provided and approved for spending on
38 projects to improve business environments in
30 of the state's 47 rural councils.
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I thank the minister responsible who enabled money
to be obtained from the Community Support Fund
for what in my view is the most important segment
of the whole program - that is, the rural
community development scheme, which provides
and improves community assets in our country
towns. Already we have received more than
40 applications. That money is available on a
dollar-for-dollar basis up to a limit of $50 000 per
grant.
The response to Partnerships for Growth has been
particularly pleasing. Applications under the
scheme show evidence of great community support,
including financial support, as that is obviously the
key to this extremely positive program. The
government is committed to helping secure a viable
economic future for Victoria's rural communities
and helping them to raise their living standards.

Rural Victoria: representation
Mr CAMERON (Bendigo West) - I refer the
Minister for Agriculture and Resources to the
comments of the National Party Senate candidate
Robert Ettery made during the Gippsland West
by-election when he said that National Party
members of the government were 'so far up the
Liberals they cannot see daylight,' and, 'Unless it fits
in with the Liberal plan, it does not get in'. In the
light of those scathing comments, does the Deputy
Premier stand by his position that country Victorians
have never had it so good?
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Agriculture and
Resources) - Those on the Labor side of the house
are continual prophets of doom. The opposition
never comes up with a positive idea. All it does is
knock every positive idea that anybody puts
forward. Rather than the Labor Party espousing the
view that country Victoria is not benefiting from the
changes occurring across the state, it should
recognise that, according to ABS statistics, from
December 1992 to December 1996 the growth rate in
rural employment was almost 12 per cent compared
with a little more than 7 per cent in the metropolitan
area.

The growth rate in rural Victoria has been 60 per
cent higher than it has been in the metropolitan area.
Honourable members could go back decades and
still not see examples of employment growing at
that rate. That growth has been achieved a number
of ways. Firstly, the government has a policy of
ensuring that rural Victoria is reinvigorated after
101;2 years of total neglect under Labor. The Minister
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for Local Government has just given details of how
municipal rates have dropped by some 23 per cent.
That is benefiting people in country Victoria by
ensuring more capital works programs, more
services, greater debt reduction and other positive
outcomes.
We have set a very ambitious target for rural
Victoria, which is to triple the value of rural exports
from $2 billion to $6 billion by 2001. In 1992 many
people believed that target was unachievable - and
it certainly was unachievable under the Labor
administration.
Already the value of rural exports has grown from
$2 billion to more than $3.5 billion, and I have every
confidence that we will not only achieve that target
of $6 billion by 2001 but also exceed it through
improvements in productivity and farm production,
supported by a re-financed Department of
Agriculture. All the former government did in
1011.2 years was slash and burn and cut the funds
going to agriculture and to rural tourism. Tourism in
rural Victoria has now turned around.
The government is supporting all the areas that
create investment, jobs and growth. The Premier
earlier detailed the levels of investment in new
factories. More than $4.5 billion has been invested in
new factories in Victoria. The interesting thing is
that 38.5 per cent of that has been invested in rural
Victoria, which contains 28 per cent of the state's
population. That, therefore, is an over-representation
of 70 per cent, compared with the figures for the
metropolitan area. We are delivering jobs and rural
initiatives for country Victoria.
Recently, I saw some figures from the
Commonwealth Department of Education, Training
and Youth Affairs (DEETYA) for north-east and
northern Victoria.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I appeal to the
honourable members for Richmond and Niddrie to
remain quiet.
Mr McNAMARA - I appreciate being asked the
question because, as I said, I recently saw some
figures from DEETYA referring to northern Victoria,
which is my part of the world. It includes not only
the Benalla electorate but also the electorates of
Murray Valley, Rodney, Swan Hill and Mildura. The
figures refer to unemployment rates when Labor
was in office. I shall ask you a rhetorical question,
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Mr Speaker - and I will not ask you to respond.
What was the unemployment rate when Labor was
in office? It was 13.5 per cent.

The SPEAKER - Order! The Deputy Premier
should not ask the Chair rhetorical questions. He is
supposed to be answering a question from the
opposition.
Mr McNAMARA - I know it is out of order to
ask the question, but when Labor was in office in
mid-1992 unemployment in our part of the world
was 13.5 per cent, which is an absolute disgrace. The
figure now is 6.3 per cent; it has been more than
halved.
The level of investment in rural Victoria is no
accident. The mighty work that has been done by the
government in getting new investment into regional
Victoria, and I include the work of the honourable
member for Swan Hill, who is responsible for Food
Victoria, has been nothing less than outstanding. It is
a credit to the government's performance that
Victoria is getting the bulk of new investment right
across Australia and that, per capita, rural Victoria is
getting the bulk of the new investment coming into
Victoria.
A few examples include the Cedenco company,
which recently opened a plant in Echuca worth more
than $26 million. Only a year ago that New Zealand
company was awarded the prize for being New
Zealand's company of the year, but it has since
downsized its New Zealand operations and moved
to rural Victoria. Another example is Mitsui, which,
in conjunction with Murray-Goulbum in Cobram,
has invested more than $60 million in the dairy
industry. Again, that is new investment, which is
great for regional Victoria.
Bonlac's investment in Gippsland is worth
$150 million. It is the largest dairy plant built in the
world.
Mr Haermeyer - On a point of order,
Mr Speaker, I raise the question of relevance. If the
Deputy Premier proceeds up this path any further
he will excite a bowel movement! I suggest his
answer is in no way relevant to the question.
The SPEAKER - Order! I do not uphold the
point of order but I ask the minister to round off his
answer.

Honourable members interjecting.

NOTICES OF MOTION
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The SPEAKER - Order! The house is becoming
disorderly. I will simply abandon any further
questions and answers and proceed to notices of
motion if the house does not come to order.
Mr McNAMARA - I thank the opposition for
the opportunity to respond on this issue. The
example I mentioned earlier of the $150 million
investment by Bonlac in Gippsland is the largest
investment in a greenfields site by any dairy
company in the world. The dairy industry in
Victoria has increased milk production by 50 per
cent in the last four and a half years. Victoria now
produces 53 per cent of all the milk produced in
Australia, and the government's aim is to reach
80 per cent - The SPEAKER - Order! The minister has now
been speaking for 10 minutes, which is way in excess
of the generally accepted time for answers to
questions without notice, even though his answer is
not precluding anyone else asking a question - and
if it were, I would chop him off very quickly. All
members would agree that this is an important
subject, but I ask the minister to finish his answer
very quickly; otherwise, I will cut him off.
Mr McNAMARA - I will finish with a few
examples. One of importance involves the
investment we have made to give some surety of
resource supply to the timber industry. The Premier,
together with the Prime Minister and my colleague
the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management, has recently signed off on the first
regional forest agreement in Australia. According to
representatives from the timber industry, the
agreement ensures that 500 new jobs will be created
in East Gippsland, which is good news. Why is the
opposition not talking about that?
Amcor has invested $300 million in timber
processing operations in the Gippsland area.
Investment is taking place right across regional
Victoria. Dominance Industries in Wangaratta has
invested in a new process in the Myrtleford area.
The Treasurer has allocated $3 million to the timber
production industry in Benalla, and Australian
Defence Industries has also made investments in the
area.
The message has to get through to the opposition:
stop knocking Victoria; stop running us down.
Instead of carping, whingeing and bleating, talk
about what a great state Victoria is and what the
government is doing.
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NOTICES OF MOTION
The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the house that
in the future when we have a series of notices from
one member or a number of members and two or
more members indicate they wish to give notice, I
will not allow one member to give more than one
notice while another member is indicating he or she
has a notice of motion so that one member does not
monopolise the notice paper. If no other member
indicates he or she has a notice of motion, the
member will get a full run; but if another member
indicates he or she wants to move a notice of motion,
he or she will have the opportunity of doing so in
order.
Mr Haermeyer - Mr Speaker, on a point of
order, I seek clarification on the ruling you have just
given.
The SPEAKER - Order! That is a point of
clarification, not a point of order. The honourable
member can talk to me later about it.

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

Bogong Village
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth the planned closure of Bogong Village
by Southern Hydro Ltd.
Your petitioners therefore pray that this planned
closure of Bogong Village not continue.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr A. F. Plowman (779 signatures)

Education maintenance allowance
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of
Victoria draws to the attention of the house our
opposition to the withdrawal of 50 per cent of the
education maintenance allowance previously paid
directly to parents.

FILM AND VIDEOTAPE CLASSIFICATION GUIDELINES
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Your petitioners therefore pray that the state
government restore the education maintenance
allowance in full and that the state government
continue to pay the education maintenance allowance
directly to the parents so that parents and not school
administrative staff make appropriate decisions
concerning their children's educational needs.
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PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Albury-Wodonga Development Corporation - Report
for the year 1995-96
Building Act 1993 Building Code of Australia - Amendment No. 10

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

By Mr Mildenhall (503 signatures)
Laid on table.

FILM AND VIDEOTAPE
CLASSIFICATION GUIDELINES
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) presented
guidelines for classification of films and
video tapes amendment no. 1 in lieu of document
ordered to be tabled on 12 November 1996.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND
REGULATIONS COMMITTEE

Alert Digest No. 1

Minister's exemption certificate under section 9(1)
of the Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 and notice
of the making of the Amendment (G.G. 52,
6 January 1997)
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 - Section 17DA
Orders granting under Section 170 a lease in the Township of Daylesford
Township of Lorne
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 Documents pursuant to section 12H(1) Poisons Code - Standard for the Unifonn
Scheduling of Drugs and Poisons No. 11,
Amendment Nos 1 and 3, Part A and Notice
regarding the amendment, commencement and
availability of the Poisons Code (4 papers)
Financial Management Act 1994 -

Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) presented Alert
Digest No. 1 of 1997 on:
Education (Trespass) Bill
Education (Standards Council) Bill
Evidence (Audio Visual and Audio Linking) Bill
Fisheries (Further Amendment) Bill
together with appendix.

Report of the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management that she had received the 1995-96
Annual Report of the Northern Regional Waste
Management Group
Report of the Minister for Health that he had
received the Annual Report for the year ended
30 September 1996 of the Dental Board of Victoria
Forests Act 1958 - Order pursuant to section 52E
amending the sustainable yield rates and grades in the
Third Schedule
Goulburn Valley Base Hospital -

Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

BLF CUSTODIAN
The SPEAKER presented 34th report given to him
pursuant to section 7A of BLF (De-recognition) Act
1985 by the Custodian appointed under section 7(1)
of that act.

Financial Statements for the periods ended
29 February 1996 and 30 June 1996 (two papers)
Report for the year 1995-96 and Diary for the year
1997
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 - Notice under
section 32(3)(a) in relation to Statutory Rule No. 5/1997

Laid on table.

Land Conservation Council- Final Recommendations
for the Historic Places South Western Victoria Special
Investigation

Ordered to be printed.

Melbourne City Link Act 1995 -

PAPERS
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Orders pursuant to section 8(4) decreasing the
Project Area (two papers)
Orders pursuant to section 8(4) increasing the
Project Area
Statement of Variation No. 1/1997 - Changes to
the Project Scope & Technical Requirements
Request for Change No. 1
Statement of Variation No. 2/1997 - Changes to
the Project Scope & Technical Requirements
Request for Change No. 2
Museums Advisory Board - Report for the year
1995-96
Northern Regional Waste Management Group Report for the year 1995-96
O'Connell Family Centre (Grey Sisters) Inc. - Report
for the year 1995-96
Planning and Environment Act 1987 - Amendment
Nos 97, 98, 99,100 to the Upper Yarra Valley and
Dandenong Ranges Regional Strategy Plan (four
papers)
Planning and Environment Act 1987 - Notices of
approval of amendments to the following Planning
Schemes:
All Planning Schemes - Nos 565, Sl..3, S162, SRL4
Avon Planning Scheme - No. 110
Bacchus Marsh Planning Scheme - No. 141
Baimsdale (Shire) Planning Scheme - No. 154
Ballarat Planning Scheme - Nos 119, L20
Banyule Planning Scheme - Nos L7, L8 Part 1
Bayside Consolidation Amendment
Berwick Planning Scheme - Nos L39 Part 1B, L70
Part 2A, L90 Part 1, L96, L97, 1119
Booroondara Planning Scheme - Nos 114, L25,
L27,128
Brighton Planning Scheme - No. L32
Brimbank Planning Scheme - Nos L30, l..31
Buninyong Planning Scheme - No. L60
Castlemaine Planning Scheme - No. 119
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Dimboola Planning Scheme - No. 16 Part 1
Doncaster and Templestowe Planning SchemeNos 1109,1111, L112, 1113
Eltharn Planning Scheme - No. 157
Euroa Planning Scheme - No. L25
Flinders Planning Scheme - Nos 1139,1159,1162
Frankston Planning Scheme - Nos L81, L82
Glen Eira Planning Scheme - No. L3
Goulburn Planning Scheme - No. 110 Part 1
Greater Bendigo Planning Scheme - Nos 154, L56
Greater Dandenong Planning Scheme - Nos L6,
L7,L9
Greater Geelong Planning Scheme - Nos 1153,
SR14
Healesville Planning Scheme - No. L71
Hepburn Planning Scheme - No. 11
Hobsons Bay Planning Scheme - Nos 11, 12
Hume Planning Scheme - Nos 113, 117, 118, L23,
126,127
Kingston Planning Scheme - Nos L7, 110, 115
Knox Planning Scheme - Nos 1113, 1132,1133,
1134
Korong Planning Scheme - No. l..3
Macedon Ranges Planning Scheme - Nos L2, L13
Maribymong Planning Scheme - Nos 11, 15, L8,
L22, L23
Maroondah Planning Scheme - Nos 14, L7
Melbourne Planning Scheme - Nos 1224, 1228,
L235,1236,L238,L239
Melton Planning Scheme - Nos 161, L69, L76, L78
Metropolitan Region Planning Scheme - No. R44
Mitchell Planning Scheme - Nos 117, 129 Part 1
Moe Planning Scheme - Nos L38, L39
Moira Planning Scheme - No. 115
Monash Planning Scheme - Nos L9, 113, 118, L22
Moonee Valley Planning Scheme - Nos 110,118
Moorabbin Planning Scheme - No. 165

Cranboume Planning Scheme - Nos 1133, 1140,
L156,L196,L199,L2oo,L206

Mordialloc Planning Scheme - No. L20

Darebin Planning Scheme - Nos L30, L41, 143

Moreland Planning Scheme - No. L30

Diamond Valley Planning Scheme - Nos 151, L64

Momington Planning Scheme - Nos 166, L68
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Morwell Planning Scheme - No. L59
Narracan Planning Scheme - No. L37
Nillumbik Consolidation Amendment
Nillumbik Planning Scheme - No. L2
Pakenham Planning Scheme - Nos Ll13, Ll27,
LI28,LI29,LI30,LI31
Phillip Island Planning Scheme - No. L73
Port of Melbourne Planning Scheme - Nos Ll8,
Ll9,L20
Port Phillip Planning Scheme - Nos L8, L23, 1.37,
1.39,L43,L45,L46
Portland City Planning Scheme - No. SRL4

Administrative Appeals Tribunal Act 1984 - S.R
No. 149
Alpine Resorts Act 1983 - S.R No. 147
Appeal Costs Act 1964 - S.R No. 132
Australian Grand Prix Act 1994 - S.R No. 151
Building Act 1993 - S.R No. 161
Children and Young Persons Act 1989 - SR No.
150
Chiropractors and Osteopaths Act 1978 - S.R No.
158
Competition Policy Reform (Victoria) Act 1995S.RNo.135
County Court Act 1958 - S.R Nos 165, 12/1997

Rodney Planning Scheme - Nos L92, L94 Part 1,
L96

Dangerous Goods Act 1985 - S.R No. 11/1997

Seymour Planning Scheme - No. L29

Dental Technicians Act 1972 - S.R No. 144

Shepparton City Planning Scheme - No. L58

Dentists Act 1972 - S.R No. 157

Sherbrooke Planning Scheme - No. Ll25

Education Act 1958 - S.R No. 6/1997

South Gippsland Planning Scheme - No. L38

Estate Agents Act 1980 - S.R No. 9/1997

Stonnington Planning Scheme - Nos L18, L19

Fisheries Act 1968 - S.R Nos 152, 154

Surf Coast Planning Scheme - No. RL41

Health Act 1958 - S.R Nos 13, 14/1997

Tambo Planning Scheme - No. L68

Health Services Act 1988 - S.R Nos 159, 160

Traralgon (City) Planning Scheme - Nos L68, L70

Land Tax Act 1958 - S.R No. 145

Warrnambool Planning Scheme - No. Ll7 Part A

Legal Profession Practice Act 1958 - S.R No. 153

Werribee Planning Scheme - Nos L88 Part 1,
LlOl, LIlO, Ll13
Whitehorse Planning Scheme - Nos Ll2, Ll4
Whittlesea Planning Scheme - Nos L82 Part 2,
LI31,LI39, LI40, L141
Wodonga Rural City Planning Scheme - Nos L3,
LS, L6 Part 1, Lll, LlS
Wonthaggi Planning Scheme - No. L22

Listening Devices Act 1969 - S.R No. 2/1997
Magistrates' Court Act 1989 - S.R Nos 143,146
Marine Act 1988 - S.R Nos 163, 8/1997
Metropolitan Fire Brigades Act 1958 - S.R No.
4/1997
Mineral Resources Development Act 1990 - S.R
No. 1/1997

Woorayl Planning Scheme - Nos L53, L55, L57

Occupational Health and Safety Act 1985 - S.R.
No. 148

Yackandandah Planning Scheme - No. L30

Optometrists Registration Act 1958 - S.R No. 130

Yarra Planning Scheme - Nos L27, L32, L34, 1.35,
SL62

Pharmacists Act 1974 - S.R. No. 156

Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme - Nos L22 Part 1,
L25 Part 2, L28, 1.38, L41, L45, L46, L52, LS9
Small Business Victoria - Report for the year 1995-96
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Accident Compensation Act 1985 - S.R No. 155

Road Safety Act 1986 - S.R Nos 136, IQ, 16/1997
Second-Hand Dealers and Pawnbrokers Act 1989
- S.R. No. 7/1997
Shop Trading Reform Act 1996 - S.R. No. 134
State Electricity Commission Act 1958 - S.R No.
5/1997
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 - S.R. No. 131
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Supreme Court Act 1986 - S.R. Nos 129, 133, 137,
138,139,140,141,142,166,17/1997
Tobacco Act 1987 - S.R. No. 15/1997
Transport Accident Act 1986 - S.R. No. 164
Transport Act 1983 - S.R No. 162
Travel Agents Act 1986 - S.R No. 3/1997
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 Ministers' exception certificates in relation to
Statutory Rule Nos 130, 131, 132, 137, 138, 139, 140,
141, 142, 143, 145, 149, 156, 157, 158, 159, 165, 4, 12,
17/1997
Ministers' exemption certificates in relation to
Statutory Rule Nos 134, 135, 147, 150, 152, 153, 154,
160,162,163,2,6,7,8,14,15/1997
Transport Act 1983 - Orders for Transfer of Assets and
Liabilities pursuant to section 81 (two papers)
Waranga Memorial Hospital- Financial Statements
for the period ended 29 February 1996
Wildlife Act 1975 - Wildlife (Closure of Areas to
Hunting) Notice No. 1/1997

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were laid upon the Table by the Clerk pursuant to
an Order of the House dated 14 May 1996:
Accident Compensation (Amendment) Act 1996Section 40 on 19 December 1996 (Gazette No. G50,
19 December 1996)
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Environment Protection (Amendment) Act 1996Sections 6, 20, 21, 24(2) and 25 to 27 on 17 December
1996 (Gazette No. 5142, 17 December 1996). Sections
3 and 24(1) on 21 January 1997 (Gazette No. 57,21
January 1997)
Farm Produce Wholesale (Amendment) Act 1996Remaining provisions (except Section 23) on 31
December 1996 (Gazette No. G50, 19 December 1996)
Firearms Act 1996 - Sections 3, 189 and 196 on
4 February 1997 (Gazette No. G5, 6 February 1997)
Health <Radiographers) Act 1990 - Whole Act on 1
March 1997 (Gazette No. GB, 27 February 1997)
Lord Mayor's Charitable Fund Act 1996 - Remaining
provisions on 1 February 1997 (Gazette No. G3,
23 January 1997)
Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Trust Act
1996 - Remaining provisions on 5 February 1997
(Gazette No. 516,5 February 1997)
Miscellaneous Acts (Further Omnibus Amendments)
Act 1996 - Sections 75, 86, 87, 91(1) and 91(8) and
Part 22 on 19 December 1996 (Gazette No. G50, 19
December 1996)
Motor Car Traders (Amendment) Act 1996Remaining provisions, except Section 13, 42(1)(c), 51(b)
and 51(d), on 1 March 1997 (Gazette No. G7, 20 February
1997)
Rail Corporations Act 1996 - Remaining proviSions

Accident Compensation (Further Amendment) Act
1996 - Sections 10, 12, 15,25,26,29 and 34 on
23 January 1997 (Gazette No. G3, 23 January 1997)

(except Division 2 of Part 2) on 1 March 1997. Division
2 of Part 2 on 1 April 1997 (Gazette No. 511,28 January
1997)

Arts Institutions (Amendment) Act 1996 - Remaining
provisions of Part 2 (except Sections 5(3), 23, 24(3),
24(4), 24(5),25, 26, 29(c) and 33); remaining provisions
of Part 3 (except sections 37(2), 48, 49(2), 49(3), 50, 51, 52
and 67); remaining provisions of Part 4 (except Sections
69(b), 78 and 82); Part 5; Part 6; Part 7 (except section
91) on 4 February 1997 (Gazette No. G5, 6 February 1997)

Shop Trading Reform Act 1996 - Remaining
provisions on 26 November 1996 (Gazette No. G46,
21 November 1996)

Commonwealth Powers (Industrial Relations) Act
1996 - Part 2 on 17 December 1996 (Gazette No. 5142,
17 December 1996)
Corrections (Amendment) Act 1996 - Remaining
provisions (except for sections 11, 12 and 13) on
6 February 1997 (Gazette No. G5, 6 February 1997)

Small Business Victoria (Repeal) Act 1996 - Remaining
provisions on 1 January 1997 (Gazette No. 5146,
23 December 1996).

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent to:
10 December 1996
Lord Mayor's Charitable Fund Bill
Mental Health (Interstate Provisions) Bill

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
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Optometrists Registration Bill
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Stock (Seller Liability and Declarations)
(Amendment) Bill

University Acts (Amendment) Bill
Victims of Crime Assistance Bill
Witness Protection (Amendment) Bill
23 December 1996
12 December 1996
Superannuation Acts (Further Amendment) Bill
Commonwealth Powers (Industrial Relations)
Bill
17 December 1996
Accident Compensation (Further Amendment)
Bill

Friendly Societies (Victoria) Bill
Co-operatives Bill.

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:

Arts Institutions (Amendment) Bill
Education (Standards Council) Bill
Casino (Management Agreement) (Amendment)
Bill
Chiropractors Registration Bill

Fisheries (Further Amendment> Bill

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Grievances

Courts and Tribunals (General Amendment) Bill
Environment Protection (Amendment) Bill

Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - By leave, I
move:

Firearms Bill
Fisheries (Amendment) Bill
Health Acts (Further Amendment) Bill
Land (Further Revocation of Reservations) Bill
Magistrates' Court (Amendment) Bill
Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Trust Bill

That for the purposes of sessional order no. 4(1)
Wednesday, 2 April 1997, and Wednesday, 30 April
1997, be appointed days upon which the question 'That
grievances be noted' may be put.

Motion agreed to.

CORRECTION OF BILLS
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - By leave, I
move:

Melbourne Exhibition Centre (Amendment) Bill
Miscellaneous Acts (Further Omnibus
Amendments) Bill
Motor Car Traders (Amendment) Bill
Osteopaths Registration Bill

That where a bill has passed through both houses and
the citation of the bill includes a reference to a calendar
year earlier than that in which the passage of the bill
was completed, the Clerk of the Parliaments be
empowered to alter the calendar year reference in the
citation of the bill and any corresponding reference
within the bill itself to the year in which the passage of
the bill was so completed.

Pipelines (Amendment) Bill
Motion agreed to.
Planning and Environment (Planning Schemes)
Bill
Queen Victoria Market Lands Bill
Rail Corporations Bill

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I move:

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
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That, pursuant to sessional order no. 6(3), the orders of
the day, government business, relating to the following
bills be considered and completed by 4.00 p.m. on
Thursday, 20 March 1997:
Interpretation of Legislation (Amendment) Bill
Cinemedia Corporation Bill
National Parks (Amendment) Bill
Parliament House Completion Authority (Repeal)
Bill
Education (Standards Council) Bill
Education (Trespass) Bill
Fisheries (Further Amendment) Bill
Evidence (Audio Visual and Audio Linking) Bill.

Mr BATCHELOR (Thomas town) - I wish to
oppose the government business program because
of the complete and utter disregard this government
has for the parliamentary institution. The
parliamentary program presented tod~y lacks ~y
substance or depth and is a manifestation of a tired
government that has run out of ideas and is clearly
recalling Parliament only because of a procedural
requirement for appropriation. If it were not for the
appropriation bill and the requirements thereof I
doubt whether we would be having any
parliamentary session at all!
The bills listed to be debated in the first sitting week
are of a minor nature; they are matters that could be
dealt with quite quickly and the government will be
lucky if it is able to fill the week. Issues exist that can
and will be debated; however, many of those
debates will have to proceed quickly. This business
program is completely lacking in substance.
This week is a manifestation of the government's
attitude towards Parliament not only this week but
in general. Last year we had only 35 sitting days and
this year we will sink to the lowest of records. Last
year's figure of only 35 sitting days was a 49-year
low and almost beat the 1947 figure of 34. Unless
there is a sudden and unexpected rush of
parliamentary sitting days in the last sessional
period this year 1997 will have the lowest number of
parliamentary sitting days on record. Last y~ar
Parliament sat for only 361 hours; the least time
since 1969. It is a sad reflection of the contemptuous
way the government treats Parliament.

What are the plans for the current session? The
business program reveals a legislative schedule that
lacks substance. During question time today we saw
how badly the government, and the Premier in
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particular, handled the political iss~es of the day, .
and that is why this government will do whatever It
can to prevent parliamentary scrutiny and
accountability with ministers presenting themselves
for questioning by the opposition. This session
comprises only 18 sitting days. The federal
Parliament has already sat for many days. In fact, in
its current session the federal Parliament will sit
more than twice as many days as this Parliament.
I know it cannot be of any joy to you, Mr Speaker, to
see this Parliament and the parliamentary process
being treated with such arrogant contempt by the
government. If the government has no ideas ~b~ut
what Parliament could be used for, the opposltion
suggests there are plenty of other matters to debate.
The government could free up sessional ?rders to
provide more time in which to ask questions. .
without notice and to allow members and mmIsters
to make statements. A number of alternatives could
be adopted in line with the traditions of Parliament,
but this government is scared of each and every one
of them. It is going through the perfunctory
performance of putting forward a business program
listing matters that can be dealt with quickly: It
could provide Parliament with the opportunity to
scrutinise - The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member's time has expired.
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) - The speech of the
honourable member for Thomastown, the manager
of opposition business, has shown just how bereft of
ideas the Labor Party is. Victoria is a state of
excitement; things are really happening. There is
great confidence in the actions, enterprise and work
program of the government. The honourable
member for Thomastown looks at the government
business agenda and views it with contempt.
Will the honourable member for Coburg, the lead
speaker on the Cinemedia Corpor~tion .Bill,.treat the
notice paper with contempt? Multimedia raIses
issues about new technologies and is the centrepiece
of challenge Australia-wide and internationally. Will
the honourable member for Thomastown speak on
the bill? I doubt it. He does not have the
imagination, the integrity or the ~terest .of the
public of Victoria at heart. Th~ Cinemedi~
Corporation Bill is one of the Important bills that are
part of the program for this week, and. it show~ that
Parliament is a forum for change that IS occurrmg
internationally.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
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The bill will assist in transforming the nature of our
economy from an industrial economy to a new
technological economy. Surely the Labor Party can
find speakers who can talk of the probable impact
the bill will have on the union base and the people
who support it. Surely it can find speakers who can
talk about how new teclmologies are transforming
the workplace so that fitters and turners need
qualifications in computer programming, the
challenge of finding jobs for middle management
and people losing jobs because analytical tasks are
being taken over by computers and computer
programmers.
The big issue during the summer break was the
community debate about the future of our national
parks, particularly about how national parks ought
to be managed and access for people who may not
want to camp but prefer luxury accommodation.
The National Parks (Amendment) Bill is the
centrepiece of an environmental debate in Victoria
that has been going on for the past 20 years. If the
Labor Party cannot organise speakers to debate this
bill it is bereft of ideas and, as the Premier would
say, it has no right to claim any leadership in the
state.
Interpretation of legislation is also an important
issue. The Parliament House Completion Authority
(Repeal) Bill is another important piece of
legislation. It was one of the centrepieces of debate
by the Labor Party during the December period. I
note that the independent member for Mildura is
talking to the honourable member for Essendon. Is
he going to represent his constituents by speaking
during the debate on the bill?
A government business program does not have to be
chock-a-block with new legislation. As the Premier
said on the radio today and in public yesterday,
good government is not just about increasing the
amount of legislation. Good government in this day
and age - the late 1990s - is more about reducing
acts of Parliament and regulation. If the Labor Party
believes the test of the success of a Parliament and
government is the number of new acts and
regulations that are introduced and processed it has
not come to grips with a changing world.
The English Labour Party has indicated that it has
changed and that it believes in deregulation and
reducing the amount of regulation for business and
other sectors of the community. It is a sad reflection
on the opposition that it believes the orders of the
day are not appropriate for Parliament and that it is
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challenging the government's business program in
this way.
Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - I oppose the
motion and support the points made by the
honourable member for Thomastown. The contempt
the Premier has for Parliament was well illustrated
this moming when he said it is not going to be a
large legislative session and that it has always been
his belief that politicians should make fewer rules
and regulations. The point that seems to be made is
that because the government believes in less
legislation we should have less Parliament. The two
things are in no way connected. On the contrary, the
fact that the government is subject to so little
scrutiny in Parliament because it sits so few days
results in the numerous problems we see in the state,
the problems the Auditor-General pointed out in his
reports and the reason why the government is trying
to silence and neuter the Auditor-General.
This house is not meant to be just about debate on
the introduction of legislation; it is also about
scrutiny of the government and giving private
members the opportunity of raising issues that
concern their electorates whether by way of
administration or legislation. This is one Parliament
that offers very little opportunity for private
members to raise issues of concern or introduce
private members' bills.
I note by comparison that the British Parliament has
allocated specific days for private members' bills
and motions. In this house the opposition is lucky if
it gets a few hours on a Wednesday moming. It
would be far preferable if the government provided
specific times when the opposition, the newly
elected Independent members and members of the
government could raise matters of particular interest
to their electorates, but they are offered no such
opportunities.
Another issue we face is that in the first week, as has
been indicated, very little legislation will be put
before the house whereas at the end of the session,
because of the government's mismanagement, vast
quantities of complex legislation will be put before
the house and we will be expected to consider and
debate it sensibly. It would be far preferable for the
government to better manage its program so that
early in the session the house is able to consider far
more legislation and at the end of the session it is not
confronted with Thursday afternoon sittings where
the bulk of the program is rammed through the
house.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
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The role of Parliament is not just to rubber-stamp
government legislation. Parliament has an important
role in scrutinising and debating issues. I compare
the conduct of the house with that of some of our
parliamentary committees. A number of committees
do good work in a bipartisan way and changes are
made to government policies as a result of their
recommendations. We see from the way committees
operate that when there is time to debate and
discuss matters there may well be better outcomes
for all Victorians.
The opposition's view is that if the government is
unable to manage its program properly and
continues to fail to provide adequate legislation
early in the session it ought at this stage of the
session to set aside time for members to introduce
private members' bills or for private members'
matters to be raised. In that way we may find that
this Parliament has the ability to scrutinise the
actions of the government just as occurs in the
English House of Commons and in parliaments in
other states.
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I support the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the
honourable member for Thomastown in opposing
the government's business program. As has been
said already, this session the government has
programmed the lowest number of sitting days for
the Victorian Parliament for 50 years. It is a matter of
major concern that the government mismanaged its
agenda to such an extent that it rammed through
poorly drafted legislation at the end of last year and
at the last moment held over some legislation.
Parliament has resumed after a long break and we
have only eight matters on the notice paper, four of
which were held over from last session. Half of the
bills on the notice paper have been held over from
the previous session! That is, for this session the
government has generated only four matters from
portfolios.
What a misuse of the Parliament! No doubt as we go
through the autumn session more poorly drafted
legislation will be presented, requiring subsequent
amendments that should not have to be made, and
in the last couple of weeks more legislation will be
introduced. There is no planning. The Premier is
hypocritical in saying that the opposition is not
prepared, because the government is totally
unprepared given the break it has had and the
minimal session it has set.
lbis morning most honourable members heard the
Premier admit that this will be a very light session.
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The Premier was flippant, and his comments
included, 'In our first term we have made most of
the legislative arrangements we wanted to make. We
are now into a period in which we want less
legislation and less intrusion by government into
people's lives, so I do not see much significance in
this session of Parliament'.
As has been said, there is a significant opportunity
to make this a vibrant autumn session of Parliament.
Numerous matters of public importance cannot be
debated in this house because of the straitjacket-type
requirements that must be met under the standing
orders and regulations. A matter has to pass about
six separate tests before it can be debated.
We oppose the government business motion because
the Leader of the House could make this a vibrant
session by allowing debate on several matters that
currently cannot be debated because of the
regulations. In particular, matters of public
importance could be raised every day or even every
second day without it being necessary to go through
the arrangements set out in the standing orders,
which restrict and constrain debate on matters of
obvious public importance.
Because of the regulations and the limited time
available we spend half our time debating whether a
matter is of public importance, whether it should be
debated, whether it has been debated before,
whether the member has had prior opportunity to
raise it, and so on. It is an attempt to stop proper
scrutiny of government through Parliament. In an
open arrangement - which the Leader of the House
should encourage - each day or every second day
we could easily raise matters of public importance,
as is done in parliaments around the country.
It is not that we do not have matters of public
importance to debate. If one looks at some of the
matters of public importance that have been on the
notice paper since last year one can see the
developing issue of the attempts to review the work
of the Auditor-General and take away his power to
be sole auditor of government departments; the
issue of country Victoria and the government's
neglect of areas outside the Melbourne CAD; and
issues relating to propriety of government.

Today I cannot raise the recent Australian Bureau of
Statistics figures on new dwelling approvals that
show that Victoria's performance is the worst of any
state in Australia. Since the last quarter we have had
a 16 per cent reduction in new building approvals. It
is a matter of public importance that the building

INTERPRETATION OF LEGISLATION (AMENDMENT) BILL
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industry in Victoria is not just static but going
backwards, whereas there has been growth in other
states. New South Wales has had a 14 per cent
improvement and there has been growth in South
Australia, but we cannot debate the matter in the
house.
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) Mr Deputy Speaker, I oppose the motion on the

government's business program. I do so for a
number of the reasons which have already been
expressed by other honourable members. Like other
honourable members I was staggered this morning
to hear the newsclips from the Premier's ABC radio
interview. When he was asked about the
parliamentary sitting period he attempted to argue
that a good government is one that does not in any
way interfere with people's lives. He said that the
way you interfere with people's lives is through
legislation, so the less legislation, the better the
government, and therefore this is a good
government because this session will have only 18
sitting days.
If that is the definition of what the best government

is, the natural extension is that in the future the
Parliament will not sit at all. If the Premier is saying
that the less you legislate and the less you sit the
better the government is, by natural extension the
best government of the lot would be one that did not
sit at all. I find that an extraordinary statement.
Some 40 years have passed since state Parliament sat
for so few days.
The notice paper lists 125 matters members of this
house have raised because they wish to debate them,
but due to the practices of this house and the
dictatorial or autocratic way it is run those members
will have no opportunity to debate those matters.
Today another 15,20 or 30 matters were put on the
notice paper. The members who raised them want
the opportunity to discuss those matters in this
place, the people's Parliament. They are being
denied that opportunity by this government, this
Leader of the House and this Premier.
A few other features of this Parliament should be
mentioned. If the government has run out of energy,
enthusiasm, ideas or reform agenda and there is no
legislation coming forward, that is fine. It is a tired
government; we know that, but we want the
opportunity in this Parliament to debate other
matters that affect the lives of Victorians. We want
the opportunity for more questions to be asked in
this Parliament because this Parliament has the
shortest question time of any Parliament in
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Australia. Here we are with a session of just
18 sitting days and no legislation being introduced;
the Premier should extend question time so that we
have the opportunity to properly scrutinise the
government.
There ought to be more opportunity to debate
private members' business in this place, because
members on both sides should be able to raise
matters of crucial importance. This is the only
Parliament that does not daily have an opportunity
to debate matters of public importance. It is
outrageous, inexcusable and an embarrassment for
this Parliament. In every other Parliament there is an
opportunity each day to discuss a matter of public
importance. It is good for the opposition, the
government, the Parliament and the people, but that
does not happen in this Parliament of Victoria.
This is the only Parliament in Australia where
ministerial statements have been apparently banned
by the Premier. In every other Parliament across
Australia ministers are allowed to make statements
so that matters of public importance can be
debated - perhaps issues such as the LAP tests in
education, or the plummeting retention rates in
education, or the increased burdens on parents, or
the minister's mistake in halving the education and
maintenance allowance. These matters could be
discussed in Parliament, but the government will
not allow that, either.
Mr Perton interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - We want more opportunity for
real debate in this Parliament - and the honourable
member for Doncaster knows in his heart that he
wants those opportunities as well. We do not want
just autocratic government from the Premier,
through the executive, through the cabinet, with no
opportunity for debate in this Parliament. We do not
want this place turned into no more than a rubber
stamp. We are to have the shortest session for 40
years, with only 18 Sitting days. There is not a third
or fourth world war going on. We want more sitting
days and more time for debate.
Motion agreed to.

INTERPRETATION OF LEGISLATION
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 16 May 1996; motion of
MI5 WADE (Attorney-General).

INTERPRETATION OF LEGISLATION (AMENDMENT) BILL
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Or DEAN (Berwick) - The Interpretation of
Legislation (Amendment) Bill is a small but
important piece of legislation. I am surprised that
the opposition appears to be uninterested in a bill of
this nature.
Mr Thwaites - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, the member for Berwick is impugning the
motives of the opposition and is doing so
incorrectly. He is attempting to say that the
opposition is not interested. We are disinterested
because we have no pecuniary interest in the
legislation.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition has been in this place long
enough to know that it is not a point of order; he is
attempting to make a personal explanation.
Or DEAN - It appears that the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition's embarrassment has forced him into
making an error of judgment. It is amazing that
when people are ashamed of something they tend to
take action which does not stack up, and it is
surprising in view of their apparent experience.
The bill is important because it concerns statutory
interpretation, which is what we are about in this
house. One of the major tasks of Parliament is the
process of legislating, ensuring that legislation is
correct and that the effect of the legislation in the
community is accomplished. This is an
unprecedented situation. So long as I have been in
this house I do not recall one occasion when the
opposition has not had a speaker on a bill - Mr Thwaites - We have.
Or DEAN - I do not recall it deciding not to lead
off and use the opportunity to speak in an unlimited
fashion. Today the opposition has decided to sit
back and not debate a bill which goes to the very
heart of what we do in this house.
Clause 3 inserts a new section 39B into the
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984. The
explanatory memorandum states:
The new section provides that where an undivided
section is amended by the insertion of one or more
subsections, the original section is taken to be
sub-section (1). The amendment will make it
unnecessary to amend the original section to insert '(1)'.
Section 39B makes similar provision for the
amendment of statutory rules containing regulations or
rules and for the amendment of clauses of a schedule to
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an act or statutory rule. Section 39B only applies to
amendments made by an act passed or a statutory rule
made on or after the commencement of the
Interpretation of Legislation (Amendment) Act 1996.

Although the appearance of legislation may be a
small matter it makes its interpretation simpler.
There have been many examples of such steps to
ensure that people who read legislation do so in a
much simpler way. I recall some years ago, when it
was my task to interpret legislation in the courts and
sections were labelled as they are now through to
paragraphs and subparagraphs, that if you wanted
to refer to a subparagraph you would have to go
through the process of referring to section 1,
subsection 2, paragraph (a), subparagraph (A). By
the time you had referred to the legislation in that
way most people had no idea what you were talking
about. That process has been changed to a new
method of simply referring to subparagraph
1(2)(a)(A). Although it is a small matter it is an
attempt to try to make legislation simpler.
The interpretation of legislation has occupied many
people for many hours. Books have been written on
the interpretation of legislation. Pearce's book on
legislative interpretation has wide respect
throughout the legal community because it is the
culmination of hundreds of years of determining
how best to interpret legislation.
When members come into the house to speak on
legislation they often have an idea that has to be
transformed into the English language. If the
transfer of the idea to English is wrong the effect
they are trying to achieve with their idea will not
occur. Instead of implementing a good idea we will
end up implementing something else. That is why it
is important to have rules of interpretation covering
legislation. If we do not get that right we will end up
legislating about matters that were not intended.
There are many rules like 'the latter will always
include the former but the former may not include
the latter'. It may seem like a simple test when one is
considering legislation or asking a lawyer what it
means, but if you do not have these rules of
interpretation you will get the wrong answer. Those
persons' rights will not be properly effected.
We may have the situation where new legislation is
in conflict with earlier legislation. What is the result?
Members may be interested to know that the
principle or rule of law adopted by the courts is that
Parliament always knows what it is doing. I would
be the last person to suggest that there are times
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when Parliament is not entirely sure about what it is
doing. But to have an absolute rule that Parliament
always knows what it is doing enables the courts to
say, 'If the latter legislation appears to conflict with
earlier legislation Parliament must have known
about the earlier conflict; therefore we will interpret
that latter piece of legislation on the basis of it being
interpreted with the earlier legislation. This new
legislation must match because Parliament knew
about the conflict'.
Some people might say, 'Well, Parliament is made
up of ordinary people and perhaps they did not see
the conflict'. Without the rule courts would be
floundering to make decisions and lawyers would
be floundering when trying to advise clients about
what the law means.
It is extremely difficult when the courts are faced
with inconsistencies in legislation. Unless the court
finds the legislation to be clear and accurate at the
beginning, it is faced with a measure which it knows
in its own heart could not possibly have been meant.
The court is then forced to adopt the rule that
Parliament knew what it was doing.
How does it deal with that? It must obey the
legislation - Parliament is supreme. Often the court
is forced into a situation where its final decision
seems unjust because the private citizen who is
concerned with the legislation is caught up in its bad
drafting. The court will say to itself, 'Unfortunately,
we have to go ahead and implement this legislation
and the principle as it is, even though it may seem
unjust to the person concerned, and we will call on
Parliament to make the alteration'.
If the court itself decides to legislate, to ignore the
legislation or to change it in a way that it knows was
not meant, it is making good law for that case but
bad law for the rest of the cases that come before it.
Unless the court abides by the legislation, it will be
obvious when other cases come forward that it has
not done so. The court would be making its own
rules and those rules would not necessarily be
thought out for later cases. The later cases would
then run up against the bad law. A hard case is bad
law where the legislation is not properly drafted.

The courts must try to avoid that. In recent times
much has been said about courts going into the
legislative field. People have pointed the finger at
the High Court and said, 'You have now entered the
legislative field; it is a dangerous thing for the courts
to do'. If courts are to avoid that, we must make
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legislation clear and attempt not to put the courts in
a pOSition where they are in conflict with Parliament.
Recently Four Corners screened a program about an
American state legislature which has passed a law
that allows the listing and identification of convicted
paedophiles. Even though they may have served
their sentences and undergone rehabilitation, they
will be identified and listed so that the people living
in communities with them will know who they are.
That American law is a classic case of hard cases
making bad law. Although emotionally we would
like to see that happen everywhere with people who
are paedophiles, in America the principle of a fresh
start after serving a sentence no longer stands.
It is a difficult decision to make. We all feel for those
parents whose children have been interfered with,
and we all believe that paedophiles should be
tracked in the community. But when a legislature
makes such a law, there goes the principle of giving
a person a second chance after he has served his
sentence. That is why we must take a bill such as this
seriously, because it simplifies our understanding of
legislation by making it clear for all to see.

Another conundrum is that the more complicated
the rules, the more difficult it is for the community
to understand them. The important process of
putting statutes into plain English means members
of the community can easily read and understand
legislation and do not have to go to lawyers to find
out what it is about. On the other hand, for
hundreds of years rules and principles have been
created using words that have come to have
different meanings from their plain English
meanings. The problem with creating plain English
legislation that is easy to read is that sometimes the
courts do not properly interpret it because judges
have inherent ideas about what certain words mean.
On the one hand, plain English legislation is a good
thing; but on the other, if it results in the courts not
conveying the intent of bills, we will get bad law.
This is a complicated issue. Statutory interpretation
and putting the right words into legislation - that
is, the mechanisms for and the means of reducing
ideas to English - are important and difficult. That
is why parliamentary draftspeople are extremely
accomplished. To become a parliamentary
draftsperson, usually a person is required to do well
at university and to have a good understanding of
the law.
Mr Hulls - With some exceptions.
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Dr DEAN - It is strange that the honourable
member for Niddrie should say that. The
Attorney-General is in the category that I mentioned.
The job of parliamentary draftsperson is difficult
because it requires a high level of accomplishment
and understanding of the law. If they get it wrong,
the ramifications are huge.
I was disappointed that an opposition member did
not jump to his or her feet to speak first. By failing to
do so, members of the opposition showed a lack of
interest in what is the heart and soul of this
Parliament. Perhaps they have seen the error of their
ways, and when I sit down they will decide to say
something.
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I was very keen for the
honourable member for Berwick to speak for as long
as he liked, which is why I was more than happy for
him to speak first. I will not be speaking for as long
as he did, because this is a very sensible bill. As the
honourable member correctly said, it makes a
number of minor amendments to the important
Interpretation of Legislation Act of 1984. If we get
legislation wrong it can have adverse impacts on
people's rights. That is why we need consistency,
certainty and equality in the interpretation of
legislation.
The principal act enables those who are interpreting
legislation to look at things other than the mere
words. Section 35 of the act enables people to look at
the reports of proceedings of either house - in other
words, second-reading speeches and debates - to
find out how Parliament intended a piece of
legislation should work. In the main, that is a good
thing. However, I wonder whether someone who is
trying to interpret legislation would make any sense
of some of the debates that have taken place since I
have been a member of this house. Nevertheless, it is
sensible to ensure that persons or courts that are
trying to interpret legislation can look at the reasons
behind it.
That means they can examine not only the Hansard
reports but also any explanatory memoranda or
documents laid before or otherwise presented to
either house of Parliament. They are also able to
examine reports of royal commissions,
parliamentary committees, law reform
commissioners, commissions, boards of inquiry and
other similar bodies. That should be the case because
it helps to ensure that those who interpret legislation
get it right.
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The opposition welcomes the bill, which is small. It
provides that where an undivided section of the
original act is amended by the insertion of one or
more subsections the original section is taken to be
subsection (1). What could be simpler than that? The
amendment makes it unnecessary to amend the
original section to insert the figure (1). The bill also
contains similar provisions for the amendment of
both statutory regulations containing rules or
regulations and clauses of a schedule to an act or
statutory rule. The opposition does not oppose tT.e
bill because in a small way it simplifies the
Interpretation of Legislation Act.
As honourable members will be aware, before 1994
some literal interpretations of legislation led to
absurd and unjust results, which is why the bill was
introduced. The principal act enforces the princiFle
of the sovereignty of Parliament and the doctrine of
the separation of powers. Any changes to the
Interpretation of Legislation Act that improve its
operation are welcomed as an affirmation of the
sovereignty of Parliament and the power of
members of the community through their elected
representatives to make laws that affect their lives.
That is why it is important that the intention of
legislation is maintained. The important point is that
legislation be interpreted in the way the elected
representatives intended. That is why the opposition
welcomes the bill.
MI5 WADE (Attorney-General) - I thank the
honourable members for Berwick and Niddrie for
their contributions. The bill is interesting. As the
honourable member for Berwick said so well, it was
introduced as a privilege bill and demonstrates fre
freedom of debate and speech in this place. In
particular, the Crown cannot violate that freedorr.
It has always been a tradition in this Parliament a"ld
in the House of Commons that following the
Governor's speech - in the House of Commons i: is
Her Majesty the Queen's speech - opening a nev
Parliament a privilege bill is read a first time to
symbolise the Parliament's right to initiate
legislation. That bill also supports the importance of
the principle that legislation has superiority over
common law - a subject of hot discussion at
present. However, notwithstanding the importan~e
of such a bill, it has always been the tradition in tlis
place that a privilege bill be small and
non-controversial. Despite the qualities identified by
the honourable members for Berwick and Niddrit,
this bill obviously meets the criteria.
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The honourable member for Berwick explained the
provisions of the bill well; I will not elaborate
further. He also explained the importance of its
provisions. Like the honourable member for Berwick
I was amazed that the honourable member for
Niddrie was not in the house to respond to the
resumption of debate on the second reading of the
bill. That is unprecedented in my time in this house.
Perhaps the honourable member has interests
beyond his shadow portfolio responsibilities and
they overrode his responsibilities, at least this
afternoon.
I thank both honourable members, whose
enlightening contributions will provide anyone who
reads them or who heard them this afternoon with a
better understanding of the respective attitudes of
both honourable members to the role of this
Parliament and the importance to that role of bills
such as the one the house is now debating.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

CINEMEDIA CORPORATION BILL
Government amendment circulated by Mrs WADE
(Attorney-General) pursuant to sessional orders.

Second reading
Debate resumed from 14 November 1996; motion
of Mr STOCKDALE (Minister for Multimedia).
Mr CARLI (Coburg) - The opposition supports
this small bill. At first reading it may look
unimportant, but it is vital inasmuch as it is
probably the first bill to tackle the implications of the
digital revolution and multimedia. The bill is about
the amalgamation last year of Film Victoria and the
State Film Centre. It amalgamates the two
appropriate acts - the Film Victoria Act and the
State Film Centre of Victoria Act. More importantly,
it begins to recognise the role of multimedia and
defines multimedia content and applications. It
responds to the convergence of technology. Film,
video, animation and other forms of multimedia are
converging as a result of digital technology and the
role of Cinemedia will assist and promote
multimedia in Victoria.
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The bill is important. It is easy to understate the
importance of the digital revolution in multimedia
or to underestimate its impact in 5 or 10 years. The
infrastructure needs to be put in place to allow
Victoria to gain a vital place in the information
revolution as it sweeps across the world. In that
respect, the opposition supports the endeavours to
make Victoria part of the clever country and the
focus of multimedia activity and innovation.
The Cinemedia Cozporation will be an important
component in promoting multimedia, video and
film in Victoria. Apparently the government plans to
place Cinemedia in the proposed Federation Square.
I would like to hear the Treasurer explain the future
of that square and whether Cinemedia will play a
major role there. The support of the opposition is, in
part, dependent on making the square a major centre
of cultural life and innovation and a living centre of
the city. The new corporation has an opportunity to
be involved in that likely focus or centre of activity.
It will be a world-class institution that will make
Federation Square become a major landmark in
Melbourne.
Many lightweight suggestions and ideas have been
thrown around about what might happen with
Federation Square. Cinemedia is the key. The
corporation will play a vital and broad role. It will
be involved in training, industry support and
assistance, in having films made, in cataloguing
videos and in building the multimedia collection.
The idea of using Federation Square could be even
more exciting. Films, videos and multimedia projects
could be screened. It could be the place where
Melburnians and visitors are given the opportunity
of understanding the changes occurring in digital
and emerging technology. It is important that as we
make the transition to an information society we
bring people with us and encourage them to learn
about the technology and its techniques. As well as
grasping educational or entertainment aspects, they
must also be flexible in learning how to utilise
technologies and the on-line revolution.
We need to resolve the Federation Square issue and
this debate provides an opportunity to continue the
discussion and get a sense of the government's
vision for the square and the role that multimedia
will play in it. The square will be an ideal location
for the Cinemedia complex.
The Cinemedia Corporation will have an
extraordinarily broad role that will go beyond what
is currently done by the State Film Centre and Film

CINEMEDIA CORPORATION BILL

26

ASSEMBLY

Victoria. Film Victoria has been a major centre for
the encouragement of and training in the film
industry and has provided film funding. The State
Film Centre has been the educational, screening and
entertainment arm of Victoria's vibrant film and
video industry.
Cinemedia's role will not only be about providing
increased funding for film and collecting and
making available film and video material. It will also
participate in financing arrangements for
multimedia, and part of the vision for the Cinemedia
complex involves a theme park encompassing
virtual reality, film, video and new media. It is an
exciting innovation, and is one instance of the
opposition and the government sharing the same
vision.
However, there is a need to ensure sufficient
funding is available to make the vision possible.
Rather than just rhetoric we need a commitment so
that the idea of Victoria being at the forefront of the
information revolution, which is seen as a clear role
of government, becomes a reality. The opposition
supports the bill in so far as the government's
commitment is genuine. The success of the project
will depend largely on the government's
commitment to long-term funding to provide the
resources and capital needed to put in place a
complex of the kind proposed.
Film Victoria has had a significant long-term role in
the important film and television industry. The
Melbourne-based part of the industry is recognised
as having considerable strengths. Television dramas
have had considerable commercial success overseas.
Neighbours is watched in many countries and is only
one of such programs produced in Melbourne.
Although it is not necessarily my favourite program
it has had international success. Melbourne excels in
television comedies, is strong in film production and
has become a major centre for post-production. The
local industry is able to produce products that are
internationally competitive, and Steven Spielberg
has done post-production work here.
Multimedia is a natural adjunct to and has emerged
out of the film and television industry, and
importantly this measure recognises and adds to our
strength in that area. Melbourne has strong artistic,
publishing and creative-writing communities, and
many good Melbourne script writers are producing
high-quality and commercially successful material.
Mr Hamilton - Is there necessarily a relationship
between those two criteria?
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Mr CARLI - There is not necessarily a
relationship between what is commercially
successful and what is a quality product. Melbourne
has demonstrated an ability to be commercially
successful in the children's television area, and
importantly to produce high quality programs. An
example is the work done by the Australian
Children's Television Foundation, a unique
organisation which has brought together public and
private entities and which has received bipartisan
support since its inception under the Fraser federal
government. To its credit, the foundation has been
acknowledged around the world. It has won more
than 50 Australian and international prizes for
cultural merit, and its programs are screened in
more than 90 countries. Through its work children's
television in Australia is in a unique position.

The government's role is not to dominate or to tell
the industry what to do, but to cooperate and create
an environment in which skill levels can be raised to
assist the industry and develop Melbourne's
creativity even further. The legislation is particularly
important because it recognises multimedia and tries
to define it in terms of digital technology. It is
important to reflect on the profound social,
economic and cultural change which is occurring
around the world and which will create increased
wealth for some and losses for others. There will be
winners and losers. The government has a
significant role in ensuring that the wealth generated
by the success of the new technology of the
information revolution is redistributed to create a
fertile environment for the development of the
industry and that a heavy emphasis is placed on
education and the attainment of skills.
We are entering the information age. The
information revolution will be as far reaching as the
industrial revolution and the introduction of the
steam engine, electricity and the internal combustion
engine. Those innovations had a profound effect not
only on people's lives but also on economies,
cultures and urban structures. We are again facing
events that will reshape our lives and it is critical
that we have some level of control so that benefits
accrue to society and we do not end up with winners
and losers. That is the profound issue we face.
The changes in business, education and leisure will
result in losers and it is important that they be
acknowledged. Weavers were losers in the industrial
revolution and their losses led to the formation of
the Luddite movement to defend the interest of
workers. We do not want a Luddite response and
must face the issues that the neo-Luddites of the
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information age have placed on the agenda - that
is, the impact of these technologies not only on jobs
but also on our daily lives.
We are confronting profound and important issues.
However, it is clear that today information, like
capital, land and labour, is one of the traditional
elements of wealth production. In the past
parliamentarians, particularly Labor
parliamentarians, have often argued about the
relationship between capital and labour or the
relationship between land and capital. However,
increasingly it appears that we cannot talk about the
creation of wealth without talking about the
importance of information. In the future information
will be of as much benefit to a society or an
individual as capital, land and labour has been in the
past. Lack of information in the future will be the
same as lack of labour, capital or land was in the
past. Lack of information will profoundly weaken
society and its economy. It is therefore important to
consider information in terms of the changes that are
occurring.
The driving force behind changes in the information
revolution, as is acknowledged in this piece of
legislation, is the digital revolution - that is, digital
technology. What is digital technology? It is the
ability to turn information into a series of binary
codes or numbers which can be stored and
transmitted. It is fairly simple. Digital technology is
applied in our daily lives through computers, fibre
optics, satellites and other innovations. It means that
information can be transmitted, stored and
exchanged much more rapidly than ever before in
the history of humankind.
The digital revolution is also increasing the pace of
globalisation. Just as innovation and transport drove
globalisation earlier in this century, today it is driven
by communications technology. Communications
technology allows the world to become smaller for
us so that we can communicate more efficiently. For
example, those who use e-mail will know how
quickly one can communicate with friends,
collaborators and partners overseas or interstate. It is
extraordinary how quickly and how cheaply
information can be transmitted.
The information revolution is a recent innovation; it
could probably be dated to the introduction of the
personal computer. There could be some argument
about how to date the rise of the latest exponential
growth in the information revolution, but certainly
the net result of the introduction of computers was
new products, and what drove the establishment of
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new products was capitalism and the desire to make
money. However, the new products have
profoundly changed people's lives, the way they
work and how they enjoy themselves. They have
had some very important outcomes.
While these changes may seem to have been
profound, in 1997 we are still in the early phases of
the digital revolution. What has occurred in the last
20 years will in the future probably seem to us to
have been a fairly slow transition compared with
what is likely to happen in the next few years. That
is when the impact on our daily lives will be
enormous. As with the industrial revolution, the
changes unleashed by the information revolution
will change societies.
The societies most able to foster significant economic
growth and wealth generation will be those that
accept information technologies and adapt to those
changes. In that sense legislation such as this bill is
important. If we as a society intend to adapt, we
need to create the institutions that assist both private
and public sectors to adapt, institutions that
encourage and drive innovation. As we move
towards these profound changes we need
organisations and structures such as Cinemedia to
assist in the transition.
In itself Cinemedia is only one element. We must
recognise that profound changes must be made to
existing institutions. Only now is Parliament faced
with a piece of legislation which recognises the
multimedia challenge. The bill tackles the issue and
creates the institution to focus on multimedia and
the need to accept the convergence of film, television
and all elements of media.
Although the term 'multimedia' is defined in the
legislation I do not believe it is a clear definition. In
many ways multimedia has come to mean two
things: it is about products and applications and it is
also used to define the issue of convergence - that
is, how communication technology and information
technology are converging into new products such
as the Internet, optic fibres, networking devices,
digital television, interactive television, robotics,
on-line service provision, smart cards, information
kiosks and a whole lot of new products.
Existing products such as television and computers
will probably not be with us in their current forms in
the next few years. As they disappear new products
will emerge. It has been said that 70 per cent of the
products sold in the computer industry today did
not exist two years ago. New products are emerging
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all the time. Products we now consider as fairly
distinct, such as computers, telephones, televisions,
radio, films, videos and the printed media will all
diverge and become new products. It seems to me
that we are talking not only about profound changes
in technology but in the way we work, act and
interact.
It is hard to get a grasp of what new technology is
and what multimedia means. We know it is about
media production - that is, film, television,
telecommunications, computers, software, audio
production, film production, mobile phones and the
list goes on and on. It is hard to define and is even
harder to measure. It is important that we seek to
encourage the industry even though we do not
know how big it is or where it is. To some extent we
will never know that because it is an enabling
industry. It is like electricity in as much as it will
begin to permeate most things we do. In that sense it
becomes very difficult to define.
Certainly at the moment it is very hard to get a sense
of what our multimedia production is. We have
some good players in Australia and we know they
do some very interesting things. We do not know
how big the multimedia industry is and it is difficult
to judge. We do know a lot about information
technology and telecommunications because that is
one area where we have good industry data. The rise
of its role in the last few years gives some indication
of the impact of information technology upon our
economy. Above all, multimedia is enabling
technology. It will permeate existing primary and
secondary service industries. It will become as
ubiquitous as electricity, and it will bring the same
growth and changes that electricity brought with it.
In recognising the importance of multimedia and the
importance of trying to encourage and assist our
multimedia industry, as this bill does, it is worth
considering the information technology industry. It
has had an extraordinary growth rate in Australia
and Victoria. When we talk about information
technology and telecommunications we increasingly
talk about them as one industry because it is
increasingly difficult to define what is a computer
and what is a communication device. The
convergence has occurred and will continue.
Export figures highlight the fact that it has gone
from an industry generating $100 million in exports
in the mid-1980s to one generating $3 billion today,
and the Victorian component of that is $2 billion. We
are therefore talking about an extraordinarily large
industry. By 2000 the information technology and
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telecommunications industry could be generating as
much as $10 billion in exports, which would make it
the third-largest export industry in the country. It is
very important to future wealth generation and job
creation in Victoria.
At the same time the introduction of these
technologies will result in routine jobs disappearing.
Increasingly, we will need to look at redistributing
the wealth this technology generates to ensure that
people can attain skills and so change jobs over time.
The export figures underestimate the extent of the
information technology industry. For example, 10 to
15 per cent of the value of each car now lies in its
electronics and its computer chips. Those facts never
turn up in the export figures but they have
important consequences for the future wealth and
success of the state.
First and foremost, Melbourne has a strong
information technology and multimedia base
because of Telecom's existence in Victoria, in
particular its policy over time of purchasing local
equipment and services. Industries have developed
around the major telecommunications companies in
particular - the multinationals - and over time
they have set up research and development facilities
in Melbourne. For example, the work done by
Ericssons in information technology is extremely
important. In addition, the IBM plant at Wangaratta
grew out of a typewriter factory. IBM has remained
in the area and used that as a base to move towards
computer technology.
Victoria has 50 per cent of Australia's information
technology and telecommunications industry. It is
obviously dominated by large companies such as
Fujitsu, Siemens, IBM, Ericsson and
Hewlett-Packard. Although Cinemedia has an
important contribution to make, it is only one of
many agencies in Victoria, both private and public,
that are contributing to our ability to become a
top-rate player in multimedia.
Important research and development work is being
done in Melbourne by Siemens, Ericssons, Fujitsu
and the CSIRO, which has a great deal of expertise
in digital technology; so we have a strong base in
that area, as well as in film and video. We also have
strengths in post-production. Although our
multimedia policy may be criticised because it is
based on picking winners, all the indications are that
these sectors are major winners.
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We need to support the multimedia products of
digital technology, particularly on the more artistic
and cultural sides. Many of those products, such as
compact discs and games, are global from the start.
The Melbourne company Beam Software is a major
producer of games for companies such as Nintendo,
Sony and Sega. We therefore have the expertise to
produce animation and arcade games.
We are already producing global products, we have
expertise in other areas of the technology and, most
importantly, we have a strong education
infrastructure. The key to making the most of new
technology is having the knowledge, the ability and
the skills that are needed. Fostering collaboration is
critical- and Cinemedia is an example of that. We
are seeking collaboration with different entities,
which is where our international competitiveness
comes from. Numerous centres apart from
Cinemedia are involved. It is important that
governments - indeed, members of all political
parties - recognise the importance of these
industries and foster their development. Individual
Australians need to foster them. That has been a
constant theme in the debates I have had with the
member for Doncaster. He has emphasised the
importance of individuals taking the responsibility
for their learning, and he is right in that regard.
Australians are strong adopters of new technology;
it is one of our strengths. We are the second highest
per capita users of computers in the world. I read in
the newspaper today that we are the fifth-highest
users of the Internet.
Mr Perton -
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One of the major decisions that affected the policy of
innovation and increasing research and
development was taken at the federal level. The
Hawke government introduced a 150 per cent tax
deduction on any money spent on research and
development. Federal Labor also initiated the
cooperative research centres. They were designed to
increase cooperation by bringing the private and
public sectors together, to develop new products
and get them on the market, and to stop our
technology and expertise being lost overseas, which
was a hallmark of the 19605 and 1970s.
The Labor government also introduced the
partnership for development program, in effect
saying to the multinationals, 'Vou have the ability to
sell your products to government and to increase
your participation in the Australian market, but we
want you to expand your role in Australia by
increasing your research and development and your
product development'. That was another important
strategy.
The computer bounty assisted the computer
manufacturing industry. Numerous other strategies
were contained in the 1994 Creative Nation
statement, which defined a role for multimedia. Its
emphasis was certainly on the cultural side, on
multimedia being used to define, represent and
maintain Australian culture. Creative Nation was a
big impetus for the multimedia industry. Over four
years $84 million was put into the development of
multimedia at a time when people really did not
know what it was. The idea of multimedia was
much vaguer then than it is today.

But the second cheapest!

Mr CARLI - Ves. We are actually important

users of new technology. We are strong users of
modems, CD-ROMs, mobile phones and video
recorders. If all this works, we can make the
transition and bring society with us towards the
information age. However, people have to take
responsibility. We have to create the climate and the
infrastructure for it, and people have to be part of it.

In the 1980s ALP governments, both federal and
state, had a strong commitment to the notion of the
clever country. That was a major part of the federal
ALP government's reforms in industry and tariff
policy. They were aimed at ensuring we became less
dependent on our exports of primary products and
instead entered the field of exporting elaborately
transformed manufactures and services, becoming
more globally competitive in the process.

The government will probably agree that the federal
coalition has been extraordinarily aggressive in
cutting back on industry assistance, which has badly
affected the information technology and multimedia
sectors. For example, a former taxation concession of
a 150 per cent depreciation allowance has been
reduced to 120 per cent; research and development
syndication arrangements that allowed big firms to
invest in the research and development of smaller
firms to increase the venture capital of those firms
have been abolished; and there have been numerous
cutbacks in export incentives.
The federal government seems to have abandoned
industry policy in general and the information
technology multimedia sector in particular. To its
credit, the state government has highlighted the
importance of multimedia by seeking to build
infrastructure for its support, recruiting investment
in it and building cooperative relationships. In many

CINEMEDIA CORPORATION BILL

30

ASSEMBLY

ways it has copied the initiatives of federal Labor.
Coalition governments at the state and federal levels
have contrasting policies and positions on the future
of these industries. The Labor Party has a proud
history of supporting the clever country. Generally
Labor governments have probably achieved more
than others in bringing about the move towards the
greater use of information technology.
It is essential that we embrace new technology if we
want a rich society. Last week I criticised the
honourable member for Doncaster for being a
techno-utopian. He seems to believe that the
solution to all of society's ills lies with new
technology. I was critical of him because of the
enormous utopian underpinning of his debate that is, that technology will solve all our problems.
However, the development of a strong multimedia
and information technology industry, together with
the creation of new products and services, will
increase our competitiveness and wealth. It will also
mean the loss of jobs and affect the way we work. It
will take away routine jobs, particularly in the
service sector - the very jobs that were evidence of
enormous growth throughout the 198Os.
Although we must inevitably embrace the new
technology and change and reject any neo-Luddite
position, we should equally reject any
techno-utopian position that refuses to acknowledge
just how much government will have to intervene to
ensure that we do not end up with a society of
winners and losers. It is critical that we embrace new
technology if we want to maintain our living
standards.
Labor has a recent history of embracing new
technology and of developing skills and an
adaptable work force. Its industry policy diversified
Australia's export base, took the trade emphasis
away from primary goods exports and increased the
emphasis on manufacturing and service sector
exports. We must look at the successes as well as the
failures. The government must commit itself to a
transition to the information age, a transition that
will emphasise the divide between the coalition and
Labor.
The rapid economic change we are now
experiencing will generate new wealth, but if we
approach it only in terms of the Liberal Party's
reliance on notions of individualism and the market
it will fail to tackle the issue of winners and losers. It
will increase the divide between rich and poor as
well as between the information rich and the
information poor. This issue is not just about wealth;
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it is about who has access to information and who
does not.
The ALP is fortunate to have egalitarian traditions. It
is in a much stronger position than the coalition to
reduce the gap between the information rich and the
information poor, the winners and the losers. Labor
will need to insist that some of the wealth generated
by the new industries and industrial restructuring is
invested in people, education and training, and
social and physical infrastructure. Governments will
have to provide a safety net for people who fall as a
result of rapid changes.The political divide will
become greater during this period, particularly as a
result of the coalition government's strong reliance
on individualism and market forces.
It is critical that we debate these issues and recognise
the ideological divide. Agreement on the
fundamental issue of bringing about change and
embracing new information technology will result in
a much stronger emphasis on egalitarianism and
ensuring broad access for these technologies.
The parallel to this issue is literacy. In
the 19th century a major debate took place in this
Parliament about whether literacy should remain the
province of specialists or be available to everyone.
At that time it was recognised that all in society
would benefit if everyone was literate, not just the
specialists and the elite.

Mr Perton - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, I always find the speeches of the
honourable member for Coburg fascinating and his
insights into new technology show a wisdom far
beyond those of his colleagues, but he has drifted
well beyond the terms of the bill. While the first
speaker for the opposition always has a wide
canvass, the honourable member for Coburg has just
stretched beyond the limits. I ask you to call him
back to order.
Mr Hamilton - On the same point of order,
Mr Acting Speaker, I have been listening closely to
the honourable member for Coburg and until now
anyone would have been forgiven for thinking he
could have been speaking from either side of the
house. He is now getting to the crux of the debate
and it is disappointing that the honourable member
for Doncaster should try to dehumanise something
that is so important. A lead speaker in any debate
should be able to speak on the human aspects of the
legislation in question. Unfortunately, the
honourable member for Doncaster lives in a
technocratic utopia.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Cunningham) Order! I do not uphold the point of order. However,
I ask the member to come back to the bill.
Mr CARLI - I draw the parallel between the
issues of literacy and information technology and
access to them because of its relevance to the
Cinemedia Cozporation Bill. The bill defines
multimedia. It says that the public entity that the
cozporation will be should be encouraging it. The
issue of encouraging access to multimedia is part of
what the bill is about. The legislation should go
beyond that and confront the issue to ensure that
people have access to multimedia. In the
19th century the government made an enormous
commitment to literacy by introducing free secular
compulsory education for all and it had to provide
schools for everyone.
We are in a very similar situation today with
multimedia. We are talking about government
involvement, access, universality, how multimedia
manifests itself and how people access it, so we are
not simply responding to it. The proposal in the
literature is attractive because of the sense of
interactive technology inherent in a virtual reality
theme park where people get hands-on experience.
We want to encourage people to feel they are part of
it and not excluded from it.
The critical point is that at the end of the day the
information poor will be those who do not have
access to the information superhighway. People who
lack the access, contact, training and information to
get on line will be cut out because more and more of
our society will depend on knowledge and access to
information for its interaction, leisure and work an important and profound issue that is only
touched on in this bill. Nevertheless, the bill seeks to
increase the government's role in multimedia, as
well as influence how society adapts to it and how
the industry develops in this state.
The bill, which contains only 26 pages, is ultimately
about the establishment of a corporation - a
board - that will carry out numerous functions. It is
probably the first bill to define multimedia and
acknowledge its importance. It confirms the need for
a government agency to be involved in and foster
the industry.
We need to talk about the profound issues, about
how our philosophical beliefs will underpin how we
adapt to this new technology that Parliament agrees
we have to embrace. Although everyone also
agrees - not necessarily in this house - that the
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federal coalition has mucked up things by not
fostering this or any industry, the divide continues.
The differences might seem to be differences of
emphasis, but they are really about Labor's sense of
egalitarianism, and its belief that access is essential
and that we should not have a divide in society.
Clearly there will be enormous implications for
Victoria in multimedia and advances in information
technology. An enormous number of jobs will be lost
and the way we work will change. Cinemedia is just
one element in the changes taking place. In one
sense it is the least threatening element because it
deals with the creative content of applications, film
and video. What seem to be fairly small changes
now will in the future probably become profound
innovations that foster and drive further changes.
The opposition supports this important bill. In the
next few years we will have to make the transition I
spoke of, look at the government's role in that
transition and recognise the issues that divide the
parties. The changes are not simply about the new
technological Utopia for which the honourable
member for Doncaster has argued, and the bill is a
much more realistic response to those changes. It is
about taking what is good and utilising
government's role to foster the industry and pick up
the pieces where there has been human damage.
Damage will occur from the profound
socioeconomic changes inherent in the information
revolution. We have to act to counter that.
The opposition supports the bill and the
government's taking a role not just in multimedia
but in other areas as well.
Mr PERT ON (Doncaster) - The Cinemedia
Corporation Bill is a good-news bill. The first piece
of good news is that the opposition supports it
wholeheartedly. The bill, which is all about
Australian culture and success, talks about transition
and success after transition.
Australian film directors, musicians, costumiers and
cinematographers have received critical acclaim
around the world, not just in the past few years but
since the very beginning of the film industry. The
very high levels of professionalism, honesty and
performance have been appreciated and applauded,
so much so that it is expected that Australians will
receive awards at all international competitions,
whether they are held in Cannes, New York or Los
Angeles.
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Let's look at the people working in the field and the
Australian films that have had success. Shine has
received critical acclaim in newspaper headlines
around the world. In the 1995-96 annual report of
Film Victoria, which was produced before the world
picked up Shine, the now chairman of Cinemedia,
Peter Griffin, states:
The film of the year was Shine, which went into profit
36 hours after its screening at the Sundance Film
Festival. Film Victoria has an investment in Shine and
returns should flow in the next financial year.

It is a real case of Victorians being successful and
receiving international acclaim.
There are many good Australian films we can talk
about with pride, including Babe, Strictly Ballroom,
The Adventures of Priscilla, Queen of the Desert,
Muriel's Wedding, My Brilliant Career, Philr Lap, Cosi,
Hotel Sorrento and Breaker Morant. My friend the
honourable member for Knox actually remembers
the original Ned Kelly. Australian actors of note
include John Blake, Geoffrey Rush, Miranda Otto,
international stars Nicole Kidman, Mel Gibson and
Judy Davis, and Nadia Tass and Guy Pearce. The
benefit of sitting in the Victorian Parliament is that
not all members are young. There are even people
here who remember the early successes of Errol
Flynn.
The Victorian films Picnic at Hanging Rock, Death in
Brunswick, Spotswood and Love and Other Catastrophes
are of international status. Victorian actors Paul
Mercurio, Noah Taylor and Ben Mendleson come to
mind. This Parliament has been graced with people
who have performed. During my first four years in
Parliament Terry Norris not only gave me great
guidance on the industries we are talking about
today but also on life and how to perform as a
member of Parliament. Successful Australian
directors include Fred Schepisi, Peter Weir, Simon
Wincer, George Miller, Gillian Armstrong and
Emma-Kate Groghan.1t is all good news!
The function of the new corporation is to promote
the development of the film and multimedia
industries in Victoria. As the honourable member for
Coburg said, the bill is one of the first pieces of
legislation to be introduced anywhere in the world
that actually defines multimedia. It defines
multimedia content as:
... any sound, image or text that may be accessed (and
whether or not also manipulated) through digital
technology and includes multimedia applications.
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We are talking about a corporation that is building
on more than a century of success, and particularly
the past 20 years. The last annual report of Film
Victoria speaks of the highs and lows of its two
decades of existence. Dealing with international
films and success, the report states:
Film Victoria's feature portfolio remains a matter of
pride. From The Devil's Playground, the corporation's
first feature, to Shine, one of the most recent, the feature
film is the highest risk but most culturally significant
endeavour. Love Serenade won the Camera d'Or at the
Cannes Film Festival this year - the highest accolade
achieved by a film in which the corporation invested,
but Muriel's Wedding won many awards as well as the
hearts and minds of Australian and overseas
movie-goers. The Man From Snowy River, Mad Max,
Malcolm, Proof and Death in Brunswick remain
landmarks of Australian cultural achievement in film.

The honourable member for Tullamarine raised a
relevant point - that is, that Film Victoria was
developed from a fine Liberal government. It was
under the Hamer government that the arts flowered
in Victoria.
Mr Haermeyer interjected.
Mr PERTON - We now have a government that
is committed to culture, the arts and the
development of opportunities for young and old
Victorians in the arts.

The Cinemedia Corporation legislation will promote
the development of the film and multimedia
industries of Victoria, provide financial and other
assistance to the film and multimedia industries of
Victoria, assist the development and commercial
exploitation of programs and services for the film
and multimedia industries as well as the
development of productions and programs in
respect of government departments and public
statutory authorities and promote and participate in
arrangements and agreements for financing film all.d
multimedia content production.
When we talk about the corporation we are not
talking just about edifices and buildings. The
honourable member for Coburg is keen that we
build edifices for these sorts of institutions. I
certainly share his desire that Cinemedia and its
successors be very much a part of the centre of this
city and its cultural life. Through the establishment
of Federation Square, Cinemedia and multimedia
enterprises will be right at the centre of our city's life.
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Cinemedia is more than just a statutory corporation;
it is about interesting and creative people. Peter
Griffin, the chairman of Cinemedia, is proud of the
achievements of Victorian cinema and the
achievements of the organisation he heads.
Mr Griffin is reported in the Age of 5 July 1996 as
saying that he had:
... a general interest both in perfonning arts and the
intellectual components of film and multimedia.

He made clear it was:
... not generally realised they have very strong
economic spin-offs in the community across the arts ...
As a non-executive chair, Mr Griffin said he hoped
Cinemedia would develop economic activity in film
and multimedia areas.

I again refer to his report in the 1995-96 annual
report. I have quoted his statement about the film
Shine, and he also says:
Other highlights from the portfolio were Love Serenade,
a feature shot in Robinvale, Victoria, which won the
Camera d'Or (for first-time director - Shirley Barrett)
at the Cannes Film Festival; and Ocean Girl 3, a
children's television series which has proved very
successful in international distribution.

Mr Griffin is also forward looking. He states further
in the report:
The Multimedia 21 fund was established under the
management of Film Victoria, providing $13 million
over three years for multimedia development in
Victoria. A substantial part of those funds will be
expended in a relationship with the Australian
Multimedia Enterprise which will deliver
dollar-for-dollar federal investment into the Victorian
industry.

What is really exciting for the people involved in the
process is that a peer evaluation panel for the
Multimedia 21 fund has been established under the
chairmanship of Dr Terry Cutler, a leader in
multimedia industries and someone who is keen to
work in this area.

Industry Research and Development Board and
co-author of various reports. He is someone
members of Parliament should get to know.
Last week I had the opportunity to again visit
Acumen Multimedia Pty Ltd and meet Russell
Yardley, the managing director. He is another
member of the board of Cinemedia. The work
Russell and Acumen are doing is world class; they
are world leaders. During the week Russell took
delight in displaying the projects he is doing for
United States corporations - Acumen is winning in
international competition .

Mr Yardley indicated that success for his company is
not just wiruting one contract in international
competition; success is measured when his
customers come back two and three times, and that
is what is happening. Americans are looking at the
Australian industry and saying that not only is it
world class but in many cases it is a world beater.
The honourable member for Coburg was right when
he spoke about post-production work being done
here. It is really very exciting. In South Melbourne
and Richmond enterprises are quietly going about
the business of editing and finishing Hollywood
productions which generate billions of dollars in
revenue. Interestingly enough, however, whether it
is Stephen Spielberg or Australian directors working
in the United States or elsewhere, it is faith and
confidence in the Australian industry that is
important.
The honourable member for Coburg talked broadly
about multimedia enterprises - I will return to that
later - and I will talk a little about what Cinemedia
is doing. Cinemedia has produced some excellent
summaries of its work. I do not intend to read them
in full, but I will refer to its mission - that is, to
encourage, promote and assist the production,
distribution and exhibition of screen content and
culture for entertainment, education and
information. It builds on the 50-year history of the
State Film Centre serving the public through access
to the moving image via the cinema and the video
screen. For 20 years Film Victoria has provided
access to financial support for filmmakers and
organisations dedicated to screen culture.

An honourable member interjected.

Mr PERTON - He is a principal of Cutler and
Company, a consulting practice in
telecommunications and new media. He was
formerly the executive director of corporate strategy
with Telecom Australia, and is a member of the
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It was only yesterday that the Minister for
Multimedia launched a number of new programs
under the Multimedia 21 fund. It was fascinating
that the launch was attended by people of all
philosophical persuasions. I know the honourable
member for Coburg likes to throw philosophical
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debate into the subject of multimedia, but, when it
gets down to doing the work, philosophies and
ideologies have nothing to do with the creative
desires of Australians and Victorians who are
working in the field. The speech made yesterday by
the minister was applauded by everyone across the
industry.

of Parliament we would probably find that very few
are well equipped to talk about the process of the
constitutional convention prior to Federation. Philip
Chubb and his team are producing terrific
CD-ROMs and on-line material to educate the
community about the years leading up to the
centenary of Federation.

I will give honourable members an idea of the new
development programs. Yesterday the Generated
Applications Program (GAP) was launched, which
was designed to facilitate multimedia developers to
create on-line content. The honourable member for
Coburg spoke about the government being
committed only to a capitalist vision of this area.
Capitalism is a very strong component in this
industry, as he acknowledged. People want to be the
best and they are prepared to compete. When you
are the best and you are competing in this field,
there are fortunes to be made and international fame
to be achieved. However, there is a strong role for
government, as there has been for hundreds of
years, in the educational and start-up process.

People like Philip Chubb and Russell Yardley
recognise that the material produced must be
produced for a world market. We must look
outward and, to explain, I shall pick up on some of
the arguments of the honourable member for
Coburg. Although we are doing fantastic things in
Victoria we have very strong competitors. After
giving a speech some four weeks ago in Wellington,
New Zealand, I was chuffed to have a meeting with
the New Zealand Minister for Communications. He
said, 'What are you doing in Victoria? Everyone is
telling me that the place to do multimedia business
in the Asia-Pacific is Melbourne'. That shows a
recognition by our competitors, whether in
Wellington, Sydney, Adelaide or Perth, that
Melbourne has seized the initiative. Victoria is now
the leader in the Asia-Pacific region. However, we
should not forget that Malaysia is spending billions
of dollars in an attempt to establish a multimedia
corridor. Mr Deputy Speaker, a few weeks ago you
attended a presentation that examined the challenge
Malaysia is delivering to us.

GAP investment will finance the demonstration of
projects necessary to bring customers and potential
financiers to the point of committing contractually to
the full implementation of projects - the language
on the information sheet is perhaps a bit heavy - to
achieve strategic and competitive advantage for
commerce and industry. There is also a GAP
seminar program, which is directed towards
management consultants, strategy consultants,
business managers, industry associations and
multimedia producers. The most exciting feature is
that it offers opportunities for information transfer
between the Victorian multimedia industry and
potential clients, customers or consortia partners in
the business sector.
The honourable member for Coburg talked about
the need to educate people in this field. The learning
and education applications program launched
yesterday week was established to encourage the
multimedia industry to develop multimedia
solutions that specifically address the needs of the
education sector and stimulate it to work in concert
with the multimedia industry to produce
educational multimedia products for local, national,
multinational and international markets.
People are doing fantastic things. Last week I visited
Philip Chubb, who is working in Swan Street,
Richmond, on the Federation program. That time in
history has been neglected in the Australian
education system. If we did a test among members

Those who were up early on Sunday morning may
have heard a radio program about Singapore's
appointing information ambassadors - not to trayel
the world, but to knock on the doors of
Singaporeans to acquaint them with the
opportunities in the information superhighway.
The honourable member for Coburg waxed long
about the problems of nee-Luddites and
techne-utopians but the fact is that Singaporeans say
it does not matter whether you are 15 or 85 years of
age, the changes to society offer enormous
opportunities for people regardless of their age or
experience.
Almost all change involves wirmers and losers. As
Victorians, the challenge to government and Labor
members of Parliament is to bring the community
with them. In association with what he calls the
Peoples Republic of Moreland, the honourable
member for Coburg is establishing a model of
modem media based on left ideologies. On the other
hand, the City of Manningham is taking up the
technology and allowing citizens to interact with
their own local government. Under the
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Manningham proposal, which is partially
implemented, citizens and ratepayers can conduct
on-line transactions with local government. They can
raise problems and have their thoughts, activities
and desires integrated into local government
activities.
In the time remaining I shall touch upon the matters
that formed the bulk of the address of the
honourable member for Coburg. He is right; we live
in a world where the advantages and pitfalls of the
information age are constantly debated and assessed
in the lounge rooms and boardrooms of Australia.
Why is that? The United States government's latest
draft of the framework for global electronic
commerce rightly states that the global information
infrastructure now less than a decade old is already
transforming our world. Over the next decade whole
populations that were once separated by distance
and time will find almost every aspect of their daily
lives - their education, health care and work
activities - affected by advances in the global
information infrastructure.

That convergence of telecommunication information
and mass media is transforming the Victorian
economy. The speed of change is even more
amazing when you consider that just a decade ago if
you had a fax number on your letterhead people
thought you were a technical whiz. The honourable
member for Tullamarine knows that if you do not
include a web page on pamphlets you send out
people think you are some sort of Luddite.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr PERTON - The honourable member for
Tullamarine makes the valid point that in places like
Sunbury people now have the freedom to set up
their own enterprises in their homes or localised
offices to participate in this global age. We now find
that fitters and turners are required to have
qualifications in computer science. Last year I visited
a factory on the edge of my constituency where
fitters and turners are earning $70 000 a year, but
their employer requires them to build up their
engineering qualifications. The important challenge
for us in government and in opposition is to
encourage people to take up training opportunities
and not to allow them to become disheartened.
The honourable member for Coburg shared with me
a forum on community networking where people
said you no longer knock on the doors of your
next-door neighbours to ask for cups of sugar. The
reality is that rather than knocking on the doors of
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your neighbours you go to all-night supermarkets,
7-Eleven stores or food stores attached to
supermarkets. The honourable member for
Tullamarine had not been born in 1956 when
television was first introduced to Victoria, but the
honourable member for Dromana had. Back then we
became acquainted with those new technologies
through our next-door neighbours and
neighbourhood networks. One of the important
challenges facing members of the Liberal and Labor
parties is to encourage local communities to
participate in these new technologies.
Mr Cameron interjected.
Mr PERTON - The honourable member for
Bendigo West says I have not mentioned the
National Party. Country people are using the
Internet in great numbers. In fact, they are among
the fastest in taking up new technologies nationally
and internationally. I suppose the honourable
member for Coburg and I would like to have the
federal government act even faster with
telecommunication reform to drive down the cost of
communication. Today's Australian Financial Review
makes it clear that Australia has the second cheapest
access to the Internet of all Organisation for
Economic Cooperation and Development countries.
That is significant, and it is something we should
demonstrate to our own population. We have been
irritated by the appearance of cables attached to
electric light poles, but the double cable rollout by
Telstra and Optus represents a new technical
opportunity because it offers Australians the
capacity to take up digital technology unmatched
anywhere else in the world. While people may
complain about the aesthetics, international
corporations recognise the impact of these new
technologies. You see it in Ballarat where a
Canadian multinational has established networks
and with the expanding facilities of companies such
as Olivetti Australia and software companies such as
Oracle Systems opening up new networks. I notice
that those companies are working with the
honourable member for Coburg on his virtual
Moreland project.
It is important that as members of Parliament we

contemplate changes in our working styles. Some
22 or 23 members of this state Parliament now have
home pages with attached material. That has been
the fastest take-up of any Parliament in the country.
When we compare that with some of our American
colleagues in their federal Senate and House of
Representatives, we may be a little daunted by their
sophistication and the sites they have established
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but we can hold our heads high in Australia and
among state colleagues in the United States.
It is important that as members of Parliament we
lead the way. When I go to a Rotary club, a Probus
club or a primary schoot I encourage people who
are on the Internet to communicate and interact with
me via the new technolOgies. Just as importantly, I
am always happy to invite someone to come to my
office and see the technology at work. That is a
responsibility we all have. I am looking forward to
the time, hopefully later this year, when all members
are networked and able to interact more closely
through the electronic technologies.

Mr Baker interjected.
Mr PERTON - The honourable member for
Sunshine will probably recognise more than anyone
else that the new technologies offer the opportunity
for interaction internationally. On many of the issues
we are dealing with now, whether they are
regulatory reform, health care or environment issues
- such as the project the honourable member for
Bundoora is involved in - many of the experts to
whom we need to gain access are in overseas
parliaments, universities and corporations. The use
of the Internet has improved the performance of a
number of members of this Parliament and has
already started to improve the quality of the reports
produced by the all-party committees. As a group of
individuals we must take the lead in visiting our
schools and encouraging them to take up the
technologies. It is something for which we all bear
personal responsibility.
Last week I opened with some pride a new
computing centre at one of the primary schools in
my electorate. It is a facility that is every bit as good
as any I have seen in corporate Australia or in any
university. Each of the schools in my area, as they
open their new computing centres, seem to
endeavour to improve on the facilities situated in the
neighbouring schools.
The honourable member for Coburg said that some
of us are techno-utopian. The Victorian government
clearly recognises that there are downsides to the
new technologies. The Minister for Multimedia and
the Victorian government established the Data
Protection Advisory Council to look at the threats
posed by the new technologies to our privacy and
humanity. Privacy laws are now appearing in
Australia at a state levee recognising that the new
technologies offer opportunities to those who want
to misuse them to interact with us and our lives in
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ways that are deleterious rather than productive.
The Victorian government and the coalition have a
positive understanding of the information age and
its legal burdens.
I conclude with a reference to the Canadian Privacy
Commissioner, Bruce Phillips, who in his most
recent annual report described a gloomy vision of
the future being created through the indiscriminate
implementation of new technologies. He spoke of a
'trail of data' citizens leave behind them, and the
'modem urban life' in which 'there is nowhere to
hide'.
In contrast, the Victorian government and coalition
are committed to the development of a diverse and
flourishing information economy. We prefer to think
in terms of the benefits new technological
applications may provide when pursued in tandem
with a suitable legislative framework. This
Cinemedia bill is part of that suitable legislative
framework.
Mrs MADDIGAN <Essendon) - I am pleased to
add to the debate on the Cinemedia Corporation Bilt
although I thought that perhaps, unlike the last two
speakers, I might address some of the clauses of the
bill rather than having a general discussion on the
philosophy of multimedia, or, as the honourable
member for Doncaster did, presenting a fascinating
reading of an annual report and an equally
fascinating account of where he has been and to
whom he has spoken recently.
The bill has some worthwhile clauses. As
honourable members are aware, the bill
amalgamates Film Victoria and the State Film
Centre, two bodies which for many years have
provided excellent services, but over the years since
the coalition government was elected have had fairly
Significant funding cuts. As the honourable member
for Doncaster said, the two corporations dealt with
have been very supportive of the film industry in
Victoria, which has been a major industry for many
years.
This bill is interesting when compared with some
bills that were passed during the spring sittings. The
Arts Institutions (Amendment) Bill included quite
stringent regulations covering major facilities such
as the National Gallery of Victoria, the Museum of
Victoria and the State Library. In that bill the
government substantially changed the nature of the
employment conditions for staff, the internal
structures of those bodies and the appointment of
their boards, which brought them directly under the
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control of the minister. The structures of the arts
institutions were discussed as part of the
government's corporatisation policy, and that is how
they were set up. At the time concerns were raised
about the possibility of the privatisation of those arts
bodies.
I find it strange that the Cinemedia Corporation Bill
contains different provisions. If the government
were keen to have conformity with earlier bills, one
would have expected this bill to have identical
provisions. However, while containing some
provisions that are the same, it varies in other ways.
The clauses of the bill with which I have some
concern include clause 11, which deals with the
directions of the minister in relation to the exercise
of the powers and the performance of the functions
of the Cinemedia Corporation. I am glad this bill
goes back to the terms used in the old bills that were
changed in the more recently passed Arts
Institutions (Amendment) Bill. This bill provides
that:
In the exercise of its powers and performance of its
functions, the Corporation is subject to the general
direction and control of the Minister ...

That is better than the changed provisions that were
included in the Arts Institutions (Amendment) Bill,
where 'general' was taken out and the exercise of the
powers and functions was left specifically under the
direct control of the minister. Considerable concern
was expressed about the extent to which the minister
could directly intervene in some of the functions of
the bodies covered by the Arts Institutions
(Amendment) Bill. I am pleased that this clause has
been left as it is, and many people wish the Arts
Institutions (Amendment) Bill included this
provision.
Clause 16 refers to the board of the new corporation.
I am pleased the chairperson and other directors are
to be appointed by the Governor in Council and not,
as with the Arts Institutions (Amendment) Bill,
directly by the minister. I hope this board will be
more independent than those of the other
institutions may be. The board will be constituted by
a chairperson, the managing director, and not less
than five or more than seven other directors, about
whom the clause provides that:
Directors referred to in sub-section (l)(c) shall, if
practicable, include some directors who are
experienced in the commercial or cultural film,
television or multimedia industry.
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There is probably some concern about how
unspecific that provision is and how open it is to
interpretation. Because of the many functions of the
corporation the broad categories in this clause give
cause for much wider concern than there was about
earlier separate bills relating to Film Victoria and the
State Film Centre about whether all the areas of
function covered by the bill will have appropriate
representation. When these provisions are
implemented I hope the government will take into
account all the areas that need to be covered.
One must be concerned about the funds provided to
the government by Village Roadshow Corporation
prior to the last state election and how much
involvement commercial film entities had compared
with some film producers who are not so
commercially viable but who are an essential
element of the vibrant film industry in Victoria.
For some time the arts community, particularly the
film community, has been anxious about the lack of
support for students in the film industry and for
independent filmmakers, particularly in the
experimental film area. I hope Cinemedia
Corporation will consider that aspect as a basis for
the development of the film industry in this state.
Previously we have been able to train excellent
directors and technical staff in the film industry.
That has been a tradition in this state and is one that
should not be lost by the passage of this bill.
The honourable member for Doncaster mentioned
some of the successful films that have been made in
Australia. Previous speakers strongly emphasised
the multimedia component of Cinemedia
Corporation, but it is important not to overlook the
interests of the film industry. It is a commercial
industry that provides many jobs for Victorians and
is an industry that should continue to be supported.
I am afraid that the current interest in multimedia
and the rapid expansion and attention it is given in
the industry may result in the film industry being
overlooked. Although it is laudable that the
government is taking a strong role in promoting
multimedia as a means of increasing access to
communication in the community, the bill should
not only provide various types of multimedia
information sources but also support a vibrant,
experimental and ongoing film industry. I hope the
film industry will not be overlooked because of the
way the bill has been drafted.
Clause 25 of the bill provides for the corporation to
employ staff. It mirrors some of the provisions in the
Arts Institutions (Amendment) Act which took away
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the rights of staff under normal state regulations.
Under this bill, as in the Arts Institutions
(Amendment) Act, staff are removed from the
protection of the Public Sector Management Act.
Their terms and conditions are determined by the
board.
The opposition expresses concern that staff may not
be transferred from Film Victoria and the State Film
Centre to the new corporation. There is also concern
about future changes that may be made to
conditions and what effect that will have on staff. It
is highly likely that contract employment will be
offered. Many people in the industry are anxious
about how staff will be treated under this bill.
I support some provisions in the bill, particularly
clause 27 which provides for the deposit of copy film
with the corporation. It is important that archival
support for film is retained as well as multimedia.
Archival material for multimedia is a difficult area
which has not been resolved by archivists all over
the world. I should be interested to see how the
government intends to proceed to ensure
multimedia content is recorded and deposited with
the corporation. Because of the aspects of
multimedia and interactive multimedia, which can
be changed quickly and frequently, how will the
corporation manage to deposit that film with state
and commonwealth libraries in the literature world?
Some provisions require further examination. It will
be interesting to observe how the regulations will
overcome some of the problems.
I turn to the location of the Cinemedia Corporation
and the planning aspects at Federation Square. Last
night I attended a National Trust meeting entitled
'Marvellous Melbourne'. The meeting was
addressed by a number of people, including the
Minister for Planning and Local Government. About
270 members of the trust expressed grave concern
about the lack of planning for large projects, such as
Federation Square, and about the location of
Cinemedia Corporation in the planning process.
There was no strong understanding about what will
happen with Cinemedia Corporation. Although it
has some worthwhile facets, it is not likely to be a
huge attraction to people using the square.
There has been strong support in some areas that the
State Museum should have been on the same site as
the Cinemedia Corporation. There are many links
between the two bodies because they have a number
of areas in common, particularly in the storage of
materials and the provision of information in
multimedia forms. It is of increasing concern to the
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community that the government makes ad hoc
decisions on a whole range of locations and facilities
without working out the links or providing an
overall plan. I believe we are all delighted to say
farewell to the old Gas and Fuel Corporation
buildings. Many people have expressed delight that
they can now see clearly across to St Paul's
Cathedral and the other buildings along Flinders
Street.
The government should have provided a full plan of
Federation Square so that the community could
understand the philosophy of some of the activities
that will be linked instead of putting one facet in one
place and another in another place. People at the
meeting last night expressed concern that the
government had not gone through the proper
planning process. I know the people of Victoria are
becoming used to things not going through proper
planning processes, but it does not mean they agree
to what the government is doing.
Mr Perton interjected.

Mrs MADDIGAN - The honourable member
for Doncaster has inquired whether I have anything
positive to say about the bill. I can only assume that
he has a hearing or memory problem because I have
said a number of complimentary things about the
bill. They are probably not within his expertise and
he could not follow what I was saying. The
government should present the community with a
planning process that is appropriate for
Federation Square to allow people to understand
precisely what sort of complex the government
intends to build.
I am concerned that film may get lost with the
attention that is being given to multimedia. I hope
regulations will take care of film and ensure that the
film industry in Victoria, which has been supported
for many years, will continue to be supported by the
board of the corporation. I believe everyone will
look forward to the composition of the board. There
is great interest in this area, as was shown prior to
the last federal election when the federal Labor
government introduced fascinating plans for the
redevelopment of the Essendon Airport site, which
was strongly supported by the arts community.
Unfortunately, the current federal government is not
interested in either the arts community or the
airport. I hope in future the federal government will
understand the importance of the industry to
Victoria and pro-actively encourage media and film
industries to come to Victoria.
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I look forward to the future operation of the
Cinemedia Corporation. Many Victorians have great
film-making skills, which will be useful in the
development of the corporation. I hope those young
people now leaving tertiary institutions who are
having difficulties finding permanent or even
contract positions in the arts and film industries will
be assisted by the Cinemedia Corporation. The
unemployment rate among young people of 30 per
cent is a great concern, but I am sure this growing
industry will support the young people I refer to.
As I said, the opposition is concerned about the staff
transfer arrangements. I am concerned that jobs will
be lost as a result of the proposed changes in the
employment conditions of staff at the State Library
of Victoria, the Museum of Victoria and the National
Library of Australia.
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) - I am pleased the
opposition supports such an important bill, the aim
of which is to promote Victorian film and
multimedia industries. Since being elected to this
place my interest in multimedia has grown. After
being exposed to the work of the government's bills
committee and an advisory council on multimedia, I
have been on a fast learning curve. lhis bill adds a
new dimension to the government's focus on
multimedia. It provides financial support for and a
boost to the development of content. There is no
point in developing a multimedia infrastructure
unless we also develop worthwhile content for that
infrastructure.

The creation of Cinemedia is further evidence of this
government's commitment to the development of a
flourishing information economy based on a strong
multimedia industry. Multimedia combines
computing, telephony and broadcasting. Some
products which are already available or which may
be available in future include video on demand,
enabling consumers to download videos directly
over telecommunication networks rather than going
to video hire stores. My family would love that. We
are great video watchers and it would give us a
great opportunity to view a wide range of videos.
There is also the possibility of interactive real-time
education and entertainment, allowing students
and/or consumers to participate in lessons or games
by receiving input to home or school entertainment
centres and sending back voice or video
communications. I cannot imagine for a moment
that there will be no place for schools, but it is
certainly a great facility and will provide
opportunities for students to learn at home.
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Electronic publishing is another development. For
example, the London newspaper the Daily Telegraph
is published electronically and so is immediately
available for people in Melbourne to read via the
Internet. Information is travelling around the word
at a far greater speed than it once did, and for some
that means being able to more easily know about
and understand the events that happen around the
world.
Multimedia presentations incorporating video clips,
music and sound recordings and animation, and
traditional government and corporate presentations
are examples of the uses being made of new
technolOgies. Four years ago I met Morris
Williamson, a minister in the New Zealand
government. Even then he was able to show me a
complete presentation which he had developed on
his laptop and which included video clips of music
and rolling-on dot points. That was of great interest
to me. I am sure both government and opposition
members are interested in using that sort of facility
for meetings and to communicate their message to
constituents and others.
Interactive education and cultural and entertainment
products present information in both text images
and sound and respond to requests from or the
preferences of the user. For example, encyclopedias
or art collections can now be brought to students via
multimedia products. Video conierencing
incorporating whiteboards and word processing
means that ministerial councils, for instance, can be
conducted with each minister staying in his or her
office. That is certainly an accomplishment and will
be a time-saver for government.
Other areas for development include
computer-assisted design, which allows firms in
Melbourne and Japan to collaborate on furniture
designs. The furniture is then manufactured here
and exported. I imagine that that would greatly
assist architects who do a lot of their design work on
computers by enabling them to transmit their
designs to countries where they compete for work
instead of having to send them by other means that
are costly and more difficult. In addition, there are
interactive games allowing players all over the
world to participate in real-time simulations and
virtual reality and other multi-player games. What
can be and is already available through multimedia
almost boggles the mind.
The bill is an expression of the government's
attempts to achieve the goals outlined in its
Victoria 21 strategy, which has three aims. The first
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is to transform government service delivery through
electronic service delivery. That will be an important
aspect of the way government operates in future and
will certainly change the way Victorians deal with
government. The second aim is to build strong
global communications links in the multimedia
industry. In other words, we want to encourage
investment in the industry in Victoria, and the
government is providing the stimulus for that.
Thirdly, we want to make Victoria the centre for the
development and export of multimedia content
through Cinemedia and its funding.
The government has taken a number of purposeful
steps. Firstly, it set up a cabinet committee headed
by the Premier. Secondly, it set up a task force of key
industry figures that advises government. The Office
of Communication and Multimedia is developing a
whole-of-government approach. Thirdly, it
established a multimedia ministry, with the
Treasurer, Alan Stockdale, as the Minister for
Multimedia - a world first. To ensure its aims are
achieved the government will work in partnership
with key business people and institutions.
We are raising awareness and building skills and
multimedia infrastructure in the community. We are
prOviding various means by which that can be
achieved so that the community is not divided into
the haves and the have-nots. Whether they are
elderly and do not have the facilities in their homes
or business people who not have the facilities in
their work environments, Victorians will be given
the opportunity through community communication
centres to learn about and understand the way
multimedia works. As I said, we are encouraging
investment, and we are also using technology to
deliver services.
How are we doing these things? Firstly, in 1995-96
we allocated $3 million to support multimedia
initiatives. Secondly, we committed $80 million for
infrastructure investment to support
micro-economic reform within government. It is
important that the government provides the
appropriate infrastructure for each department.
Thirdly, the government will fund multimedia
initiatives and support process changes within
departments. One project that I find fascinating and
which the government has supported is
telemedicine. The government is trialling that
important initiative for health care delivery services.
For example, if you suffer a heart attack while in
Ballarat where there is no cardiac unit, telemedicine
would enable communications to be established
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between, say, the Alfred Hospital in Melbourne and
a local medical service so information could be
transmitted back and forth; also, tests and diagnoses
could be performed through that telemedicine
facility. Such a service would enormously improve
the health care system for Victorians.
The government is setting up multimedia kiosks that
will provide a direct accelerated approach to
kiosk-based services and information delivery by
state, commonwealth and local government
agencies. Such kiosks will allow Victorians to access
government services, pay bills and, for instance,
arrange licences. That would certainly change the
way Victorians do business with the government.
The government is promoting an industry utilisation
of the multimedia applications to promote Victorian
industries. That service would attract more
investment to the state - an area where the
government has already performed well.
We are encouraging an innovative approach to the
use of multimedia in education, including the
training of teachers. I was pleased when recently the
government announced extra funding through its
$1-for-$3 grants to provide additional computers to
schools. However, I was disappointed when the
president of the Victorian branch of the teachers
union criticised the initiative, saying it was an elitist
approach and that the only children to benefit from
such an initiative were those whose parents could
afford it.
The schools in my electorate would not be
considered elitist; the parents work hard and
support the school communities. Caulfield Primary
School was one of the first schools to take advantage
of the initiative. Recently I visited that school and
was delighted that it has the most up-tD-date
equipment for its students.
The government is producing multimedia initiatives
through such places as museums, Information
Victoria and the state library. It is reshaping the
state's legislative process and using information
technology to facilitate public access to legislation. It
will be wonderful when we can bring up legislation
on our personal computer screens; when networked,
we will be able to communicate through our
information technology systems in a way not
previously possible.
The government disseminates information on
Vicnet. It promotes Victoria's multimedia industries
and the benefits to flow from it by the establishment
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in 1996 of an Asian-Pacific export market. All those
factors demonstrate that the future in multimedia in
Victoria is exciting and innovative. I look forward to
the development of an economy that takes full
advantage of multimedia. This bill certainly assists
in that regard.
Mr CAMERON (Bendigo West) - To some
extent the bill is machinery legislation because it
brings about the amalgamation of Film Victoria and
the State Film Centre; it abolishes the legislation that
originally established those government bodies.
Through its establishment of the corporation the bill
represents a change of emphasis: no longer is the
emphasis simply on film but also on multimedia.
The contributions to the debate by honourable
members have concentrated on what multimedia is
doing and the changing role it is having in our
society. Honourable members have certainly
emphasised the need for governments and all levels
of SOCiety to grapple with the changes.
Professor Ashley Goldsworthy, chairman of the
federal government's industry task force, estimates
that the multimedia industry now contributes more
to Australia's gross domestic product than mining
does; it has grown with an estimated increased
turnover of 12 per cent a year in the past few years.
The industry is growing and changing the way we
think and work, and the way we produce goods and
deliver services. Obviously that fact must have
ramifications in the work force and in our trade and
exports. Society should foster those developments,
and I hope the new corporation will spend time on
those matters.
I do not underestimate the role that the corporation
has to play in the film industry. Australia has a
vibrant film industry that can only add to the
cultural wealth of Victoria and Australia; it also
creates many jobs. Everyone is thrilled when
Australia produces a film that enjoys international
success.
Information technology is certainly scary for many
people. No doubt you, Mr Deputy Speaker, and
others like me are somewhat scared when
confronted with what is an entirely different way of
thinking. I can remember about 15 years ago being
in a crowded room when somebody described the
operations of a facsimile machine. We were told you
could pop a letter in one end of a machine in Perth
and that it would be reproduced in another city.
Everybody stared in disbelief. How could that
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happen? Now a facsimile machine is treated like an
ordinary part of life.
Technology is now so well developed and is
changing so quickly that what was supposedly at
the forefront only two or three years ago is now
regarded as old hat and to be discarded. Now we
have a revolution so big that we must regard it as
people many years ago regarded the industrial
revolution. Instead of iron, steel and machinery,
information technology - including software,
hardware and all those aspects - is now regarded
as an exciting industry.
One aspect of such an industry is that people must
be educated. That is where you and I, Mr Deputy
Speaker, probably find ourselves at a junior level
because many school children can run rings around
us. Many government and opposition members are
fortunate enough to find themselves at the forefront
and from time to time are able to offer assistance to
other honourable members. We must ensure
children can get on the bandwagon, so to speak, and
actively learn new technologies.
Clause 6(g) provides that one of the functions of the
corporation is:
... to promote public education and discourse with
reference to fihns and multimedia content.

Certainly films are accepted as the norm, but
multimedia does not penetrate the lives of many
people, especially those who are scared of
technology and who find themselves the victims of
it. It is important to remember all those people and
consider how change can affect them. We must also
encourage as many people as possible to get on the
bandwagon and learn a little.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m until 8.03 p.m.

Mr CAMERON - Before the suspension of the
sitting I was discussing the functions of the
proposed Cinemedia Corporation, particularly the
requirement that it promote public education and
discourse with reference to film and affiliated media
content. Given the information technology
revolution, the need for all children to learn
appropriate techniques and things that will put
them in good stead in the future is very real. To
assist in that function the government should adopt
a more vigorous policy of ensuring that young
children in schools receive computer education.
More computers are needed in schools. Schools in
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my electorate do their best with funds raised locally,
but much more needs to be done in the area.
The honourable member for Coburg alluded to
information technology as the new literacy, and we
must view it in that light. Just as 20 years ago we
wanted children to read, we now want them to have
a sound grounding in information technology as
well so that they can go forward in later life.
Clause 6(b) states that a function of the corporation
is:
... to provide financial and other assistance to the film
and multimedia industries in Victoria.

That is an essential function. The opposition hopes
the new corporation will stimulate a great deal of
interest in what is a growing industry. We want the
industry to continue to grow rapidly because it will
provide Australia and Victoria with a future. If
Victoria is not part of the industry it will be left
behind. Certainly every honourable member will
want to be part of the enormous growth in jobs and
all sorts of industries across the state that will flow
from it.
Assistance in the development or commercial
exploitation of any product, program or service in
relation to film or multimedia should be
encouraged. We hope the new corporation will be
extremely vigorous in both the arts and multimedia
areas because we want to see increased
opportunities in the multimedia and film industries.
Clause 27 provides for the new corporation to
archive both film and multimedia content.
Multimedia content will be extremely difficult for
the corporation to grapple with given the complex
arrangements that exist. No doubt it will be an
enormous task and much work will be required in
that area. We can only wish the corporation well in
its development of appropriate models.
Clauses 14 and 23 relate to conflict of interest.
Honourable members will be aware that the
government has a problem with conflicts of interest,
and that is the case in this instance. Clause 14(1)(a)
provides in part that if there is a direct or indirect
pecuniary interest the person is to be ruled out.
Clause 14(1)(b) provides that when the interest
could conflict with the proper performance of a
director's duties in relation to the consideration of a
matter the director is to be ruled out.
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However, only when you read further do you come
across the punch line. Clause 23(6) states:
For the purposes of this section, a director is not to be
regarded as having a conflict of interest ...
(b) in a contract or arrangement only because that

contract or arrangement may benefit a company or
other body in which the member has a beneficial
interest that does not exceed 1% of the total
nominal value of beneficial interests in that
company or body.

That means that although a director might have a
substantial shareholding in a company, if it were a
very large company he could have less than a 1 per
cent interest in it. For example, if a director had
$1 million worth of shares in a company and a
multimedia contract or arrangement increased the
share price he might make $50 000, yet because of
the effect of this clause he would not to be regarded
as having a conflict of interest. The opposition trusts
that the corporation will not do that but is
disappointed to see that provision in the legislation.
We hope the corporation is not limiting its
promotion of multimedia purely to the Melbourne
area. Certainly the country wants to share in
multimedia and it wants a slice of the action. At the
moment people in the country cannot connect into
fibre optic cables. All people throughout Victoria,
regardless of whether they are in the country or the
metropolitan area, should be able to share in the
growth of information technology. Country people
should not be left behind. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr PATERS ON (South Barwon) - It is a great
pleasure to support the Cinemedia Corporation Bill.
It is of significant interest to me but, despite the
protestations of the honourable member for
Morwell, is something I would not boast that I know
a lot about. I do know a little about it, however,
having worked in the media for some 13 years. I
went into my first job as a cadet journalist at
Channel 7 where I spent nine years and then went to
Channel 10 for approximately three years before
doing private work - corporate videos, media
training and the like.
When I arrived at Channel 7 the media was going
through great change. I arrived at Channel 7 in 1978,
straight out of school, when they were testing the
new medium of videotape. They were trialling one
videotape camera and they would cart it around it was a very heavy piece of machinery - and pilot
live crosses into the news. It was all very new. In the
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main, the news stories were shot on film and taken
back to the studio where they were processed. An
hour or two would transpire before you ever saw the
film that you shot out in the field. These days it is
instantaneous; you can view your shot immediately
out in the field.
Things have certainly changed a great deal since I
left mainstream media in about 1990. Television had
moved completely across to videotape. Film cameras
were more a museum piece by then. Since then
things have moved on to an incredible degree. We
are now looking at CDs, digital recording, the
Internet and the like. It is therefore very important
that governments provide a focus for keeping track
of the enormous developments taking place in the
media.
The bill before the house is just one example of the
Kennett government being at the forefront of those
sorts of technological developments and ensuring
that Victoria is well positioned for the future. In the
decades to come there will be further advances, but
it is important to remember what went before. I
know some of what we are debating today has a
bearing on what went before, particularly on issues
such as archiving the film that is available in
Victoria, much of which was probably shot on the
old film medium.
Australia has a very important part to play in the
cinemedia industry. If my memory serves me
correctly, one of the first major motion pictures was
shot in Australia. As the honourable member for
Bellarine said, it was the film of Ned Kelly. Those
who have seen some of the takes from that film
would agree that it is a fascinating look at how film
was directed and produced all those decades ago.
Mr E. R. Smith interjected.
Mr PATERSON - The honourable member for
Glen Waverley asked by interjection whether Chips
Rafferty was in that film. I think it was well before
Chips Rafferty. He was a few decades away even
when that film was shot.
Australia has a very proud record in the cinemedia
industry. Although film is still used in major motion
pictures, it is certainly not used in newsroom footage
any more because of quality issues and the texture of
the image. In the early days it was felt that videotape
was of a somewhat nasty quality. A lot of the
soapies were shot on video tape - the old Cop Shop
and the like - and it was felt that the texture of the
image was not up to the standard obtained on film,
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which had a depth and a quality to it. However,
videotape was a lot cheaper. If you blew a take you
would just reshoot it and use the same tape over and
over again; you could not do that with film. The
honourable member for Bellarine asked by
interjection why film cannot be used over and over
again. Perhaps I will discuss that with the member
in another forum.
The bill is consistent with the policy statement
Victoria, State for the Arts released in March last year.
The bill will amalgamate Film Victoria and the State
Film Centre of Victoria to form the Cinemedia
Corporation. Importantly, for legal reasons the
corporation will be the legal successor of those
constituent organisations.

It is heartening to see that a lot of the people who
have been involved in both those organisations will
be continuing on. I refer in particular to the
executive director, Jenifer Hooks, who has a most
significant history in the media in Victoria. Back in
my early days at Channel 7 she was very involved
with the Shirl's Neighbourhood show, which was
much loved by the children.
All those involved in the program are proud of those
days. Back then the broadcasting tribunal required
the broadcasting of 1 hour a day during the week between 4.00 p.m. and 5.00 p.m. - of what was
called C time. I am not sure whether they are still the
rules and regulations, because things have been
deregulated to a certain extent.

In those days C time meant screening children's
television, which had to be original,
Australian-produced television. That made the
television stations think hard about what they
produced for the children of the day. C time resulted
in some great shows, and Shirl's Neighbourhood was
one of them.
Mr E. R. Smith interjected.

Mr PATERSON - The honourable member for
Glen Waverley, obviously a student of children's
television, adds Adventure Island to the list. That was
produced by the honourable member for Forest Hill!
However, I think Adventure Island predated the
C time regulations.
Jenifer Hooks will be the continuing executive
director of the corporation, and she is an excellent
choice. Also on the board is Peter Griffin, who plays
a significant part in corporate Australia. It is
encouraging to find that people like Peter Griffin
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take on work such as this, which will be of benefit to
the community. The other board members are Dione
Gilmour, Dr Terry Cutler, and Tom Burstall, who
many will remember as a longstanding member of
the Australian filmmaking community. He is now a
producer and a production consultant.
Another board member is Rod Bishop, who took on
the role of director of the Australian Film, Television
and Radio School after leaving the RMIT
Department of Visual Communication. The
Honourable Haddon Storey, a former minister and a
former member for East Yarra Province in another
place, is also on the board. Honourable members
will remember him providing great service to
Victoria through his parliamentary contributions
over many years, particularly his contribution as
Minister for the Arts in the first Kennett government.
The arts community owes Haddon a great debt of
gratitude for the promotion he gave to the arts.
Some members of the arts community were fearful
of what might be visited upon them by a
conservative government - I know there was some
agitation about what would happen - but those
fears have certainly been allayed by the Kennett
government's extraordinary commitment to the arts.
Of course, that also has its parallels at the federal
level. Members of the arts community were
concerned about what would happen to them in the
event of a coalition win in Canberra. They were used
to the Hawke-Keating days and so wondered what
would become of them. I think they will be as happy
with the federal coalition as they are with the state
government.
I also mention Bob Ritchie, who has joined the
Cinemedia board after three years service as a
member of the State Film Centre council. Cinemedia
in Victoria has a great future. The board is both
progressive and prepared to restructure the area,
and that indicates the significant contribution the
Kennett government is making to the arts sector.
The honourable member for Essendon raised
concerns about the planning amendments for
Federation Square. I am not sure whether the
member was being mischievous or whether she is
just not up to date - and in saying that I am being
kind.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PATERSON - Other honourable members
are interjecting that she has her facts wrong for
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another reason, but I will not put that on the record.
A full public consultation process is under way,
hosted by the Melbourne City Council. That seems
to have escaped the honourable member for
Essendon, and it is difficult to know why. Possibly
she was unaware that the process had already
begun, although it is more likely that she is unaware
that that sort of process occurs whenever planning
scheme amendments are in question. Her
constituents should be greatly concerned that she
appears not to be up to speed with how things are
done in Victoria. The objections will be heard by an
independent panel, and I am delighted to be able to
confirm that they will be made public.
It is with pleasure that I support the bill. Both the
present minister and his predecessor have been
pro-active arts ministers. That has been a
breakthrough for Victoria and has stood the arts
community in Victoria in good stead. I commend the
bill to the house.

Mr JENKINS (Ballarat West) - Every
organisation needs the opportunity to upgrade its
future. In this case, the bill will put the cinemedia
industry into an exciting position for 2000 and
beyond. The bill will repeal a number of acts, and
once it has been passed the new board will have the
opportunity and face the challenge of leading the
corporation into the future.
The history of films is fascinating. No doubt we can
all recall the times when we watched some of the
early, silent, black-and-white movies. There have
been rapid changes in the methods used to make,
process and present films since those days. Many
old films such as The Overlanders and the Chips
Rafferty films thankfully have been preserved
through the wise decisions of government. Many
were copied even though the original films were
falling to pieces. The early films were made of
celluloid, and they collapsed after a certain amount
of time had passed.
One of my neighbours found some old circular
canisters at the rubbish tip. When he opened them
up he found old film inside. He took the canisters
home, put them in the shed, and forgot about them
for quite some time. One cold winter's day he was
cleaning up the shed. He came across the canisters,
ran the film through a projector, and found it to be a
fascinating historical record of the early days of
Ballarat at the start of this century. It was a fantastic
find. I am pleased to say that the film is now
preserved and is available on video. It shows what
life was like in the 1920s and 1930s, and during
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World War 11 when the Americans were in town.
Old films are exciting finds and can tell thrilling
stories.
Victoria's film industry has had a chequered career.
We have seen the production of some great and
some not-so-great films. We have also seen some
pretty ordinary ones. However, we have learnt from
past mistakes and can now be proud of our film
industry.
The silent movies came on the scene long before any
of the Victorian productions. The talkies were in
black and white; then followed colour movies in the
late 1940s and early 1950s. Throughout that time
there was a dramatic increase in the quality and
standard of the developing, printing and screening
of films as well as in the acting. We have the
technical side of it right and we have a golden base
of acting talent. Many of our actors have come
through the TV medium and from schools, drama
classes and local amateur theatre groups. Shortly I
will name some of the highly successful actors and
actresses from my electorate in and around Ballarat.
Many famous Australian film stars had interesting
starts to their careers. Paul Hogan was a rigger on
the Sydney Harbour Bridge. He did a skit on one of
the TV shows and ended up with a fantastic career
as an actor.
The Warrandyte High School band played in
Queen's Hall tonight. As with all of the bands that
perform each Tuesday evening when Parliament
sits, the talent of the players amazed me. Such talent
is to be admired. Some of these children may be
future participants in our film industry. Community
organisations, primary and secondary school drama
groups, brass and classical bands as well as theatre
and performing arts-type groups all provide
opportunities for future actresses and actors.
Each year light opera and lyric theatre companies
put on fantastic shows that exhibit the talent of
many people. Some of these shows are filmed and
finish up in the consumer area. During the begonia
festival the Ballarat university theatre company
staged Lola Mantez, a historical show set in the days
of the Ballarat goldfields. Lola was a wild lady, and
the students certainly expressed that. They
presented an excellent production, and the
performers displayed a great deal of talent.
Many people will have heard about the Royal South
Street competitions. Last year more than 60 000
performers competed in the competitions over a
three-month period. It is interesting to note the
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number of people you meet everywhere around
Australia who have performed at South Street. No
doubt there are members in this chamber who have
performed there. Roger Lemke, David Hobson and
lason Wasley - well-known Australian names in
singing and opera - all came through the South
Street competitions.
The film Shine is the flavour of the month. The
musical director of that film, David Herschfelder,
came from Ballarat. There is now more talent
coming through the education system, especially in
the early years, and the opportunity exists through
community groups to further extract this talent.
I could go on for hours, but I do not wish to bore the
house further about the wonders of Ballarat and the
talent of its people.
We must look to the future with the restructuring of
the Cinemedia Corporation. Ballarat is leading the
way in multimedia technology for the future. The
university, the primary and secondary schools and
the kindergartens - from the small to the large,
right through the system - are right into the
technology. Such quality education is well
supported by the Minister for Education with the
allocation of plenty of computers for schools. The
schools campaigned well to get the computers, and
the program is going well. The State Data Centre is a
fascinating structure on data advancement in the
Ballarat area and beyond. The Integrated Systems
Solution Corporation centre, run by IBM and BHP,
was opened 12 months ago and now employs more
than 187 people in high-tech and multimedia data
processing.
The Ballarat community and Victoria in general are
moving forward, and the Treasurer, the Minister for
Multimedia, is leading the charge. We have the
opportunity to lead Australia and South-East Asia
when it comes to the modem approach to this new
buzz word 'multimedia'. I trust that the rest of
Victoria and Australia will follow the leadership
being shown through Ballarat's multimedia
approach.
We will be closely watching the development of the
new structure. The new board has a great challenge
ahead of it as it leads us into the year 2000 and
beyond. I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr E. R. SMITH
(Glen Waverley).
Debate adjourned until next day.
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PARLIAMENT HOUSE COMPLETION
AUTHORITY (REPEAL) BILL

members following a redistribution and an increase
in the size of the Parliament.

Second reading

The temporary facilities are obviously still there. I
went for a walk around the garden today and the
only thing that I could see that is better than 21 years
ago is the condition of the Federation Oak which I
thought was going to die on many occasions in the
first five or six years of my involvement here; but it
has survived and now looks in a much healthier
state. The temporary accommodation is still there
and obviously it has now been condemned to
remain for some years to come. It currently houses
part of the Department of the House Committee that is, the bureaucrats of the Parliament - and
15 members of Parliament. It is therefore totally
inappropriate for long-term use. As I said, it has
been temporary now since 20 March 1976.

Mr KENNElT (Premier) - I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The Parliament would be well aware of the
background to this legislation. From a personal
point of view, it is a great disappointment to me and
to members on this side of the house that the
decision by the government after years of work to
proceed with the completion of the Victorian
Parliament House is not able to continue.
By way of background, the Parliament of Victoria
building is widely recognised as one of the finest
19th century buildings in Australia. Parliament
House is admired by Victorians and Australians as
much as by overseas visitors. However, the building
is still, essentially, a 19th century building. Its
facilities for members and staff are totally
unsatisfactory and inadequate for a modem
Parliament, although many of the systems operating
in our Parliament still set the standard for Australia.
The accommodation for members, with up to four
members occupying a room, with offices under
stairs, on balconies and under the front steps, would
not be acceptable in any modem working
environment. The building experiences the extremes
of temperature which leads to difficult working
conditions for members and staff who use the
premises throughout the year.
A few members here have served the Parliament for
20 years or more. I am one of those members and I
have been subjected to a continuing deterioration in
the quality of facilities available to members and
staff over that period. I was first elected on 20 March
1976, which is almost 21 years ago. I remember that
was important for two reasons. Firstly, it was the
first year that members of Parliament had electorate
offices. Prior to that, members' spouses had to do
most of the secretarial work from home as unpaid
assistants. The prOvision of electorate offices was
seen by the Premier of the day, Mr Hamer, as a great
advance.
The other less auspicious development was the
building of the temporary accommodation in the
eastern corner of the parliamentary grounds to
accommodate what was then an influx of new

For those reasons, and because I have always
strongly believed in the original architecture of the
building as put together by Peter Kerr and his
colleagues, I and the government were prepared to
embark on what I believe was a fairly bold plan to
spend taxpayers' money on upgrading the facilities
of members of Parliament and the staff that service
them in order that those in this building could be
afforded the same comfort and facilities that are
provided to anyone else in any modem working
environment.
It was not a decision that we made lightly. It has
been a decision harboured in the back of my mind
and, to some degree, in the bosom of my heart for
the 21 years that I have been a member of
Parliament. It was for me an important ingredient to
complete this building in the interests of the state, as
a sign of movement from one century to the next
and in this case from one millennium to the next. I
was prepared to expend an amount of political
goodwill to embark on this program because I
thought the merits of the case were much greater
than any criticisms we might get down the track.
Mr Baker - You spat the dummy. You are
nothing but just a big kid. You are a pathetic child.
Everybody knows it!
Mr KENNETI - The honourable member for
Sunshine is one of those people who in 10 years in
government never had the courage to do what we
did: to embark on this expenditure to improve the
quality of this house.

For these reasons, last year we announced the
formation of a Parliament House Completion
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Authority and the funding which would enable the
completion of a modem Parliament in keeping with
the original architectural designs.
Since work on the Parliament basically stopped late
last century, many efforts have been put in place to
complete this grand house. These attempts have
been frustrated for a number of reasons. As I made it
clear at the time, a project of such magnitude and
importance could and should only take place with
bipartisan support and, I had hoped, support from a
fair number of citizens who were
community-minded enough to see this project
through.
I do not intend to read the complete list of failed
attempts to complete Parliament House. However,
the library was completed in 1860. Work then ceased
for 17 years due to financial constraints. In 1872 a
motion was passed for Parliament House to be
completed. In 1876 a select committee on Parliament
buildings was set up, recommending completion. In
1881 a contract was given to Samuel Amess for
completion of the west facade and the dome. In 1883
a motion was moved by Mr Nimmo calling for the
completion of Parliament House. In 1884 a contract
for the completion of the west facade and the dome
was cancelled. A new contract was offered for only
the west facade.

47

was pared down to a version of some 11 700 square
metres. Proposals were then put forward for the
construction of a south wing first and a north wing
later. That is just a brief - Mr Baker - You've forgotten 1997 - the biggest
cop-out of all!
An Honourable Member - Come on!

Mr KENNETI - Don't worry about Ian. We will
just let Ian pass by quietly in the night.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Sunshine is interjecting out of his place.
If he wants the call, I will give it to him.
Mr KENNETI - When this government
announced the recent proposal I believe it is true to
say that there was substantial community support
for the project, as there was, I believe, bipartisan
support in this Parliament. More importantly,
conservative bodies, such as the National Trust, gave
their unequivocal support for the project. In other
words, right across the community there was an
understanding that maybe this time, after some
130 years, we would be able to complete this
building - not for our own benefit but to complete
a design that was drawn up in the 1850s to serve this
community through its Parliament.

In 1929 until the late 1960s nothing was done to deal

with the accommodation problems. From the late
1950s there were increasing complaints about the
conditions in the building and sometimes requests
that the building be completed. In 1969 the Public
Works Department prepared plans for the
construction of a north wing. In 1972 the
government approved plans for the construction of a
north wing - that work was delayed. The estimated
cost of the north wing at that time was $3.5 million.
In 1979 the undertaking was given that the
construction of the north wing would begin in the
next financial year. In July it was announced that the
government had shelved plans indefinitely.

The completion authority was established, with
members of the authority representing all the three
political parties. The authority worked hard under
the chairmanship of the Honourable Bill Baxter in
another place, and it was well served by a small but
very competent staff. They worked hard at their
tasks; they met weekly to embark upon this major
project, and I am informed that the authority
worked by consensus and that almost every decision
was supported unanimously. The project was
receiving the considered attention of
parliamentarians, regardless of their political
flavour, in the interests of the completion of the job.

In November 1979 bipartisan support was expressed

It was apparent, and is apparent, that the external
cladding of the building is an essential ingredient to
its completion - not that it should necessarily be
completed in exactly the same architectural form as
the existing structure but that the stonework should
match. The authority was in the process of
considering a number of sources for suitable stone to
be used for the exterior work. The most recent
source considered for stone for Parliament House
was the Heatherlie quarry in the Grampians originally known as the Mount Difficult quarry -

for the completion of the building, with the proviso
that the estimated cost of $15 million be pared back
to $7 million by utilising a less elaborate exterior. In
1980 the House Committee commenced an
accommodation study and in 1982 it published two
volumes. In 1986 estimates were made of the
necessary space requirements to meet parliamentary
needs - estimates in the order of 13 000 square
metres. In October 1989 Speaker Coghill's model
focused on the development of a south wing, and it
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which provided the stone for the Spring Street
frontage last century.
It is interesting that the Grampians National Park
was proclaimed on 1 July 1984. That was obviously
under a Labor government. At page 115 of the
management plan for the Grampians published by
the then minister, Joan Kimer, in October 1985, it
was indicated in relation to the Heatherlie quarry
that:
Stone will continue to be available from the quany for
repairs to historic buildings (with preference to those
buildings on the Register of the National Estate or State
Register of Historic Buildings which have used stone
from this quany).

The authority was already doing the work to ensure
that from wherever it got the stone it would be from
a place that at least matched the stone already here.
The authority was checking a number of different
sites, but obviously the Heatherlie quarry, which
provided the original stone, was an obvious choice if
it was required.
Ms Garbutt interjected.
Mr KENNElT - The honourable member for
Bundoora said that these are not repairs; this is an
entirely new building. That is what she said. We will
come back to that in a few moments. Let us be quite
clear: it was the honourable member for Bundoora
who stopped this project, and 1 suspect - -

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNETI -It was the honourable member
for Bundoora, on the authority of the Leader of the
Opposition.

Legislation passed subsequent to 1984 and the
management plan for the Grampians brought down
by Joan Kimer provided that no quarrying could
take place in Victoria's national parks. By an
oversight, no specific provision was made available
in the management plan for the Heatherlie material
to be used. Subsequent legislation banned the use of
the material and there was no provision to reinforce
the spirit of what Joan Kimer was on about, because
she understood that at some stage some government
would have the gumption to actually complete this
building.
The authority considered these issues and
unanimously came to the conclusion that legislation
was necessary to enable stone to be removed from
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the Heatherlie quarry for the completion of
Parliament House if the authority was unable to
identify an alternative source of suitable stone which
was not in the national park. The legislation
introduced last year, with the full knowledge of the
authority and, as I understand it, the support of all
members of the authority, did not say the stone
would be acquired from Heatherlie quarry but that
it would be acquired only if the authority had
exhausted all other alternatives.
As 1 understand it -

there are some here who are on
the authority and who would know better than 1 they have been testing stone down in the Western
District; they were in the process of testing interstate
stone; and there have also been offers from overseas.
It was believed it may have been cheaper to bring
the stone from overseas than to necessarily quarry it
in Victoria or Australia.
When the Parliament House Completion Authority
(Amendment) Bill was introduced into the
Parliament in the last session I, and I think everyone
on this side, was absolutely astounded - 1 say that
with all sincerity - to hear the honourable member
for Bundoora say clearly to this house that the
opposition would not support the legislation
because it did not want the Heatherlie quarry
mined, nor would it allow the quarry to be mined.
That was the first time any of us on this side of the
house and, 1 suspect, for some on the other side,
especially after the comments made by some
members to us and some of the private negotiations
conducted by the Leader of the Opposition and the
Trades Hall Council with the government to reverse
the decision - Mr Hulls - You have had people running to us.
Mr KENNElT - There is no reason whatsoever
why anyone would run to you. The only people who
would run away from you, apart from us, are the
people in your electorate! That was the first time the
government had heard that the Labor Party was
going to welsh on the deal. 1 remember clearly
interjecting to the honourable member who was
leading the debate for the opposition - 1 have not
checked Hansard to see whether it is recorded,
because it is not my favourite reading - once she
gave that indication 1 said 1 did not believe it was the
position of the parties and that there had been an
agreement on a bipartisan approach, but if she
continued to express her opposition to the provision
and divided against the measure the project would
not have bipartisan support and would be cancelled.
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The honourable member for Bundoora has again
indicated by interjection tonight her strong
opposition to mining Heatherlie quarry if it is
required, not because we do not need it. The
honourable member now says that under measures
the former Premier, the Honourable Joan Kimer,
introduced it is not for repairs but for a major
building. The honourable member for Bundoora
remains committed against the project.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNETI - The Leader of the Opposition
adds his exceptionally light weight to that of the
honourable member for Bundoora by saying the
opposition will not allow mining in a national park
and consequently will not allow mining of the
Heatherlie quarry even if the stone cannot be
obtained from elsewhere.
The government decided that the project would not
continue. The opposition would probably have been
one of the biggest beneficiaries of the completion of
Parliament House over the next 20 years. I occupied
the opposition party rooms for 10 years and they are
appalling. The Leader of the OppOSition has been
there for five years and he will be there for at least
another three. The way they are going they will be
there for another 20 years beyond that. The Labor
Party would have been one of the major beneficiaries
of the development, but the government decided
that if the project did not have bipartisan support, as
has again been reinforced by the honourable
member for Bundoora and the Leader of the
Opposition, it was simply not worth proceeding
with it.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I note that the
honourable member for Richmond is the second
speaker for the opposition, so he will have plenty of
opportunity to put his arguments rather than
interjecting across the table.
Mr KENNETI - It does not matter how the
Labor Party now tries to justify its position. Even as
late as 9 o'clock this evening it reinforced its position
that if stone cannot be obtained from elsewhere it
will oppose taking stone from Heatherlie quarry
even though the management plan clearly allows for
it. So as of today, 18 March, the Labor Party is still
opposed to taking stone from Heatherlie quarry if
stone is needed from that quarry.
Mr Hamilton interjected.
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Mr KENNETI - I am sorry that the honourable
member for Morwell will be one of those sacrificed
for a female member at the next election. We needed
legislation so that if we could not get quarry stone
elsewhere - because legislation passed subsequent
to the management plan banned mining at
Heatherlie - as a last resort and in order to protect
ourselves properly we needed access to Heatherlie
quarry. Are you with it? Good on you!
Mr Baker - That is the most ridiculous argument
I have ever heard.
Mr KENNETI - You have heard a lot of
ridiculous arguments. On the basis that there was no
bipartisan support at the end of last year - that was
reinforced tonight by the honourable member for
Bundoora, an inveterate walker in national parks,
and the Leader of the Opposition - the project was
cancelled.
I conclude by saying what I said at the beginning of
my contribution: the decision of the Labor Party to
welsh on an understanding is a tragedy for this
Parliament. I cannot put it more strongly than that. It
is a tragedy because with the exception of the Labor
Party we had the community with us and the vast
majority of what is left of the trade union movement.
We quite obviously had the political will to see it
through. If you go through the other parliaments in
Australia - Ms Garbutt - You wimped it.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Bundoora will cease interjecting.
Mr KENNETI - She wants to look in the mirror
one morning; she wants to have a look at herself. She
is a disgrace. It was Ms Garbutt, the honourable
member for Bundoora, who on the instructions of
the Leader of the Opposition - I do not think she
would have acted on her own initiative; she is
certainly not that stupid - cancelled the project. The
legislation will finally wind up the Parliament
House Completion Authority. I tried to do that last
year but I was prevented from doing so by the
honourable member for Mildura. It has meant that
the costs associated with the project have increased,
but the honourable member for Mildura is obviously
happy to pay those extra costs. The legislation will
pass through Parliament and we will not get on with
the work.
I consider the inability of the Labor Party to agree on
this one single issue on which most of us agree to be
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a travesty of all things associated with the bill. I and
other members have seen the plans lodged in the
parliamentary library and the Public Record Office. I
have had the benefit of seeing the enormous amount
of work done by the authority and the nine volumes
it produced which show what could have been
achieved with the development of the project. By the
time the project is wound up it will have cost about
$2 million. The money was not wasted; it will be a
good base for when the project is rekindled and
allowed to be completed.

Tuesday, 18 March 1997

the election after that - and I expect to be able to
open it just prior to the year 2004.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr KENNETT - You may invite me! You will be
seeking federal preselection by then, you will be so
bumt-off with your mob!

The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Sunshine should cease interjecting. I will
not warn him again.

This is an indication of why the Labor Party simply
cannot be trusted. It was emphasised by the Leader
of the Opposition in an interview he gave on radio
yesterday. When talking about the factional deals
and whether they will last, he said, 'The Labor
Party? Deals? Who knows?'. In other words, he was
reinforcing his lack of confidence in his own team,
let alone in the issues on which he wished to lead.

Mr KENNETT - On behalf of the government I
indicate that we still consider this to be a major
project that deserves completion. We are the only
Parliament in Australia that lives in an unrestored
Parliament House or one that is totally dysfunctional
given the present-day requirements of the members
and staff - and that is made more so with new
electronic material.

The bill will pass. The state of Victoria and its
community will not have delivered to it a completed
Parliament House by the year 2001. I think that is a
tragedy, and I am sorry the completion is not
occurring. The Labor Party had one opportunity in a
lifetime, on one issue that was not even political, to
honour its word and deliver a bipartisan outcome
but it could not manage even that.

I intend on 1 July 1999 - which is apprOximately
9 months before the next election, which as I have
informed you, Sir, will be on the Saturday
immediately following the grand prix in the year
2000 - to re-establish the Parliament House
Completion Authority on the basis that there is
bipartisan support.

Tonight the honourable member for Bundoora and
the Leader of the Opposition have reinforced their
opposition to our having access to Heatherlie quarry
in the event that we cannot get the stone from
elsewhere. That being the case, again the Labor
Party has buried this project. As I said before, they
will be potentially the greatest losers from our not
being able to complete this great building.

Mr Baker interjected.

Mr Baker interjected.
Mr KEN NETT - I do not know where the
honourable member for Sunshine had dinner
tonight! I intend to re-form the completion authority
on 1 July 1999, and if there is bipartisan supportand I suspect it will be under a different
management team than currently exists in the Labor
Party--

Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - The
opposition does not oppose the passage of the
Parliament House Completion Authority (Repeal)
Bill. We are obviously happy to bring on the debate
tonight so that the matter can be resolved. What we
have seen in Parliament today is extraordinary. The
bill was listed for debate immediately after question
time, but of course the Premier went missing after
the thrashing he took in question time.

Mr Brumby interjected.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNETI - He said that I won't be around.
You were saying that four years ago! It would be my
intention and that of the government to re-establish
and re-form the authority on 1 July 1999, and in the
budget of that financial year, which will be brought
down in approximately April 1999, to again make
provision for the completion of this building. That
would allow work to commence immediately after
the next election and, I hope, have it completed by

The SPEAKER - Order! I ask members on the
government benches to come to order. The
honourable member for Mordialloc!
Mr BRUMBY - Here we have what we saw in
question time today - the Helen Demidenko of
Victorian politics, the hand that signed the
settlement, the person who cannot speak honestly to
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the public and who slips and slides right across the
Parliament all through question time. You could not
do it after question time, you could not do it late this
afternoon, and you could not do it at 8 o'clock
tonight, so you come in here in the dead of night to
try to put through this embarrassment.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I again appeal to
members on the government benches to give the
Leader of the Opposition a fair opportunity to put
his case. Whether or not they agree with him, they
may not roar in opposition.

Mr BRUMBY - Mr Speaker, one thing you can
say about these government members is that they
have a lot of backbone! You talk about whether or
not they agree with the Leader of the Opposition. I
can tell you that privately the vast majority of them
do, and the vast majority of them - and you know,
Premier - have been contacting our office over
Christmas wanting this project to proceed, because
they have not get the guts to front up to you. That's
right, isn't it? Dead right!

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Members on the
government benches should learn to behave
themselves - including the honourable member for
Knox.

Mr BRUMBY - That is the fact of the matter. The
Premier spat the dummy last year. He is all over the
place on this issue, like a frog in a blender. This
backbench would have to be the most spineless lot of
government members who have ever served this
state. One after another they have been over, right
after the Christmas period, through Januaryministers as well, and office holders of this
Parliament - wanting this project to proceed but
wanting our help because they did not have the
courage to stand up to you, Premier, in the party
room.
Isn't that right, Pat? Are you going to tell him, Pat?
Tell him what you say to us, Pat. Where is the leader
of government business?

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! Let us have a bit of
decorum on both sides. The Leader of the
Opposition will address the Chair, not individuals
across the chamber.
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Mr BRUMBY - One after another they have
been approaching the opposition to see if we can get
an agreement out of the Premier for this project to
proceed. You can tell who has gone missing tonight
from the line-up at the front. Where is the
honourable member for Hawthorn, the Minister for
Education, the leader of government business? Is he
one who might have had a different private view
from the public view or the view he has expressed to
the Premier?

Is the Deputy Premier, the Leader of the National
Party, another one who might have had a different
view? Is the President of the Legislative Council in
another place another one who might have had a
different view? For the Premier to talk the absolute
garbage we had to put up with tonight does not do
this Parliament justice.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! If the honourable
member for Knox cannot contain himself he had
better go and have a cup of coffee - otherwise he
will be forcibly removed.

Mr BRUMBY - In June last this house supported
the Parliament House Completion Authority Bill.
Speeches made then enjoyed the support of most
members. But we had the Premier, a bit like Captain
Kirk of the Starship Enterprise, promising to go
where no man has ever gone before. Here is what
the Premier said in June last year:
Because we will be able to show the people of Victoria
that after 100 years, when Premiers and politicians
have said that they would complete the building and
failed, once again this government, as with the Regent
Theatre that has been closed for 30 years, will do the job
that no-one else has done.

What a failure this government has proven to beCaptain Kirk of the Starship Enterprise promising to
go where no man has gone before. Premier, you
failed lamentably. Not one new stone, not one new
job created in this whole project because last year
you spat the dummy, you could not control your
temper, you stormed out of this place and cancelled
the project.
We all remember the scenes in this house last year
and the progress that took place through the
Premier's speech. Every member in this house
remembers the Premier on his feet steadily
deteriorating before our very eyes, and finally, with
the largest dummy spit of all, storming out of this
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place announcing that the project was finished. I
remember running to you, Mr Speaker, and asking
you as a member of the authority, as you were the
most senior elected member of Parliament, whether
you had been consulted or informed about what the
Premier had done. I am sure you will recall our
conversation at that time. This was the greatest
dummy spit, the greatest deterioration of a man's
mental condition I have ever seen. You spat the
dummy, Premier, and called off the project despite
the overwhelming support for the project to
continue.
In May 1996 a member of my staff and I met with
the Premier in his office at Treasury Place to discuss
a number of matters of mutual interest about this
Parliament. Among the matters we discussed was
the completion of the Parliament House project. I
have a recall note of that meeting that was written
and signed at the time. As it was a confidential
meeting, I do not intend to table it; but I will say
that, among other matters, we discussed this project
in the context of bipartisan support, together with a
number of issues that were identified and that
would be difficult to deal with. I am sure the
Premier recalls - and his notes would show exactly
the same - it was on the issue of the dome. The
Premier indicated it was his intention to see the
project completed. I said that was not my position,
nor could I guarantee support on the matter of the
dome. Other matters were also raised.

I can say categorically that the mining of sandstone
in a national park was never raised at that meeting,
never raised subsequently and never raised with the
caucus of the parliamentary Labor Party. They are
the facts of the matter. The Premier can shake his
head, but he knows about our meeting. He would
have his notes of that meeting and would know that
issues were identified, that it was impossible to have
bipartisan support because there were genuine
differences of opinion about issues such as the dome
at that meeting. Of course it is a shame that the
so-called can-do Premier, the Captain Kirk of the
Starship Enterprise, has been unable to continue and
complete the project.
I remind honourable members of the debate in this
place last year. The speech of the Premier is recorded
on page 1640 of Hansard of 4 December 1996. He
talks about the good work that is being done by the
authority, and states:
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The Premier then talks about how mining would be
allowed in the Grampians National Park only 'if the
worst comes to pass'. All of a sudden during his
speech we saw the Premier deteriorate before our
eyes. He goes on to say:
I am not convinced yet that this project will go ahead.

The Premier later says:
If there is not going to be bipartisan support for this

legislation and the ongoing work I do not intend to
proceed with the project at all.

It appears, as the honourable member for Bundoora
says, that the Premier clearly made it up as he went
along because his condition deteriorated before our
eyes. He then went on to talk about his fear that the
project might be held up by industrial action, which
was totally unfounded and another fabrication
generated by him to try to get him out of this project.
He knew when he made the claim that there was an
agreement in place with all relevant unions to
guarantee the project's completion. The Premier
made the decision in this place without consulting
with the minister concerned, with you, Mr Speaker,
with the President of the Legislative Council or with
any member of Parliament. He made - and has
made again - the most extraordinary justification
that the reason he was scrapping the project was
because we would not allow mining to take place in
the Grampians.
It is an extraordinary claim to make that because the
opposition opposes legislation the government will
not proceed. I dare say that if the government
applied that rule consistently across all legislation in
this Parliament there would be 30 or 40 major
projects or pieces of legislation that would not be
proceeding in Melbourne, and the Crown Casino
and the grand prix would be among them.

I turn to the matter of mining in national parks.
Although the opposition offered bipartisan support
for this project, that bipartisan support was offered
in the context of existing commitments of all of the
parties involved. I make it clear to all opposition and
government members that both the Uberal and
Labor parties have opposed mining in national
parks since at least 1989. Note that, Mr Premier,
because in a moment I shall quote the Hansard
record of the policy of your party on mining in
national parks .

... I trust they will continue to see this project through.

In 1989 this house passed the National Parks Act
which prohibited mining in wilderness, national and
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state parks. The amendments the then Labor
government moved had the full support of the
Liberal Party. The second-reading debate, as
recorded in Hansard of 11 May 1989, states:
The minister was ungenerous in not acknowledging
that it was the policy of the former Liberal
government - and I understand, also the policy of the
National Party - that there should be no mining in
national parks.

It was the current Minister for Planning and Local
Government who said that on 11 May 1989. I see the
Deputy Premier looking extremely surprised by
that. I do not think he has done his homework. I
have the photocopy from the Hansard of that date.
The then honourable member for Berwick went on
to say that if that sort of factual information had
been included in the second-reading speech it would
have been a much better second-reading speech.
That is not the only reference to the current
government's belief that there should not be mining
in national parks.

I shall read a more relevant one from the debate of
11 August 1992 in the other place on the publicity
campaign funding, a commitment given by the then
shadow Minister for Conservation and
Environment, Mark Birrell. Barry Pullen, then
Minister for Conservation and Environment, is
reported as saying:
It is easy for the opposition to answer - it only has to
give an unequivocal undertaking not to conduct
mining in national parks.

The future leader, the man who will replace the
Premier, Mr Birrell, is reported as saying:
Yes. I give that unequivocal undertaking.

The current Minister for Planning and Local
Government made it absolutely clear when he said
in 1989 that it was Liberal and National Party policy
to oppose all mining in national parks. Mark Birrell,
then the shadow minister for conservation, soon to
become the Minister for Conservation, and now the
Minister for Industry, Science and Technology, also
gave an unequivocal undertaking.
The Premier's fixation with sandstone and the
Grampians National Park is totally unjustified. As
every member of this place knows, Parliament
House was constructed from sandstone quarried
from several different sources. The building contains
rock of several different colours. One has only to
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walk out the back of the building, as the Premier
professed to have done today - he obviously did
not have a look - to see the differently coloured
sandstones that were used to complete the exterior
of Parliament House. Only the front section of
Parliament House is built from sandstone from
Heatherlie quarry. The back section is constructed
from Bacchus Marsh and Tasmanian sandstone and I have no idea what the chookhouse is made
from!
The opposition tried to draw the government's
attention to the range of sandstone available in
Victoria, Western Australia and Tasmania. The
government has obviously failed to properly
investigate the other sites where sandstone can be
found.
A Government Member - Rubbish!
Mr BRUMBY - That comment just shows how
badly informed the old mushroom club on the back
bench is. It is kept in the dark and never given the
facts. Other alternatives were not properly explored,
and I will come to that in a moment.
An operating quarry at Dunkeld, near the
Grampians, has sandstone almost identical to that
found at Heatherlie quarry. Despite the claims of the
former Minister for Roads and Ports, Mr Baxter,
Harry Behnke's sandstone has not been tested by the
Parliament House Completion Authority. The
Premier and a lot of so-called experts are all saying
the sandstone is not useable, yet it has never been
tested by the completion authority.

Mr McArthur - It has never been tested at all?
Mr BRUMBY - I have the results of a test which
I will reveal to the house and which may embarrass
those of you who should have the intelligence to
think this matter through. I do not include the
honourable member for Monbulk in that group, nor
do I include most other government members. If it
had bothered to test Mr Behnke's stone, the
government would have found it to be one of the
most suitable sandstones for building anywhere in
Australia.
I have a copy of an independent evaluation of the
sandstone from Mr Behnke's quarry, dated
27 February 1997. It shows that the sandstone from
Dunkeld quarry was above average in its bulk
density, its flexural strength, its compressive
strength, its abrasion resistance, its dimensional
stability and its mould resistance. It was given a
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durability class A rating - it does not come any
better that!

very clear that alternative sandstone is available in
Victoria, Western Australia and Tasmania.

Mr Harry Behnke is an optimistic man, and he has

Last year, after the Premier spat the dummy, a
number of people, including government MPs and
ministers, contacted the opposition to see whether it
was possible to change the Premier's mind about the
project. One of the organisations that contacted the
opposition is the Property Council of Australia,
which put a number of propositions to the Premier
outlining how the project might proceed. I have been
advised by people from a number of organisations
who have been to see the opposition that alternative
sources of stone are available, yet at no stage has the
Premier bothered to inform himself about the
availability of that stone or its appropriateness for
the project.

already named his stone Parliament White.
Mr Kennett - Because it's pink!
Mr BRUMBY - No it's not. Here is an evaluation
of stone carried out by Arndel, a material services
company that tested Mr Behnke's stone for bulk
density, water absorption, flexural strength,
compressive strength, abrasion resistance,
dimensional stability, resistance to salt
crystallisation and resistance to mould growth.
Among the types of sandstone tested were Roses
Gap Red and Parliament White. On all of those
tests - crystallisation, dimensional stability and
compressive strength - Mr Behnke's stone gets a
big tick. One might have thought the Parliament
House Completion Authority would have paid for
Mr Behnke's stone to be tested, but it did not. Not
once in this sorry saga has the authority bothered to
do so.
Mr Behnke, a small businessman, has written a

series of letters to various government members and
ministers, dated from mid-1996, alerting them to the
existence of his stone, asking them to test it for the
Parliament House project and seeking their
assistance in developing his quarry. I will table that
correspondence, but before I do I will relay the
following sad story.
No wonder the president of the National Farmers
Federation, Mr Don McGauchie, today told people
in country Victoria to vote with their feet and to
send the government a message by making their
seats marginal. Like most other people in the bush,
he has totally had it with the government and its
lack of support for country Victoria - and the case
of Mr Behnke and his small business in the
Grampians is a classic. I do not know whose
electorate the quarry is in, but obviously his local
member has not done much for him.
His local member ought to be ashamed and
embarrassed. Mr Behnke wants his small business to
grow into a big business, but not once over the past
few months has he been offered any assistance by
state ministers or state MPs, and not once has his
stone been tested. His is only a small business, but
he has had to go to the expense of paying for an
engineering assessment to show that his stone,
Parliament White, is totally suitable for the
construction of Parliament House. It has also become

Apparently the fact that the opposition stood by the
longstanding policy of the Victorian Labor, liberal
and National parties that there should be no mining
in national parks was the reason for the Premier's
veritable deterioration when he charged his way
around Parliament like a frog in a blender, spat the
dummy, went out and cancelled the promise. You
were all over the place, Premier!
I move:
That all the words after 'That' be omitted with the view
of inserting in place thereof the words 'this house
refuses to read this bill a second time until such time as
the government identifies alternative uses for the funds
which would have been expended on completing
Parliament House and, in particular, that the
government specifies capital works and job programs
in country Victoria as alternatives to the completion of
Parliament House'.

During question time today I asked the Premier
about the lost 17500 full-time jobs in country
Victoria in the past 12 months and the 50 per cent
rate of unemployment in country regions and said
that the $80 million to $90 million earmarked for this
project in the next four years should be allocated to a
capital works program for country Victoria. Since it
raised that matter today the opposition has been
overwhelmed with support from country Victorians
who are desperate for support from the
government - they are desperate for capital works
and for a government that is prepared to listen to
them. They are desperate for programs that will
generate opportunities and give young people
particularly the chance to get ahead in country
Victoria.

PARLIAMENT HOUSE COMPLETION AUTHORITY (REPEAL) BILL

Tuesday, 18 March 1997

ASSEMBLY

Country Victoria is being left behind by the
government. Whether it be judged by the figures on
investment or jobs, schools or hospitals, country
Victoria is bearing the brunt of this government's
cutbacks. It is time for the government to put
something back into country Victoria.
The most pressing need is for infrastructure
investment and capital works funding. That is
needed not only to stimulate employment in country
Victoria but to encourage existing businesses to
relocate to country centres. There is an urgent need
to address the spiralling youth unemployment levels
in country Victoria.
The most recent ABS figures show that the number
of 15 to 19-year-olds looking for full-time work in
regional areas has reached proportions similar to
those applying during the Depression. In Barwon
West, for example, a staggering 61 per cent of males
in that age group are looking for work; in Gippsland
the figure is 70 per cent; and 50 per cent of all young
people in that age group throughout Victoria are
looking for work. Boosting investment in centres
through increased infrastructure spending will go
some of the way towards stemming the tide of
young people being forced to leave country Victoria
to look for work.
The government has a responsibility to improve
facilities at country schools to ensure that students in
regional and rural areas are given the same
opportunities as their city counterparts. Improving
computer and new technology facilities in rural
schools should be a major priority. A rural recovery
package should also include increased spending on
rural roads. It is time the government honoured its
commitment to spend at least one-third of the Better
Roads fuel levy on country roads. Many of Victoria's
most popular tourist destinations are in regional
Victoria, yet country roads are in an appalling state
of disrepair. It is economically irresponsible not to
maintain country roads. That attitude of the
government also ignores the steady increase in the
number of road fatalities in country areas.
This year country Victorians are paying the
3 cent-a-litre Better Roads levy on petrol and diesel
fuel. The government promised that country
Victorians would have one-third of that levy
returned through country road funding, but this
year they will receive only 18 per cent instead of
33 per cent - that is, $26 million instead of the
promised $60 million.
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Recently I was taken to see the swing bridge in
Gippsland which, despite specific commitments by
the government, has not been replaced. The
Gippsland Times, a conservative newspaper in
Gippsland, has strongly supported the election to
this Parliament of more Independents in
conservative seats. Capital spending under the rural
recovery package should be accompanied by a range
of other initiatives. It is clear that the government
must tackle the issue of youth unemployment in
country Victoria. In some parts of country Victoria
the unemployment rate is as high as 50 per cent, yet
we had the appalling example recently of the
Premier, when answering criticism about the youth
job crisis, promising to create 50 new jobs. I remind
him that the unemployment rate in country Victoria
of 15 to 19-year-olds is about 50 per cent and that
Victoria has lost about 50 000 jobs in the public
sector.
We need an improved rural hospitals plan to
provide fairer funding and to attract medical staff to
rural areas. We need fairer electricity prices in
country Victoria. We need the maintenance and not
the removal of a uniform electricity tariff throughout
Victoria as supported by former premiers Bolte,
Hamer, Thompson, Cain and Kimer - a good
policy for country Victorians has been scrapped by
this government. Country Victorians need a better
deal. Why should they be paying 3 cents a litre
through the Better Roads levy on petrol and diesel?
Victoria is the only state where that tax is paid,
providing a diesel excise rate of more than 11 cents a
litre.
We need a country schools plan to restore the
specialist scheme to country schools. We need to
replace the Melbourne Major Events Company with
a Victorian major events company so that a focus is
put not just on the bigger events in Melbourne but
on events across Victoria, whether it be for the
Madison in Bendigo, which attracts international
and national cyclists, or the begonia festival in
Ballarat, which attracts visitors from interstate and
overseas.
The honourable member for Ballarat is in the house
tonight. It is a matter of eternal shame upon the two
Liberal members for the Ballarat area that Arts
Victoria provided not 1 cent of assistance to the
staging of the begonia festival this year, which is
why Victoria needs a major events company for the
whole state, not just for Melbourne.
That is why we say we need the Victorian major
events company, not the Melbourne Major Events
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Company Ltd. The Port Fairy Folk Festival and the
Otway Classic.
Mr Jasper interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - The Rutherglen wine festival is
an outstanding event which brings tourists from
interstate and overseas and which deserves support.
We also need more support for local government
through the abolition of compulsory competitive
tendering. CCT shows how out of touch the Premier
and government are because the biggest job losses in
country Victoria have resulted from its introduction.
The opposition believes that councils should be run
efficiently and that elected councillors will make the
best decisions about whether contracts should be let
externally or services provided in house.
Despite the fact that the Premier and the former
Prime Minister of Britain, Mrs Thatcher, share the
same hair stylist, not even Mrs Thatcher applied
CCT to human services such as preschools,
1cindergartens, Meals on Wheels or art galleries. In
common with the majority of country Victorians, the
opposition believes CCT should be abolished - the
'C' for 'compulsory' should be removed.
During the past few days the Minister for Planning
and Local Government made an extraordinary threat
in writing to local councils to remove their planning
powers if they managed the CCT process in a way
that ensured jobs went to their local areas. Can
honourable members believe that? Given that
Gippsland has a youth unemployment rate of
50 per cent it is not surprising that local councils
want to maximise the number of jobs in local
communities. But the heavy-handed planning
minister has written to local government bodies
telling them that if they manage the CCT process in
a way that ensures that jobs are provided locally he
will remove their planning powers. What a sin!
What a shocking crime it is to look after one's own
area.
The minister wants to remove councils' planning
powers so that the Premier can build whatever he
wants at Wilsons Promontory, the Nobbies and the
Twelve Apostles. The Premier and the minister want
to remove the planning powers so that the
government can look after its mates and approve
tasteless developments along our coastline without
any recourse to local planning processes.
Country people want a fair go and a fair share, not
handouts or subsidies. Clearly they are not getting
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that through the Victorian government. I shall run
through the Kennett government's performance in
country Victoria. I mentioned the youth
unemployment rate. More than 50000 jobs have
been removed from the Victorian public sector:
8000 SEC jobs were lost from the Latrobe Valley;
2260 jobs were slashed from the Department of
Natural Resources and Environment, most in
regional Victoria and 90 in the Orbost region alone;
1350 public sector jobs - mainly nurses and
teachers - were abolished in the
Bendigo-Castlemaine area; the Bendigo rail
workshops were downsized and sold off with the
loss of 150 jobs; 300 jobs were lost from Vicroads in
country Victoria; sport and recreation regional
offices were closed in Bairnsdale, Shepparton,
Mildura, Warmambool and Horsham; 21 regional
business facilitators across the state were sacked;
and the Powercor office and the Institute of
Education Administration in Geelong, the police and
ambulance stations in Kangaroo Flat and the SEC
station in Castlemaine were closed.
Open slather shop trading hours have put many
small businesses in country Victoria out of business.
In the rural health area, despite the government's
promise that not one country hospital would be
closed, 12 have already closed and hospitals at
Dunolly, Moe and Traralgon are on the list. More
than 349 schools have been closed, nearly half of
which were in country Victoria. The number of
district liaison principals was slashed from 59 to 39.
Services provided to farmers have been slashed and,
as the honourable member for Sunshine said, many
country towns have been turned into ghost towns.
The Kennett government's privatisation of
veterinary laboratories has led to crisis managerr.ent,
increased prices and a worse deal for farmers. n.e
closure of laboratories in Bendigo, Bairnsdale,
Benalla and Hamilton has meant the loss of 50 jo's.
The uniform electricity tariff has been abolished and
electricity supply privatised. According to the
Electricity Supply Association of Australia that has
meant that Victorian farmers are paying the highest
electricity prices in Australia. Maternal and child
health centres have been closed across country
Victoria. The Latrobe Valley residential service fer
the intellectually disabled has been closed. The
number of community services staff in the
Gippsland region has been halved.
Transport services have been slashed in country
Victoria. Six passenger rail services, including the
Vinelander, have been cut, and the Sale and
Bairnsdale lines have been closed. The governme:lt
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broke its promise to spend one-third of the funds
raised from the Better Roads levy on rural roads. Of
the $138 million to be spent on roads next year only
$28 million will go to country roads.
The government has failed to act on unfair country
petrol pricing despite a clear promise more than a
year ago by both the federal and state governments
that they would act on pricing. The problem is
getting worse. The Victorian diesel fuel franchise fee
has increased to 11.4 cents per litre, the highest in
Australia. Country Victorians are denied the same
water rates as metropolitan water users.
Most of regional Victoria has been ignored in the
government's bid for the 2006 Commonwealth
Games. No wonder the voters in Gippsland West,
previously the second-safest Liberal seat in country
Victoria, responded with such anger, hostility and
fury at the recent by-election when they threw out
the Liberal Party with a swing of almost 20 per cent
compared with the results at the previous two
elections. A rail line was closed down there and the
seat was lost! The rail line to Mildura was closed and
that seat was lost!
I dare say that when a number of National Party
members retire at the next election, including among
others the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, who is the honourable member for
Wimmera, their seats will be lost to Independents. If
the honourable member for Swan Hill does not
contest the next election - I believe he will not his seat will be lost to an Independent because of
appalling neglect by the government.
The Parliament House completion project should be
proceeding. The only reason it is not is the appalling
behaviour of the Premier last year when he spat the
dummy and totally lost it in this place. Most
honourable members will have seen that behaviour
and the desperate attempt by the Premier tOnight he would not come in this afternoon - to try to
recover some part of the situation. The Premier's
claims about his reasons for deferring the project are
not the real reasons. It is a pity the Premier did not
say what they were because I believe we could have
had a sensible debate about it.
Perhaps we will have that debate at another time
when the Premier has moved on to greener pastures.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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ADJOURNMENT
The SPEAKER - Order! Under sessional orders
the time for the adjournment of the house has now
arrived.
Before putting the question that the house now
adjourn I wish to correct a couple of matters. In
referring to his discussions with me the Leader of
the Opposition indicated that he had run into me
and that something was said about the situation
being the greatest dummy-spitting exercise. The
inference was that I had said that it was the greatest
dummy-spitting exercise.
I indicate that the Leader of the Opposition and the
honourable member for Werribee came to see me
and I advised the Leader of the Opposition that I
regretted that the decision had been made. I advised
him that if he wanted to pursue the matter he should
do so with the Leader of the House, as he is in
charge of the business of the house. Any inference
that I said the situation was a dummy-spitting
exercise, which I believe the wording used by the
Leader of the OppOSition implies, is incorrect.
I also wish to say that, so far as I am concerned, any
member who speaks to me in chambers and any
discussions I have with any member of any party are
in absolute confidence. I hope all members respect
that confidence because the Speaker certainly will do
so. The respect for the confidence of the Speaker's
chambers must always be upheld.
The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

Yarra Ranges: planning amendment
Mr DOLLIS (Richmond) - I refer a matter to the
attention of the Minister for Planning and Local
Government. Following a story in the Age of
17 March entitled 'Controversy Over Land Deal
Ruling', I seek clarification and assurances that this
highly irregular amendment involved no deals done
behind closed doors. The issue is that Mr Richards,
the owner of the land in question, wrote to the
minister and offered to give the Crown land in
return for a subdivision. We already know that two
years before K. G. Thomas Real Estate tried to sell
the unsubdivided 36-hectare lot for $210 000 but the
highest offer was only $175 000.
As late as 14 March 1996, when the government was
in caretaker mode, the Shire of Yarra Ranges wrote
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to the minister stating that it would prefer the
minister to act as the plarming authority if the
amendment was to be exhibited because it involved
a grant of land to the Crown. The Minister for
Plarming and Local Government subsequently
approved an amendment allowing for a subdivision
of up to four lots, without exhibition, using his
reserve powers under section 20(4) of the Planning
and Environment Act. The Upper Yarra Valley and
Dandenong Ranges Strategy Plan specifies a
minimum lot size in that area of 60 hectares.
Section 20(4) allows the minister to exempt himself
from the normal plarming procedures and
regulations if he considers that:
... the interests of Victoria or any part of Victoria make
such an exemption appropriate.
It is significant to note that in reply to a letter from
the Office of Plarming and Heritage, the Department
of Natural Resources and Environment did not
support the proposal for subdivision on the grounds
that the proposal was inconsistent with plarming
objectives, was in a high-risk fire area and
contravened government policy concerning small lot
subdivisions. Where, then, is the 'interest of Victoria'
that warrants the minister's intervention?
The SPEAKER - Order! I do not want to
interrupt the honourable member, but he must not
simply read from his notes.
Mr DOLLIS - I am not, Mr Speaker. I am losing
time in telling you that I am referring to my own
handwritten notes.

I am concerned that this matter is without
transparency and without any accountability. It has
all the hallmarks of a cosy land deal involving close
links with the Liberal Party. It seems more than a
coincidence that Mr Keith Thomas of K. G. Thomas
Real Estate, president of the Warburton branch of
the Liberal Party - Mr Honeywood - On a point of order,
Mr Speaker, the honourable member for Richmond
has been reading his entire presentation. I ask you,
Sir, to refer him to standing orders.
Mr DOLLIS - On the same point of order,
Mr Speaker, there have been four attempts to
interrupt me during my 3 minutes, which is a
limited time in which to refer to handwritten and
typed notes. If the honourable members do not have
the ability to understand the difference between
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one's own work and one's contribution to debate in
the house, they have major problems.
It is very hard being interrupted four times in less
than 3 minutes while attempting to present a matter
to the minister intelligently.
The SPEAKER - Order! I uphold the point of
order because I asked the honourable member not
simply to read the notes he had in front of him,
which clearly he was doing. I would be interested to
see his notes if the honourable member were
prepared to show them to me and thereby
demonstrate that he was not reading but
paraphrasing. However, I urge him not to read a
speech on a matter. It may be simpler, but it is the
custom for members to speak from notes rather than
reading speeches, except in the case of
second-reading speeches.

Rail: Chelsea crossing
Mr LEAN (Carrum) - I raise for the attention of
the Minister for Transport a recent tragedy in the
Carrum electorate involving a 13-year-old boy by
the name of Eric Buren. While Eric was sitting on his
bike at the railway crossing at Showers A venue,
Chelsea, holding on to a post, it is alleged that his
bike was hit by a train and that as a result he was
slammed into a nearby stanchion. Obviously it is
tragic that the boy died in that way. That has led to
the formation of a group in the Chelsea area known
as LACIS, which stands for Let's All Cross In Safety.
The group is obviously concerned about safety in the
area, which has 13 crib crossings along a 9-kilometre
stretch of track.
I ask the minister whether any plans are afoot to
make alterations to the design of the crib crossings.
Already one crib crossing, at the corner of
Lyle Avenue and Retreat Avenue in Aspendale, has
an automatic closing gate system. When the trains
come along the gates close automatically, which
means pedestrians are therefore unable to enter the
danger area.
On behalf of my constituents in that area, the
parents of Eric Buren and, of course, the LACIS
group, I ask the minister to consider plans to ensure
tha t these crib crossings are altered for safety
reasons.

Ballarat Centre Against Sexual Assault
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) - I raise with the
minister representing the Minister for Health in the
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other place a matter regarding the Ballarat Centre
Against Sexual Assault, which is currently located in
the former nurses home at the Ballarat Base
Hospital. I ask the minister to try to imagine he is
one of the clients - they can be male or female who is trying to find the centre at the Ballarat Base
Hospital. Victims of assault require two critical
components in counselling - one is confidentiality
and the other is an inviting environment. Recently I
visited the Ballarat Base Hospital in an attempt to
find the Centre Against Sexual Assault there. I can
testify to what has been reported to me, that it is
extremely difficult to find. I had to ask directions
from three different people.
The Ballarat CASA had 302 new clients last yearmen, women, and young, middle-aged and elderly
people. These people required confidentiality and an
appropriate setting. Ballarat CASA has set itself high
standards of practice. The minimum criteria include
centres located in a warm, inviting, non-clinical
environment; the provision of separate waiting
rooms for males and females; a security system, and
privacy in the counselling room. They cannot get
that at the current CASA location.
I ask the minister to consider favourably the request
by Ballarat CASA for funds to be made available to
enable the centre to move to a more appropriate
location in Ballarat. Somewhere near the hospital
would be fine, and preferably in a house with a
warm, inviting and non-threatening environment.
Clients who have contacted me through CASA have
presented compelling reasons for the relocation. I
quote an entry from the CASA disruption diary:
Client presented in a highly anxious and distressed
state after getting lost and haVing to ask two male
strangers where the centre was. The entire therapy
session was spent trying to calm client and address
high anxiety levels.

Victorian Young Farmers: golden jubilee
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) - I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Youth and
Community Services concerning funding for the
Victorian Young Farmers Inc. As many members of
the house will know, the Victorian Young Farmers
organisation will celebrate its golden jubilee this
weekend.

The Young Farmers clubs were founded by Ken
Sillcock, a Department of Agriculture extension
officer, and the senior section was formed in 1947.
The early supervisors there were Mr Hedley Jones,
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brother of Fletcher Jones, and Mr Bill Simpson, a
retired schoolteacher. Those two gentleman devised
an organisation and programs to satisfy the social,
cultural and agricultural needs of young people in
country Victoria through an instruction in practical
agriculture by providing guest speakers from the
Department of Agriculture staff, leading farmers,
field days, participation in agricultural shows and
the like.
An important part of the Victorian Young Farmers
activities is the cultural activities. I refer specifically
to debating, public speaking and meeting
procedures and note that many civic, political and
agripoliticalleaders cut their teeth and received their
basic training through their participation in
Victorian Young Farmers programs. Four current
members of Parliament - the present Minister for
Youth and CommWlity Services, the Minister for
Health, the honourable member for Polwarth, and
me - received their basic training in Victorian
Young Farmers. Former members include Bruce
Evans, a former Deputy Leader of the National
Party; Eddie Hann, also a former Deputy Leader of
the National Party; and former federal members
including Bruce Uoyd, Peter Fischer and many
others.

Leaders in agripolitics including Wally Shaw,
president of the Victorian Farmers Federation, and
Alex Arbuthnot, former president of the Victorian
Farmers Federation, and many others were also
members. We benefited from the social activities and
the interstate and international exchanges. We have
all gained enormously from those opportW1ities and
made many interstate and overseas friends.
The Young Farmers organisation was established by
the Royal Agricultural Society. It grew and
developed well, and at its peak had some 6000
members and four full-time supervisors. Over its
50 years it has made an enormous contribution to
this state and is undoubtedly one of the most
significant youth organisations in country Victoria.
This weekend 1000 people will be celebrating
the 50th anniversary, and many of them will be here
in Parliament House on Sunday afternoon.
I ask the Minister for Youth and CommWlity
Services, who was an active member of this
organisation, to indicate what support the minister
is prepared to give to mark the 50th anniversary of
the Victorian Young Farmers organisation.
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Education: maintenance allowance

Moreland: management

Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - I raise a matter
for attention of the Minister for Education. I seek an
urgent review of the administration of the education
maintenance allowance. This outrageous cash-grab
from the pockets of some of the poorest and neediest
members of the Victorian community has caused
uproar in school communities across Victoria and
among some of the most reputable welfare and
service agencies such as the Salvation Army, the
Good Shepherd Youth and Family Services, the
Smith Family and many others.

Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - I raise for the attention
of the Minister for Planning and Local Government a
stream of approaches to my office by constituents of
nearby electorates concerning the ongoing antics of
Moreland City Council. It is not all bad because the
antics of this group over the past 12 months clearly
led to residents of the City of Hume making a very
clear decision last Saturday to reject the Australian
Labor Party in their council elections. They looked
across the border, saw what had happened in
Moreland and said, 'That's most certainly not for us'.

The action has had a devastating effect on many
families across this state. Public meetings have been
held in communities in such diverse locations as
Traralgon, Deer Park, Laverton and Ballarat. I
attended one such meeting on Monday morning at
which parents spoke of the indignity of having
children in classrooms identified as either having
paid for their excursions or as welfare recipients, as
the disadvantaged members of the community.
Many others at the meeting spoke of the disruption
caused to family budgets by the sudden withdrawal
of half the education maintenance allowance or
EMA. That action followed the ambushing by the
minister of school communities, principals and
administrations on the eve of the return to school at
the start of the school year.

I have watched with considerable amazement as the
Moreland City Council, led by the outgoing mayor,
has spent copious quantities of ratepayers' money
on nothing short of political agendas totally
unrelated to the work of the council or local
government in general. I raise the matter tonight
because the latest complaint I have received about
the Moreland council is really the last straw. Last
week a gentleman who is horrified at what his rates
have been used on dropped into my office an
expensive-looking full-colour magazine - it would
not have been cheap to produce - entitled Moreland
City News and published by the Moreland City
Council. It is nothing short of a party political
magazine for the Australian Labor Party.

However, even worse than that, against both the
spirit and the letter of the voluntary levy policy
schools have pressured parents who have been
reimbursed for their expenditures to contribute
those reimbursements as voluntary levies. Even a
backdown by the minister on those reimbursements
is good enough if parents know nothing about it.
Many parents have missed out completely on
getting any access to the EMA because of the
arbitrary imposition of a deadline.
It is no surprise that the government members have
been running from the public meetings I spoke of.
The honourable member for Ballarat West was
conspicuous by his absence from the Ballarat
meeting, despite having been given considerable
notice of it, and after many requests the minister
refuses to meet with concerned parents.
I ask the minister to sort out the anomalies that have
become so very apparent and to at least meet with
badly affected parents.

An article on the front page by the outgoing mayor,
Cr Mike Hill, even attacks the residents of Melton
for having the audacity to exercise their democratic
right to keep commissioners. It is called democracy!
Although we saw democracy in Melton, the
ratepayers of Moreland are forced to pay for this
rubbish.
I ask the minister to take whatever action is
necessary to protect the ratepayers and the residents
of the City of Moreland. For 12 months they have
been treated very shabbily and have had their rates
misused in an appalling manner. I believe it is about
time the councillors who run the City of Moreland
took a good hard look at themselves. If they cannot
do that, the minister should step in and take a good
hard look for them.

Public transport: tertiary concession card
Ms KOSKY (Altona) - I direct to the attention of
the Minister for Tertiary Education and Training the
cost of the tertiary transport concession card which,
as he would know, has just been increased from $105
to $108, compared with the cost of the secondary
transport concession card, which is $620 - a huge
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difference. The concession card provides only for an
entitlement to purchase a concession fare. Tertiary
students are also disadvantaged by the fact that they
can purchase only monthly, weekly, or daily
concession tickets, whereas secondary students can
purchase the cheaper yearly concession tickets.
In some areas the difference between the cost of
secondary and tertiary concession tickets can be up
to 300 per cent for travelling exactly the same
distance. For example, a student from the eastern
suburbs studying at a city secondary school would
pay an average of $254 per year for transport
whereas a tertiary student would pay an average of
$852.

When the concession fare was introduced, university
education was free and the TEAS scheme was far
more generous. This government, which has
changed many things, has not changed the tertiary
concession fee. Students are now faced with course
fees, cuts to Austudy and increases in transport fees.
No other state in Australia has these costs, and no
evidence has been provided by the government of a
greater capacity of students to pay transport costs.
I ask the minister to take steps to reduce the
outrageous cost of transport concession cards for
tertiary students, thus reducing the financial burden
placed on tertiary students, and to provide an
incentive for them to use rather than avoid public
transport.
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to be able to drive to Stud Park, leave their cars there
or be dropped off, and catch a bus link down
Wellington Road up through Glen Waverley to
integrate with the train system.
At the moment the keenness among the bus
companies is significant. In fact, one of the bus
companies surveyed people in Glen Waverley and
Rowville about how many would actually use the
bus system. The information the bus company
received was overwhelming - so much so that I
believe it is no longer seeking a subsidy for the route
and is prepared to have only a fare box.
I believe this has complicated the issue because a
number of bus companies now want to take over the
bus route. Three or four years ago only one or two
bus companies were prepared to operate the route
with subsidisation, but now a number of companies
are prepared to operate the route purely on the fare
box. We reached the stage last year where a bus
company printed timetables in anticipation of
getting the go-ahead from the Public Transport
Corporation.
The people of Rowville and Glen Waverley have
been incredibly patient over the past four or five
years. I call on the Minister for Transport to make
the hard decision so that we can get an effective
public transport bus link from Rowville to the Glen
Waverley railway station.

Buses: Footscray and Sandringham
Public transport: Rowville
Mr WELLS (Wantima) - I direct to the attention
of the Minister for Public Transport my concern
about the lack of public transport in the Rowville
area. It is a growth area: all the primary schools are
full and the secondary school now has two
campuses, however, people cannot move effectively
on public transport. Rowville would be foreign to
many members of the Labor Party because for the
10 years that they were in government Rowville
received nothing. Roads still had single lanes and
youth services were shocking.
A person from Rowville who wishes to travel on a
train to the city actually has to drive back to either
Ferntree Gully or Dandenong. The people of
Rowville require a bus link from Rowville to the
Glen Waverley station, which would be far more
efficient and effective.
I raised this issue in 1993 and again last May. It is
becoming quite serious. The people of Rowville need

Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - I refer the
Minister for Transport to the proposed privatisation
of the Footscray and Sandringham bus depots. The
issue was discussed at a cabinet meeting last week
and the government intends to make the
announcement tomorrow.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR - A member of the cabinet
leaked the information to the opposition. We will
not name the member of cabinet, but we know who
it is. The information will become public through an
advertisement in the newspaper tomorrow morning.
The government now wants to privatise the two bus
depots that operate under an arrangement which
was entered into in 1993 and which was due to run
until the end of 1998. In 1993 the workers at those
depots were allowed to continue to provide services
to the corporation for a five-year period through to
the end of 1998.
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In the announcement he will make tomorrow the
Minister for Transport will be taking revenge and
being provocative. The minister said today in the
house that he was prepared to re-enter negotiations
and be conciliatory. At the same time his henchmen
in the corporation were implementing this secret,
underhand, cold-blooded action so that the workers
at the Footscray and Sandringham depots will be
thrown to the wolves.
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paid the farmers for the milk they picked up and
threw out. The problem is now affecting many of the
farmers who are involved in beef production. Firstly,
they cannot sell any beef cattle for at least 42 days
after the inoculation of the cattle. The major
difficulty will be getting enough buyers in the
Goulbum Valley to buy their cattle. Some of the
farmers are suffering extreme hardship, particularly
financially. The other day I was talking to a farmer
who had 400 cattle. At this time of the year he would
normally sell 150 but now there is no market for
them.

In 1993 the employees who worked for the
corporation in that section of the bus route service
were treated in a particular way, but the government
is now reneging on that process. It is stabbing them
in the back. Its actions are a precursor to the
government's plan, which the Treasurer will
implement, of dipping into the superannuation
funds. We know the government will not give
guarantees to the workers in the Public Transport
Corporation that their superannuation entitlements
will be protected. That is part of the process to be
implemented when the depots at Footscray and
Sandringham are privatised. The minister has come
into the house in his new suit and new glasses, but
they do not hide his real intent, which is stabbing
workers in the back.

I ask the minister whether it may be possible, as we
did in the recovery period after the floods in the
Goulbum Valley, to provide a community worker to
help the people who are in desperate straits to work
out their future and their finances and make them
realise that somebody cares for them. It was not their
fault that anthrax hit the Goulbum Valley and has
given them what they certainly did not want - an
unsure future for their cattle and their properties. Of
course, many of them have mortgages with the
banks. I ask the minister whether it might be
possible to provide a community worker to help the
people who find themselves in a desperate situation.

Anthrax: Goulburn Valley

Responses

Mr KILGOUR (Shepparton) - I ask the Minister
for Youth and Community Services whether any
help can be given to the people in my electorate who
have been suffering because of the desperate
situation on their farms following the outbreak of
anthrax in the Goulbum Valley, particularly in
February and March. The disease affected a lot of
cattle in an area surrounding Tatura, and a great
deal of work was done by Agriculture Victoria and
local veterinarians to ensure that stock were
inoculated and the disease did not spread as it may
have if the work had not been done.

Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - The honourable member for
Tullamarine raised a matter regarding the Moreland
City News and has since given me a copy of the
February 1997 edition. I have to say that, unlike the
honourable member, my brief reading of the
paper - I read it briefly in a disorderly way in the
house in contravention of the standing orders does not suggest to me that it is a Labor Party
publication. I do not think the Labor Party would
accept much of what is published in it; it comes from
a perspective that is far more to the left than that. I
think the Labor Party would reject most of what is in
it.

Anthrax has affected 84 properties in the Goulbum
Valley. Cattle on 590 properties have been
vaccinated against the disease. Over the past couple
of months more than 200 cattle have been confirmed
as having died from anthrax. Four sheep also died
because of the disease. A tremendous amount of
work has been done on vaccination, with more than
7400 cattle and 2600 sheep having been vaccinated
throughout the Goulbum Valley area to try to stop
the disease.
The dairy companies have been extremely
responsible in supporting the dairy farmers who
have lost beasts because of the disease; they have

However, in view of the honourable member's
concern, I will certainly draw the matter to the
attention of the Auditor-General, who, of course,
will be responsible for auditing the accounts of all
municipal councils and is doubtless looking forward
to the challenge of making sure that the
$3000 million a year that is spent by local councils in
Victoria is well and properly spent. I have to say that
many members of this Parliament will be looking
forward to reading the reports of the
Auditor-General on local government. Certainly
they will be looking forward to reading those
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reports far more than the reports he might write on
state government activities.
The honourable member for Richmond - I do not
know that I will ever get quite used to calling him
the honourable member for Richmond - raised
what he described as a highly irregular amendment
in relation to the offer of Crown land in exchange for
some ability to subdivide land in the Oandenong
Ranges area. It was not in my view an irregular
amendment, but a number of amendments were
considered. The honourable member was gracious
enough to mention that there was the gift of land to
the Crown. I will certainly look at the file and see if I
can get more detailed answers to the matters raised
by the honourable member.
As to the gentleman he mentioned - I read it in the
papers, but it did not even ring a bell then - a
Mr Keith Thomas, who is characterised both as
being connected with K.G. Thomas Real Estate,
which apparently acted as the agent in the earlier
sale of the property, and possibly also as having
acted as an adviser to the property owner who made
the application, I do not have any knowledge of
having ever met Mr Thomas, but obviously, since
there are many people I meet from time to time, that
will have to be checked more carefully. I shall check
to see whether I have met Mr Thomas or whether he
has had any connection with me in either this matter
or any other matters.
Fire buffer zones are a concept which come
primarily from the national consideration of
building regulations. Fire buffer zones are being
mapped and plotted to enable special building
regulations to be introduced, so that where
buildings, especially domestic buildings, are placed
in areas that are not likely to require special building
regulations for the sealing of the under-floor area or
eaves those fire areas are plotted by the amount of
vegetation in a given area. Indeed, there is a
bushfire-prone area map which shows the Royal
Botanic Gardens in Melbourne as a bushfire-prone
area because under the national standard for
plotting bushfire-prone areas any area of trees and
undergrowth, whether disciplined or undisciplined,
of that magnitude is immediately classified as being
a bushfire-prone area.
I use that as an illustration to point out that
honourable members should not always believe that
because it appears under a formula it is sensible. In
Victoria we are trying to persuade our national
colleagues - we will be adopting a particular
view - that the bushfire-prone zones or areas
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plotted on maps are such that they should actually
be special building zoned areas where appropriate
building regulations are introduced for the
construction of buildings.
The bushfire-prone areas to which the honourable
member referred in the Dandenongs were in effect a
system by which the former government prevented
people from adding to their houses. In other words,
a family with a new child was prevented from
building an additional bedroom onto the house
because it was a bushfire-prone area. The trouble
was that nobody offered the family compensation.
The then Department of Conservation and Natural
Resources did not want families to improve the
value of their properties in case one day it decided to
buy those properties.
On close examination most of those classifications
were completely bogus - they had nothing to do
with whether houses were in the bushfire-prone
areas. If the department believed areas should be
added to parkland or act as a buffer zone to
parkland or property in public ownership, it
identified those properties and made a
Valuer-General's valuation to the owners of the
properties, but that could not be continued. The
scandal was that for year after year people were
neither offered compensation nor given any
consideration; they were simply prevented from
making ordinary improvements to their houses.

I do not know the details of it now - obviously it
was an amendment passed by Parliament - but if a
property was not in a bushfire-prone area the
classification may have been taken away from it as
part of an effort to clarify the government's desire to
place restrictions on people's ability to add extra
bedrooms or other rooms onto their houses or
replace the houses from time to time if that were
their wish. If the government does not want people
to do that it should be ready to make a fair offer of
compensation to purchase the properties under the
ordinary rules that exist for all sorts of other
properties.
The honourable member may be aware that people
with property at Phillip Island are stuck in the
planning scheme process with no offers of
compensation and no right to claim it. They simply
have to wait for upwards of 30 years until their
hardship cases reach the top of the pile. That is
unfair to them. Admittedly they are paying only half
rates, but they are still paying rates on properties
they cannot use for any reasonable purpose. They
may still be receiving fire clearance notices, yet
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no-one is prepared to step forward and make offers
of compensation for land which will be taken into
public ownership. Where those rules exist I ask the
acquiring authority or the hosting authority that
wants the classification to certify in writing to me
that it stands ready to make a fair offer at the
Valuer-General's value if the owner of the property
seeks to have such an offer made. I think that is the
fairest way to approach it.
There is an enormous backlog. As the Minister for
Transport would know, the Fishermans and
Cemetery estate near Hastings had been jammed for
20 years. It was not until I was able, together with
the Momington shire, to rezone the area for public
purposes and to make a fair offer to the purchasers
that the problem was solved. They were all made
offers. About half of them accepted, and the land has
now been transferred to the local council to look
after as a gift from the state government.
These problems exist all over the place, but some
people have been treated disgracefully over the
years. I cannot confirm whether the property in
question is in that category, but if the property was
in the bushfire-prone zone, the classification should
have been removed. I will look at the file and check
to see whether I have had any dealings with
Mr Thomas or whether there have been any
meetings about the matter. If there have been, I will
advise the honourable member of the circumstances
and the nature of the representations, and perhaps
we can follow up the matter further.
Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - The
honourable member for Carrum drew to my
attention the recent tragic death of 13-year-old Eric
Buren at a crib crossing near Showers Avenue,
Chelsea. I was made aware of his death on the day it
occurred. I am well aware of the area because I
travel backwards and forwards beside that railway
line most days. The tragedy - Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mr COOPER - The honourable member for
Thomastown is giggling and laughing about a
tragedy of monumental proportions involving the
death of a 13-year-old boy. I should have thought
the honourable member for Thomastown would
have been able to keep his worst emotions in check.
This tragedy needs to be addressed. The problem is
that we are dealing with the effects of a decade of
monumental negligence of level crossings and
pedestrian railway crossings by the previous Labor
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government. Although the number of fatalities at
level crossings and pedestrian railway crossings is
fewer than the number of other road fatalities, a
tragedy such as this concentrates the public's
concern on the number of pedestrian gates and level
crossings throughout Victoria.
The allocation of funds and the priority for the
crossings are matters for Vicroads. It arrives at its
priority lists in consultation with the PTc. The
factors taken into account with regard to that
priority listing include daily train traffic, train
speeds, the number of previous accidents in the area
and so on. It will come as no surprise to learn that
the department has a large backlog of crossings that
certainly need attention.
My predecessor and the Minister for Roads and
Ports in the other place announced funding for this
current financial year of $1 million; that has been
spent on 12 projects. The locations where
improvements have occurred are at Rosanna,
Donnybrook, Seaford, Prahran, Middle Brighton,
Broadford and Traralgon.
I know the honourable member for Carrum will
want something more specific on this matter. The
government will certainly examine the crib crossings
in that stretch along the
Carrum-Chelsea-Aspendale-Edithvale foreshore
area to see what can be done in the next 12 months.
In particular, I will ask the PTC to investigate the
crib crossing adjacent to Showers A venue.
The honourable member for Wantima has
previously raised the issue of a Rowville to Glen
Waverley bus service. As he said, he had hoped it
would be resolved by now. I became aware of the
matter upon taking up my position as minister early
this year, and I know two bus companies are
competing for that service. As the honourable
member said, the service will not receive a
government subsidy but will be funded from the
fare box. Therefore the reasons for delay in approval
are beyond me; it should not have been delayed for
so long. I assure the honourable member that
tomorrow I will follow up the matter with the
department and try to get an answer as quickly as
possible. I am confident I will be able to give him a
prompt answer. I am aware how keen he is to get
that service: he has put a lot of energy into the
matter. I will do everything I can to support him in
getting the service up and running.
The matter brought to my attention by the
honourable member for Thomastown concerned the
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sale of Met Bus. The honourable member said an
agreement was in place for Met Bus to remain as it is
until the end of 1998. He says the action of the
government in advertising the sale of Met Bus is
motivated by revenge and that the government is
being secretive and acting in an underhanded
manner. The shame is that there is no such
agreement. I challenge the honourable member to
produce the alleged agreement. If he alleges the
agreement is secret and underhand, obviously the
honourable member has again demonstrated he has
not bothered to read the policy of the coalition
parties as announced prior to the last state election,
because the sale of Met Bus was an election promise
by this government. That promise will now be put
into practice.
I remind the honourable member that the future of
Met Bus was raised during the negotiations for a
reform agreement with the transport unions. The
unions said Met Bus should be retained in public
ownership. We said we would consider that. We
made the firm offer during those negotiations that
we would retain it in public ownership provided the
unions could prevail upon their members in Met Bus
to bring the costs of the operation of the service close
to the benchmarks established for the private bus
industry. I was given assurances by Lou Di Gregorio
and Peter Parkinson that that could be done. Part of
the offer the government made to the unions in the
new transport reform agreement was to back down
from its policy and retain Met Bus in public
ownership, but the unions rejected that offer.
If the honourable member for Thomastown is

concerned about the fact that the government is now
putting one of its policies into place he should go
back to the public transport union negotiators and
ask them why they rejected an offer to retain Met
Bus in public ownership. It is clear the union rejected
the offer, which was withdrawn by me as minister
on Sunday afternoon of the long weekend, as all
honourable members will recall, and the
government is going ahead and will implement its
policy. There is nothing secret or underhand about
it. The only surprise is that the honourable member
for Thomastown has again revealed himself as very
ignorant.

Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - The honourable member
for Pascoe Vale raised with me as representative of
the Minister for Health in this place the Ballarat
Centre Against Sexual Assault facilities. CASAs
across Victoria do a good job providing services to
people, whether they be men, women or children,
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who are victims of sexual abuse or assault. It is a
delicate area that requires a great amount of
sensitivity when dealing with clients. I agree with
the honourable member for Pascoe Vale that CASA
services need to be accessible and confidential and
have appropriate facilities, given the sensitivity
involved and the distress victims are facing.
She described as inadequate the current facilities
used by the Ballarat centre, which are located in part
of the Ballarat Base Hospital complex and referred to
the need for improved facilities. I shall pass that
message on to the Minister for Health. He is the local
member and I am sure he will give the matter due
consideration.
The honourable member for Rodney asked me
whether I could help the Victorian Young Farmers
organisation in its continuing work of prOviding
services for young people in rural Victoria. He
mentioned that the VYF is celebrating its golden
anniversary this weekend. I know the honourable
member has played a significant part in organising
the celebrations that will be held at Essendon
Airport and also in the grounds of Parliament
House. Nearly 2000 former young farmers will be
attending those celebrations, and I am pleased to say
that I am one of them. I was a member of the
Whittlesea and Hamilton branches and spent some
time on the executive and state council. I also was
deputy state president of the movement.
A number of people who grew up in rural areas
appreciate the work of the movement in developing
young farmers' skills and enabling them to take their
places in the local and broader communities. In view
of the VYF's work in youth leadership development
programs I am pleased to advise the honourable
member for Rodney - and I will be announcing it
this weekend - that I will be prOviding it with
$6000 to fund a statewide leadership development
program. This will help fund 3 state training events,
10 regional training events and a special youth
issues forum that will be conducted by the VYF to
help promote leadership development among rural
youth. It will be a positive program that shows the
government looks after rural Victoria.
The honourable member for Shepparton raised with
me the aftermath of the anthrax outbreak in the
Tatura area. In my former life I was a veterinarian,
so I followed the anthrax outbreak with interest. I
pay tribute to Agriculture Victoria, all the private
veterinarians and the other people involved who did
an excellent job in dealing with that very significant
animal health outbreak involving the 84 properties
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where affected animals died and 590 properties
where 74 000 cattle and 2600 sheep were vaccinated.
As the honourable member said, the private
practitioners in Tatura, Or Chris Werner and Dr lan
Gill, worked very closely with agriculture
department officers from throughout the state who
were involved in containing the outbreak.
The honourable member raised with me the effect a
significant event like this has on the broader
community. It affects not only the farmers and their
families - we often forget about the farmers'
spouses and children who are affected by these
traumatic events - but the broader community as
well. This event affected the whole Tatura
community and surrounding districts. As the
honourable member said, it could be likened to a
flood situation or the January bushfires in the
Dandenong Ranges. In those circumstances the
government is able to provide a response that deals
not only with the disaster itself but also with the
aftermath within the community. It provides
cOWlSelling for individual people who need advice
and assistance, for businesses - in this case farmers
and agribusinesses who may be affected - and also
for children. It also gives support to the community
to rebuild and reinvigorate itself.
I am pleased to say that following the strong
representations from the honourable member for
Shepparton and his upper house colleagues Bill
Baxter and Jeanette Powell I will, as Minister for
Community Services, provide funding for a
community development worker to be employed
through the City of Greater Shepparton to work in
the Tatura area as part of the community
development response. Funding for that position
will start on 24 March and will be available until
30 June.

Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - The
honourable member for Footscray referred to the
education maintenance allowance and particularised
some citizens in the Ballarat area who are concerned
about it. The government contributed something like
$32 million per annum to the education maintenance
allowance. It is appropriate to point out that there
has been no diminution in the funding commitment.
The assertion made by the honourable member that
there had been cuts or a cash grab, as he put it, is a
straight-out lie. There has been no - The SPEAKER - Order! The minister cannot
accuse the honourable member for Footscray of
telling a lie. He must couch his words in
parliamentary terms.
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Mr GUDE - He unfortunately misrepresented
the truth - again. On this occasion the government
has split the funding in half - that is, 50 per cent
direct to the parents and 50 per cent to the schools.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr GUDE - It is very interesting that the
honourable member should interject that the
government does not trust parents when it is this
government that has transferred 90 per cent of the
entire education vote into the hands of the school
community. I remind the honourable member that it
is still school councils and parents who have control
over about $2 billion worth of education funds in
this state - it is not the bureaucrats but the parents
who are running the school communities. The
honourable member also made some assertions with
respect to voluntary levies. I shall make the position
absolutely clear again. I have done so on a number
of occasions but the honourable member is either
dumb, stupid or just does not listen - or all three of
the above!

The government's position is that it continues to
support the voluntary levy. I understand that is still
the Labor Party's position also. However, I find it
curious and I am a smidgin confused because the
honourable member has given a reference to
Or Tony Townsend from Monash University to
assist him with an education policy. Clearly the
honourable member is inept and not capable of
developing one himself. I understand both the
honourable member and Or Townsend support the
process of means testing parents in Victoria. I note
the honourable member is not denying that that is
the Labor Party's secret agenda. I have a copy of the
Townsend letter if you want me to bring it out one
day. I am happy to do so in the fullness of time;
when it suits me.
Mr Mildenhall interjected.
Mr GUDE - The honourable member can bring
forward any information to the department which
would indicate that any parent has been treated
unfairly with the education maintenance allowance.
He asserts that schools have required funds to be
compulsorily levied rather than voluntarily levied. I
ask the honourable member to make those letters
available. If you have them, bring them in here
tomorrow and I will have them investigated for you
tomorrow. I am happy to do it. Bring your
wheelbarrow in; if you can't afford one I will buy it
for you. Let us have the letters brought in because
although there is an enormous amount of
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correspondence in a large portfolio like education
this is not one of the issues that causes much concern.
Unlike the honourable member for Footscray, the
government is about smoothing out the process to
assist parents and not taking funds away from them.
We are about making life easier for them. I suggest
that the member concentrate on the task at hand and
not cause unnecessary concern in the community.
While he is doing that the Kennett government will
get on with providing quality education in the best
way possible.
I am reminded of the tardiness of the Labor Party in
government when it came to the state of our schools.
There was a $700 million backlog in maintenance
programs. It was the legacy of a decade of Labor
unenlightenment. Education standards went down
as the Labor Party turned its back on children. For
that reason, the honourable member ought to bow
his head in shame.
Mr HONEYWOOD (Minister for Tertiary
Education and Training) - It is occasionally
beneficial to all to answer a question with a question.
In addressing the concerns of the honourable
member for Altona about the concession card rate, I
should ask the following: which state government
introduced the concession card? It was, in fact, the
previous state Labor government. Having
introduced the card, which previous federal
government introduced compulsory tuition fees for
all tertiary education students? It was, of course, the
previous Hawke-Keating government. Therefore, in
answering two of her key criticisms it is beneficial to
point out that it was the previous Labor
governments, both federally and at the state level,
that caused the duress we are currently experiencing.

Having established that fact, the ultimate irony in
the question of the honourable member for Altona
was the point she raised about people who live in
the eastern suburbs. We have discovered that the
Dawkins higher education plan involved the
philosophy of ensuring that the provision of bigger
universities prevailed over the idea of taking
education to where people lived.
One of the hallmarks of this government - as you,
Mr Speaker, would be well aware from the recent
opening of a campus in your electorate - is its
taking education to and establishing university
campuses in areas where people live. Under this
government it is much easier for young people to
gain access to higher education than it was under
previous state or federal governments.
Having established that, it is worthwhile pointing
out that higher education students have a much
higher recreation need; their need to gain access to
part-time employment is greater and therefore they
are more frequent users of the public transport
system than secondary school students. Therefore
there may well be a justification for a minor
differential, as currently exists between the
concession card rate for higher education students
and the secondary card rate.
The SPEAKER - Order! The house stands
adjourned until next day.
House adjourned 11.06 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. S. J. Plowman) took the chair
at 10.05 a.m. and read the prayer.

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

Careless driving
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
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introducing new and enlarged commercial elements
and in particular an increase in roofed accommodation
including a 150 bed 3-4 star serviced lodge, a 45-bed
group walker lodge and assorted serviced outstations,
huts/ camps.
Your petitioners therefore pray that Wilsons
Promontory National Park be managed in accordance
with the provision of the National Parks Act to
conserve and protect the park in its natural condition
and that proposals which will change the character of
the park be abandoned.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Ms McCaIl (151 signatures)
Laid on table.

The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the
State of Victoria sheweth that the law relating to the
offence of careless driving is unsatisfactory.
Your petitioners therefore pray that the law relating to
careless driving be changed to provide for heavy
penalties for persons whose careless driving causes
death.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr John (9978 signatures)

Dunolly hospital

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Frankston be considered next day on
motion of Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition).

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986Revocation of the Code of Accepted Fanning
Practice for the Welfare of Domestic Fowl
approved by the Governor in Council on 20
August 1985

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

Code of Accepted Fanning Practice for the Welfare
of Poultry (Revision Number 1)

The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the
state of Victoria sheweth:

Revocation of the Code of Accepted Fanning
Practice for the Welfare of Cattle approved by the
Governor in Council on 17 February 1981 and the
amendment to the Code approved by the
Governor in Council on 5 August 1986

The people of Dunolly and district seek that all hospital
and nursing home services be maintained at the
Dunolly hospital at the 1996 level and that the number
of staffing positions are not reduced (especially as these
jobs are vital to the district's economy).
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Cameron (2403 signatures)

Wilsons Promontory National Park
To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the
Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled:
The humble petition of certain citizens of the state of
Victoria sheweth concerns over proposals to change the
use of Wilsons Promontory National Park by

Code of Accepted Fanning Practice for the Welfare
of Cattle (Victoria) (Revision Number 1)
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 - Minister's
exemption certificate in relation to Statutory Rule
No. 111997.

INTERGRAPH DISPATCH SYSTEM
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - I desire to move
that the house do now adjourn for the purpose of
discussing a definite matter of urgent public
importance - namely, the failure of the Intergraph
dispatch system to meet emergency demands during
the Dandenong Ranges bushfires in January this
year.
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Mr Gude interjected.
Required number of members rose indicating
approval of motion being put.
Mr HAERMEYER (Yan Yean) - I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

During January this year together with the Leader of
the Opposition I had occasion to visit the
Oandenong Ranges in the aftermath of the bushfires.
We had the opportunity of talking to some of the
emergency service workers in the area while they
were mopping up after those tragic fires. The fires in
the Oandenongs were extremely tragic for a large
number of people who lived in the area. It resulted
in the sad loss of life of a number of people as well
as the loss of homes. A person's home is their safety
and security; losing a home is one of the most
traumatic events an individual can face in a lifetime.
The bushfires tragically left an indelible stain on the
hearts of many Victorians.
At the same time, I also felt a warm inner glow at the
way the Victorian community pulls together in
circumstances that test us all. People opened their
hearts and their purses with donations and
volunteers gave so much so professionally and
tirelessly. The CFA, the SES, the St John Ambulance
Service, the Salvation Army and the Red Cross all
gave greatly of their skills, services, time and effort.
This state would be a lot worse off if it were not for
the dedication and professionalism of the people
who serve in emergency organisations. Full-time
career firefighters from the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade also put their lives and safety at risk and
other emergency services, such as the police, the
ambulance service and those of the Department of
Natural Resources and Environment were all there
pitching in. It is a great credit to the professionalism,
courage, heart and dedication of our emergency
services.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I appeal to honourable
members to have some courtesy for the member
speaking. If they wish to have audible conversations
they should do so outside the chamber. That applies
to both sides of the house.
Mr HAERMEYER - May Hansard note that
while I was attesting to the professionalism, courage
and dedication of our emergency services, the
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Minister for Police and Emergency Services said, 'It
is a wank'.
Victoria is one of the most fire-prone areas on earth.
It has had the Ash Wednesday and Black Friday
bushfires, and the Oandenongs have been ravaged
by bushfires many times. We owe a lot to our
emergency services. During the Ash Wednesday
bushfires the Panton Hill CFA brigade in my
electorate lost an entire crew. A lot of lessons have
been learned since Ash Wednesday, and it was
heartening to see that during the Oandenong fires
they were put to effective use. However, despite the
precision training, split-second timing and
dedication of our firefighters, police, ambulance,
state emergency services and other volunteer and
emergency service organisations, because of the
arrogance of this government and the incompetence
of this minister they are forced to put up with an
emergency services communications system which
is disgracefully shonky, seriously undermines the
effectiveness of our emergency services and places
the lives of emergency workers and other Victorians
at great risk.
The Oandenong fires were the worst in Victoria
since Ash Wednesday 14 years ago. We have just
gone through the most dangerous fire season since
1993. The emergency services were really put to the
test during this season and showed that they have
learned a great deal in 14 years. However, as it has
on so many occasions, the Intergraph dispatch
system - the privatised rabble that this government
has put in place to run our emergency
communications system -let us down. In the
middle of the biggest emergency Victoria has faced
since 1983 the communications system - the
linchpin in running and holding together all
emergency services so everything functions as it
should - collapsed.
I refer to a print-out of 20 January 1997 from the fire
brigade's own Firecom system. This was recorded at
1910 hours - that is, 7.10 in the evening:
P25 in station
To all stations all zones. Log off Firecom and remain off
until further notice. It is slowing Firecom system
down ...

The entire Intergraph communications system that
was coordinating the police, the ambulance and the
MFB people up there in the Oandenongs just
collapsed - poof! - and disappeared off the screen.
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In the middle of such an emergency that is an
absolutely appalling - -
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recommendations and actions on the outstanding items
and noted the implementation of critical items
necessary to the maintain current service standards.

Mr E. R. Smith interjected.
Mr HAERMEYER - The print-out from the
Firecom communications system - your own
Intergraph system. 'What is your source?', the
honourable member for Glen Waverley asked,
Where do they get these bozos from?
It is only luck that more lives were not lost and more

property was not destroyed during these fires.
During our most serious emergency in 14 years, the
emergency communications system let us down. On
record are more than 1000 complaints from fire
officers, more than 1000 complaints from ambulance
officers and I understand a similar number of
complaints from police officers about failures in the
system. They are the people out in the field. Why
doesn't the minister side with his firefighters, his
police, his ambulance officers and his SES workers
instead of siding with the money-hungry little
crooks who run Intergraph?
The Chief Fire Officer for the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade, Mr Jeff Godfredson, is reported in the
Herald Sun of 24 January as saying:
And Metropolitan Fire Brigade chief officer, Jeff
Godfredson, admitted the Intergraph breakdown
meant fire chiefs were getting information hours late.

In a fire minutes and even seconds can mean the
difference between life and death, and the
emergency services were getting this information
hours late. He then went on to say:
The computer system linking the MFB's emergency
operations centre with Intergraph was scrapped and a
manual system using the phone replaced it.

We went back to the old typewriters and the quills:
'I am quite open about the fact that the data
communication between Intergraph and us failed and
that is totally unsatisfactory, Mr Godfredson said.

The Metropolitan Fire Brigade Board expressed in a
boardroom minute of February 1996 in reference to
phase 3 of the BEST project:
The DCFO outlined phase 3 of the BEST project and in
particular some 29 items currently outstanding and
requiring resolution. The board accepted the OCFO's

They are saying a whole lot of outstanding items
would need to be fixed to simply get the system up
to current service standards - that is, the old system
they were working with, not even all these great
innovations we were promised by Intergraph when
it came in to run the system.
In response to Mr Godfredson's concern about the
Metropolitan Fire Brigade Intergraph dispatch
system collapsing during the Ash Wednesday bush
fires, the Premier, in his usual glowing way,
expressed confidence in the system. When will he
take the side of the Victorian people instead of the
crooks in corporate boardrooms?
In an article in the Herald Sun of 24 January,

Mr Kennett was reported as expressing confidence
in the Intergraph dispatch system, saying that it was
performing fairly well. He said he had kept in
contact with the situation through his office - he
was interstate during the fires - and through the
head of the Country Fire Authority, who told him
that the communications system had worked better
this time than ever before. The Premier seems to
have ignored the fact that Intergraph was not
operated by the CFA.
In October last year, the CFA put the Intergraph
system on hold, three days before the authority was
due to go onto it. That was despite the government
putting out a glowing press release in November
saying that the CFA had confidence in the ability of
the new Intergraph dispatch system. Under the
heading 'CFA puts Intergraph on hold' an article in
the Herald Sun of 3 October 1996 reported that
Mr Grant Griffiths, the chief executive officer of
Intergraph:
... shares the view of CFA management that it is in the
best interests of the Victorian community to now delay
the proposed cut over until after the 1996-97 fire season.
CFA chairman Len Foster said the decision to postpone
the integration was 'tough but necessary to ensure full
priority is given to preparations for the forthcoming
major fire season'.

The CFA was not confident that the new system
would do the job it was supposed to do. There were
admissions by the chief executive officer of the
Intergraph system that the system was not working,
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yet the government proceeded full steam ahead with
its introduction.
Since the introduction of Intergraph into the MFB in
1994, every phase of its implementation has been
behind schedule. Throughout North America the
system has had problems wherever it has been
introduced. In Toronto it ended up 18 months
behind schedule. Despite time and again receiving
reports of the communications system's failures, the
government continues to proceed with its
implementation. We have reports of ambulances
turning up 70 minutes late, of people dying as a
result of ambulances failing to turn up on time and
fire brigades not turning up either on time or at the
right locations.
The opposition has been telling the government
about this since 1993, but it has refused to listen. At
first we were told the system had teething
problems - but the child is now three years old. It
will reach old age, it will be a pensioner and still
have teething problems, although of a different
nature! This is systematic incompetence.
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The SPEAKER - Order! I remind the
honourable member that the motion is absolutely
specific in dealing with the bushfires in the
Dandenong Ranges in January this year. His
remarks have been fairly general in building up his
case, but he must now come back to the motion and
stay with it.
Mr HAERMEYER - I take your point,
Mr Speaker. I have been pointing out that the
problems that occurred during the bushfires
following the introduction of the system did not
come out of the blue. The government had received
warnings from the emergency services time and
again. Those same emergency services had
experienced the problems that were experienced
during the bushfires in January. The ambulance
service was hamstrung during the bushfires and was
unable to properly dispatch its responsibilities. The
police force was unable to properly dispatch its
responsibilities because the emergency services
communications system failed in the ways I have
previously described. It is a totally unacceptable
situation, yet the minister says BEST has nothing to
do with the ambulance system.

Mr Baker - It is endemic.
Mr HAERMEYER - It is absolutely endemic.
Officers of the Metropolitan Fire Brigade have
returned 1000 Bureau of Emergency Services
Telecommunication (BEST) observation reports
itemising complaints about the system. They deal
with fire brigade units being sent to incorrect
Melway addresses, being turned out when police
vehicles have been called for, and being given the
wrong priority - as well as the associated problems
with ambulances.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition will have
more to say about the crooked and thoroughly
corrupt way in which Intergraph got the contract
with the Metropolitan Ambulance Service.

Mr W. D. McGrath - I said your motion has
nothing to do with the ambulance service. You are
talking about bushfires.
Mr HAERMEYER - The minister is a nice bloke,
but he is in above his head. He is completely
incapable of coping. Shortly after the bushfires in the
Dandenong Ranges three of the senior executives of
Intergraph resigned. One has to ask: was that action
related to what occurred during the fires? Was that
related to the complete inability of the system to
function properly? In a report in the Herald Sun of
19 January 1997 the following appears:
Chief executive officer, Grant Griffiths, head of
operations, Gary Bertuch, and chief financial officer,
Steve Nicols, all quit on Friday.

Mr W. D. McGrath interjected.
Mr HAERMEYER - The Minister for Police and
Emergency Services says it has nothing to do with
the ambulance service. His comment demonstrates
that he is not on top of his portfolio. Some people in
the CFA refer to the system as 'third best'. The
minister says it has nothing to do with the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service! BEST - 'worst'
may be a better description -looks after the
ambulance, fire brigade and police services and the
SES. Ambulances have been turning up up to
70 minutes late.

That would have been Friday 17 January, very
shortly after the complete collapse of the Intergraph
system during the bushfires.
Mr W. D. McGrath - Mr Speaker, on a point of
order, I would like the honourable member to clarify
that the three people who resigned on 17 January
resigned after the bushfires.
The SPEAKER - Order! I think the honourable
member is drawing the inference that it was because
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of the performance during the bushfires that the
three people resigned.
Mr HAERMEYER - The point I am making is
that the Intergraph system was totally unprepared
for the bushfires, that it was totally incapable of
coping with them, and that over a number of years it
had been shown to be incapable of coping. The
failure of the system to perform and the corrupt way
in which Intergraph got a contract worth virtually
hundreds of millions of dollars may have been
behind the resignations to which I refer. I shall quote
further from the Herald Sun of 19 January 1997, in
which an interview with an Intergraph employee is
reported:
However, senior Intergraph sources said the three
major resignations would have a devastating effect on
the company and its ability to operate properly. 'There
will be a further substantial spate of resignations over
the next three to six weeks' ... 'The entire emergency
services communications system could be placed in
jeopardy ... '

This is an ongoing saga. It is not going to stop. It is
not just teething problems; you do not have teething
problems for three years! The January bushfires in
the Dandenongs will not be the last. As I said,
Victoria is the most fire-prone state in Australia and
one of the most fire-prone places in the world. We
will continue to be under serious threat of major
bushfires. They cannot always be prevented. All we
can do is ensure that our emergency services, all of
which have to be involved in fighting emergencies,
are properly equipped to respond when required to
do so.
The problem is that none of the so-called teething
problems with Intergraph are being ironed out. We
will continue to have fire brigades turning up at the
wrong addresses; police being sent to cold burglaries
when there are more important things for them to
do; police pursuits going on for 10 or 15 minutes,
when there would be no need for them to do so if
Intergraph realised police units along the way might
be able to intercept; and to hear of people dying
because it takes 70 minutes for ambulances to arrive.
The failings of the system really come to the fore not
when isolated emergencies such as someone who
has suffered a heart attack or overdosed on drugs or
a house fire occur but when emergencies such as the
bushfires in the Dandenongs, which affect a large
area and a large number of people, occur.
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The system collapsed when it was put to its biggest
test. Fortunately, the service that was at the forefront
of fighting the Dandenong fires - that is, the
Country Fire Authority - did not go on-line with
Intergraph. I dare say had the CFA relied on
Intergraph to provide its communications in the
Oandenongs during those fires, we would have had
a far bigger tragedy on our hands. Yet the Premier
continues to support the corrupt sham.
Mr Baker - Half the front bench have shares in
the company! It's outrageous!
Mr HAERMEYER - We do have to ask why
they continue to stick with Intergraph. Their
firefighters, the police and the ambulance drivers are
telling them the system is rubbish; it does not work.
Even the Victoria Police Association has expressed
its extreme concern about the way the system works.
The then assistant secretary of the Victoria Police
Association, Senior Sergeant Paul Mullett, said the
Intergraph system has to go. Members of the police
association are experiencing the same problems with
Intergraph as every other emergency service is
experiencing.
The company got in through the back door by way
of the Metropolitan Ambulance Service. Grant
Griffiths, who became the chief executive officer of
Intergraph, worked on the consultancy that
determined who would get the contract in the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service. Once that
happened, the Bureau of Emergency Services
Telecommunications was pretty much locked in to
buying an inferior system because the ambulance
service had already gone its own way.
There needs to be a proper, open and fully
accountable inquiry into what has gone on. Of all the
instances of corruption under this government this
one stinks the most, because its puts lives at risk. Yet
the minister continues to stick up for Intergraph and
not to stick up for the Victorian people or the service
chiefs.
As I said, the minister is totally out of his depth. I am
sure he wanted to resign before the last election, and
many of his National Party colleagues are saying
that he should have. However, at the moment the
Premier will not let him resign because he knows he
will not withstand a by-election in Wimmera. That is
really the only reason this minister remains.
I implore this minister and this government to just
for once put the interests of Victorians, particularly
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emergency service workers, ahead of the shonky
deals and corrupt mates - do something in the
public interest. Stop trying to cover up. Let us get to
the bottom of what is going on in Intergraph.
It is probably best expressed in an editorial in the
Age of 24 January, which points out that Intergraph's

Victorian contracts now are worth more than
$240 million - that is what we are paying this pack
of corrupt imbeciles. The editorial says also:
The Age has not opposed the introduction of private
operators into areas previously run by the state, where
such a change can be shown over time to benefit the
community. But when a privately run emergency
dispatch system that purported to do everything from
redistributing electorates -

we need to find out more about that one to identifying suitable sites for bank branches is
reported to lose track of the fire brigades at a bushfire
and be unable to locate Melbourne's main hospitals, it
is surely time to rethink. The state government should
institute an independent and public inquiry into
Intergraph's performance.

That is exactly what the opposition has been saying
since 1994. The editorial goes on to ask:
Can the present system be made to work more reliably?
Are more staff and resources required? Or, should
Intergraph be abandoned and replaced? We need to
know, and quickly.

They are the critical questions, because the system is
not working. We need to get to the bottom of the
problem. For once let's do something in the public
interest instead of just covering our own backs.
Mr Thwaites - Did you get that tie at the mardi
gras?
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Minister for Police and
Emergency Services) - I am appreciative of the
interjection, which shows that the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition knows what sorts of ties were being
worn at the mardi gras.
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Mr W. D. McGRATH - I welcome this motion
because again we have evidence of a shadow
Minister for Police and Emergency Services
indicating his real lack of knowledge of emergency
services and their provision in this state. Recently he
commented on the firearms debate and said police
should not be involved in the compensation and
surrender processes, yet now he wants to completely
reverse that position. He now wants the police to be
involved in those processes. He needs to make up
his mind about where he sits on some of these
issues. He cannot swing from pillar to post, and
should not do so today as we debate this motion that
alleges the Intergraph dispatch system failed to meet
emergency demands during the Dandenong Ranges
bushfires in January this year.
The first emergency service required to deal with
fires in the Dandenongs would be the CFA. The CFA
is not on Intergraph. Do you understand that?
Mr Haermeyer interjected.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - The CFA is not on
Intergraph as the result of a conscious decision. It
will come on after the fire season is over and it has
time to implement the system in coordination with
its units in a proper and professional manner. That is
what the honourable member does not understand.
He said it was only luck that we did not have more
deaths or loss of property. That is an insult to the
CFA, the ?vfFB, the ambulance service and the
police - it demeans our emergency services.
The honourable member pontificates and yet he uses
the term' only luck'. It was because of the
professionalism of our emergency services that we
were able to limit the loss in the Dandenongs to the
lives of three people, sad as that was, and about
$10 million worth of property. We have had our
driest summer for 40 years and 21 January was a
mongrel of a day. Let us compare what happened on
that day with what happened on Ash Wednesday in
1983 when 247 lives and $250 million worth of
property was lost on another mongrel of a day.
Today I acknowledge the professionalism of and the
cooperation between our emergency services - Mr Haermeyer interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! The honourable member for Albert Park will
not treat the Chair in that way, otherwise he will be
dealt with. I appeal to members on my left to
conduct themselves with appropriate decorum so
that this important matter can be dealt with properly
by the house.

Mr W. D. McGRATH - You used the
terminology that it was 'only luck' that we did not
have more loss of life and loss of property. Now you
are trying to shift your story again and it is about
time you were consistent.
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The ACflNG SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! I remind the minister that when he uses the
word 'you' he is in fact addressing that remark to
the Chair. The Chair did not say the things he is
accusing it of saying.
Mr W. o. McGRATH - It is worth putting on
the record that due to the severe weather conditions
forecast for Monday, 20 January and the following
day, senior officers of the MFB and CFA commenced
discussions on Sunday night, 19 January. The MFB's
emergency operations centre was open, additional
firefighting vehicles were commissioned and all
operational staff were put on alert.
On Monday, 20 January 1997 a fire occurred at Visy
Board, a paper recycling plant in Campbellfield.
Approximately 14000 tonnes of waste paper, which
had been compacted and was stacked awaiting
processing, was involved in a fire. The MFB's
commitment peaked at 38 firefighting vehicles and
125 firefighters. That level of resources was
maintained for two days and gradually decreased
until the fire was extinguished on 1 February 1997.
Assistance was received from the CFA. It provided
13 tankers and approximately 65 firefighters on the
Monday. Due to the worsening fire situation across
the state that support was withdrawn just before
midnight on Monday. The CFA requested assistance
from the MFB on the Monday afternoon and five
firefighting vehicles and 16 firefighters were
dispatched to Mount Martha.
On Tuesday, 21 January 1997 the MFB assisted the
CFA with six task forces, four of which went to the
Dandenongs and two to the Mornington Peninsula.
On the same day the brigade maintained firefighting
operations at Visy Board as well as attending
156 fires and 217 false alarms. Several CFA tankers
were used to man MFB stations during the day.
However, it is pleasing that on that extremely busy
day the Intergraph call-taking and dispatch system
performed to expectations under great pressure.
Information on the deployment and location of the
MFB's resources was delayed by up to 3 hours due
to problems with the link between the brigade's
Firecom system and Intergraph, which made
preparation and deployment of task forces and so on
difficult for the emergency operation centre to
manage. The honourable member for Yan Yean got
his information from Firecom, not from Intergraph,
so he needs to be fully aware of where his
information come from. It is a great disappointment
that the shadow minister has never sought a briefing
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from either the chairman of the CFA or the chairman
of the MFB on these matters. One would have
thought if he were going on the public record and
hoping to attract media focus on his argument he
would have checked his facts with those two
principal players.
Or Dean interjected.
Mr W. O. McGRATH - Yes, he talked to people
at the coalface, that would be right. I have visited
more fire stations, more police stations, more gaols
in the last 12 months than the honourable member
for Yan Yean will ever visit in his lifetime, yet he
talks about being at the coalface.
I welcome this resolution and the opportunity to put
on the record information from the debriefing I
received from Mr Comrie, the Chief Commissioner
of Police; Mr Brian Parry, Chairman of the
Metropolitan Fire Brigades Board; Mr Len Foster,
Chairman of the CFA; Mr Rhys Maggs, Director of
the Victoria State Emergency Service; and Mr Peter
Olszak from Ambulance Services Victoria. Each of
those people had a role in managing emergency
services and each said the cooperation on this
occasion was the best achieved between the
emergency services in an emergency situation. From
the debriefing provided to me I fully appreciate that
those people take a responsible position on behalf of
the people of Victoria in making sure emergency
services are provided at the most efficient level they
can maintain.
What a contrast to the loose-lipped contribution
from the honourable member for Yan Yean. I
welcome the opportunity of discussing and debating
this issue because I wish to thank the firefighters, the
ambulance workers, the police officers and all those
people who made such a sterling contribution on
that mongrel of a day on 21 January.
This is yet another opportunity to reinforce the
comments I made earlier on the CFA. With regard to
the Dandenong fires, the president of the MPB,
Mr Parry, says of the dispatching performance on
21 January 1997:
Intergraph were not involved in despatching MFB fire
appliances in task forces to the Dandenong Ranges
bush fires.
Intergraph despatched fire appliances to the 300 fire
calls that were received during the 24-hour period;
maximum activity occurred during the mid-afternoon
period.
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load; heavier than anything experienced over the last
10 years; which Intergraph handled in a satisfactory
manner.

What a contrast. Victoria is ravaged by wildfire. We
have had an extremely dry summer, the driest for
40 years. The extreme pressure of weather
conditions, particularly on 21 January, unfortunately
resulted in the loss of three lives and $10 million
worth of property under this government compared
with 1983 under the former government which lost
247 lives and $250 million worth of property.
Mr Thwaites - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the minister has told the house that
247 lives were lost. That is grossly misleading. The
minister should correct the record.
Mr W. D. McGRATH - I have a handwritten
note compared with the typed note. I have made a
mistake - it should have been 47 rather than 247
lives; but on Ash Wednesday 2080 homes,
320 000 head of stock and 9000 kilometres of fencing
were lost. That is the comparison that the shadow
minister tried to put to the house today. I wish the
honourable member for Yan Yean recognised the
contribution made by our emergency services rather
than referring only to luck.
Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - The Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, by overestimating
the number of lives lost in the Ash Wednesday fires
by some 200, indicates simply how out of touch he is
with his portfolio. Clearly he has been misadvised or
misled by his bureaucrats and by the other public
officials who have profited out of this bungled
Intergraph system.
The Intergraph system has been a dodgy one. It has
been run by the Dodgy Brothers - Grant Griffiths
and Shane Tyrrell. It has been run by people who
have the contract through conflict of interest,
through breach of proper process, through breach of
government regulations and through corruption.
These people are corrupt; they have a contract worth
more than $200 million a year in breach of every
proper process that any decent government would
impose.
The minister refers to comments made by Mr Parry
and others. On the day - the most important day
for this system to work - it failed. Not only did it
fail on that day but the fire brigade was forced to
resort to using whiteboards. Instead of having a
multimillion dollar computer system the fire brigade
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was using whiteboards! As the head of the
ambulance union said, the ambulance service was in
even more strife because it didn't have any
whiteboards! We now have a whiteboard
dispatching system, and the chief fire officer,
Mr Godfredson, who actually runs the fire service, is
reported as saying:
There was so much information coming down the line,
it started to fall behind and wasn't dealing in real
time ... we had to switch to manual systems and
whiteboards.

As to the comments that the fire brigade was
somehow happy with Intergraph, the Herald Sun of
23 January reports:
Chief fire officer Jeff Godfredson said the MFB had to
switch back to manual systems.
'It was a very heavy test and it was not up to scratch
and it needs further work'.

It failed. The article also reports:
Senior fire and ambulance officers have criticised
Intergraph's handling of fire operations, saying the
poor communications put their crews at risk.

What is the most tragic thing of all? This is not only
a story of corruption or a tale of mismanagement, it
is a tale of lives being put at risk, the lives of fire
officers and the people involved in emergency
situations such as the fires that occurred on that day.
If this were a one-off incident there may be some
excuse for the minister's performance today, but it is
not. Such incidents have occurred time and again
with the Intergraph system. Over the years we have
seen the ambulance system fail, we have seen the
police dispatching system fail and now we have seen
the fire dispatching system fail. We can all
remember the Tanner cartoon where some old bloke
came in to his wife and said, 'I've only been given
six months to live,' and she said, 'Quick, call the
ambulance now'. That may be amusing to
government members, but the tragedy is that there
are real fires, real emergencies and real people who
are suffering because of this government's
incompetence and the corruption involved in the
handling of this contract.

Over the past year more than 600 reports have been
issued on the problems with the Intergraph system
in dispatching firefighters to fires and other
incidents. For example, firefighters who were sent to
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St Vincent's Public Hospital in Fitzroy were given a
computer-generated address of 999 999 Victoria
Parade. It is certainly a long road! Also, three fire
engines were dispatched to a Fitzroy rooming house
at midnight after a smoke alarm went off. The
computer-generated Melway reference given was in
the middle of the Rosanna golf course. I understand
the honourable member for Sunshine, who is a keen
golfer, had to direct them to the right route.
In Torquay recently Intergraph decided to carry out
a PR stunt. It wanted to show how well the system
works so it invited all the press and pretended there
was an emergency. Unfortunately, the Intergraph
system collapsed. The honourable member for South
Barwon was there. I am surprised he knows where
Torquay is because he lives near the Rosanna golf
course! Under the heading'ooo Bungle', an article on
the front page of the Echo states:
The privatised Intergraph emergency communications
service is again under fire after delays of up to
35 minutes dispatching emergency units to an exercise
in Torquay.

Another case of the great Intergraph system at work
occurred in Geelong, this time involving a woman
who was being attacked. She rang the emergency
services. A Geelong Advertiser article explains what
happened:
A Whittington single mother yesterday told of waiting
more than an hour for police to arrive as a man tried to
break into her unit.

The police were asked to explain the delay at
Whittington. After trying to obtain a comment from
the Intergraph organisation and from BEST-CAD,
those making inquiries were directed to the Victoria
Police, a spokesperson for which was reported in the
same newspaper article as saying:
The Melbourne call-taker should have given the call a
higher priority. As a result of the incident, it is now
under review by BEST.

In other words, a person could wait an hour while
he or she is being attacked because the Intergraph
system is not working! Every member, if he or she is
honest, will admit that Intergraph does not work.
The critical question is: why doesn't it work? The
answer is: because this government is more
interested in allowing our emergency services to be
used for personal profiteering rather than delivering
quality emergency services. A great deal of profit is
being made. Take the example of one of the Dodgy
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Brothers, Grant Griffiths. That gentlemen was
involved by the ambulance service in choosing the
dispatching company.
Mr McArthur - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, I direct your attention to the motion before
the house, which is specific. It deals with the alleged
failure of the Intergraph dispatch system to meet
emergency demands during the Dandenong Ranges
bushfires in January this year. For 9 minutes we
have listened to the honourable member for Albert
Park, who has turned his back on us to try to hide
what he is saying, rambling on about ambulance
stories on the Bellarine Peninsula and elsewhere and
about who has done which consultancy. We have
not heard a word from the honourable member
about the Dandenong Ranges bushfires, which he
claims to be so worried about. Why does he not refer
to the issue?

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! Has the honourable member for Monbulk
completed his point of order?
Mr McArthur - I ask you to bring the
honourable member for Albert Park back to the
matter before the house, because he has already been
allowed plenty of latitude.
Mr THWAITES - On the point of order,
Mr Acting Speaker, what I am saying is directly
relevant to the motion. We are questioning why the
Intergraph system failed during the fires. It failed
because of corruption and because a contract was
awarded as a result of corruption by officials,
conflicts of interest and special dealings.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! There has been sufficient response to the
point of order. I rule that the comments of the
honourable member for Albert Park have been
relevant to the motion. There is no point of order.
Mr THWAITES - I thank the honourable
member for Monbulk for raising the point of order
because the nub of the whole issue is the way the
contract was awarded. In the first place, the contract
was awarded by the Metropolitan Ambulance
Service to Intergraph. As a result, the fire and police
services were forced to enter into a contract with
Intergraph a year or so later. Because of the special
dealings that Intergraph have benefited from, the
police and fire services have suffered.
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My understanding is that many of those in
government recommended against the Intergraph
system - in fact, a committee recommended against
using the Intergraph system for the police and fire
services. For political reasons the government was
too embarrassed to ditch Intergraph. Because the
ambulance service had already entered into a deal
with Intergraph, the government was forced to
engage it for the rest of the emergency services. The
ambulance service pre-empted the decision by going
in first and engaging Intergraph.
At that time the Metropolitan Ambulance Service
was run by Jack Firman. He engaged Grant Griffiths
to advise on and assist with the computerisation
contracts for the service. Grant Griffiths was paid
$1.5 million without the work he did for the service
being tendered for. As soon as Grant Griffiths
finished working for the MAS he went and worked
for Intergraph - the same company he had
negotiated with on behalf of the ambulance service.
He was appointed boss of Intergraph and in his first
year was given a bonus payment. His company,
GT-The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! Any financial arrangements that may have
been made within a company are not relevant to the
motion.
Mr THW AITES - I will come back to that.
Mr E. R. Smith - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the honourable member is obviously
defying your ruling. He ought to be brought back to
the motion before the chair, which is about the
bushfires in the Dandenong Ranges, not about the
financial arrangements of a particular company.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! The Chair has already ruled on that matter.
Mr THWAITES - In the time leading up to the
Dandenong Ranges fires, Mr Grant Griffiths, one of
the Dodgy Brothers, was head of Intergraph. He was
paid a bonus of $700 000 for getting government
contracts directly after he left his consultancy job
with the ambulance service. That is the grossest
conflict of interest one could imagine.
Mr Baker - Anything goes.
Mr THWAITES - Yes, anything goes in modern
Victoria. I challenge the minister and the
government to explain why it is not corrupt for
Grant Griffiths to have accepted a $700 000 payment
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from Intergraph directly after he stopped working
for the Metropolitan Ambulance Service. Why was it
not corrupt for Grant Griffiths and Shane Tyrrell to
set up a private company, Meditrak, in opposition to
the MAS while they were meant to be running the
system, which was meant to improve response times
when fires occur? I ask whichever government
member speaks next to explain why that was not
corrupt. I ask him or her to explain why it is okay for
people who work as government consultants to get
more than a million dollars without tendering and
then go off to work for a company that has been
given a lucrative government contract?
Dr DEAN (Berwick) - As is often the case when
debate gets to the point of people shouting across
the chamber - particularly the honourable member
for Albert Park, who shouts incorrect
statements - Mr Thwaites interjected.
Dr DEAN - I will get to that, hang on! In such
circumstances the time usually arrives when the
facts must be put and certain truths must be
emphasised. I cannot count the number of times in
this place that I have heard the mob on the other
side try to put down the government when debate
concerns technological advances, taking leadership
and the government moving in new directions to
bring Victoria up to the year 2000.
There are many examples. What about the advances
being made throughout the world in the industrial
relations arena? There again the mob opposite tries
to pull down the government's leadership. Today's
debate is another example of the opposition's
attitude. Intergraph is recognised throughout the
world as a leader in its field. Its systems are used in
other countries in the same way they are used here.
The company has been at the cutting edge of
emergency response systems. Victoria decided it
would take the lead in Australia by introducing that
technology .
This debate reminds me of the adage about leaders
and followers. The government leads; the followers
come in here and blast away at every minor detail. If
a hiccup occurs as new systems are being
introduced, does the opposition talk about advanced
technologies? No, it concentrates on the hiccup. It
says, 'Let's use the hiccup to try to ameliorate the
technological advances'.
All agencies now part of the Intergraph system agree
there is no turning back to the archaic days when
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each agency took radio calls and then tried to work
out, with no cooperation between them, how best to
send their resources to an emergency situation.
The opposition should speak to Brian Parry, Len
Foster and the agencies concerned; it would find the
agencies firmly believe there is no way they can
return to those archaic days. They all say the
Intergraph system works well.
The opposition picks an example of a time when the
system had been installed for only a short time,
when it was being settled in and when an
extraordinary emergency occurred. On that day 7000
calls were received compared with the average of
2500. On that day the number of emergency calls to
the Metropolitan Fire Brigade was five times the
norm. Yet the opposition says, 'The government has
this brand-new system at the cutting edge; we will
pick a time when a major emergency occurred to see
if there was any hiccup in the system; then we will
use that hiccup to bring down the whole system'.
I have listened to representatives of all the agencies
around the table say that the call and dispatch
taking - which is Intergraph's responsibility - on
that day was perfect. They also said they had never
experienced in Victoria's history such cooperation as
occurred on that day between the MFB, the CFA, the
SES and the ambulance service.
I took notes at my meetings: one comment from the
MFB was about close cooperation between the
emergency services, and an anticipation of extreme
fire danger resulted in satisfactory mutual aid
procedures and an optimum use of firefighting
equipment and personnel during the most severe
period of fire fighting operations in the state for
several years. My notes record that I was told
modifications had been made to the links between
the Intergraph CAD system and the fire brigade
system and that it was anticipated the new data
transfer system would provide a buffer of 50 per
cent above the maximum transfer rates required on
21 January.
The agencies told me the call and dispatch system on
that day worked perfectly. A hiccup occurred
between it and the MFB headquarters; that hiccup
had been overcome to the extent of the
establishment of a 50 per cent buffer.
However, the opposition wants to turn back the
clock and get rid of the cutting-edge technologies to
return to the systems that operated independently.
Emergency services throughout the world recognise
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that they will not get maximum performance unless
they cooperate. With the Intergraph system the
needs of the CFA, the MFB, the ambulance service
and other emergency services work perfectly. Before
the introduction of Intergraph each system operated
a unionised call-taking apparatus; each acted
independently, with little or no cooperation among
them. Intergraph has moved in the same way as
emergency services throughout the world are
moving. It has said, 'Our system will be such that all
emergency services are brought together through
one communications system'. One could say that
sounds pretty good. Anybody who knows anything
about technology would not say that aim cannot be
achieved through proper technology - although, to
its credit, I do not think the opposition has put that
argument.
Therefore, if we accept that this system will work,
one must say, 'Why would the opposition try to
undo this advance, to wind back a system to one of
totally independent communications systems?'. The
answer is that those communications systems were
run by unionists. It is the same old problem: as
technological advances are made, certain people
who ran those old systems but are not now doing
the work get upset.
The agencies accept that Intergraph is now able to
specify where an ambulance is at any particular
time; it can deliver a level of information that
enables emergency resources to be distributed
accurately. Why does such a system cause the
opposition to start fighting in the trenches? Why
does it worry the unions? Some people may say the
unions are worried because they have lost a certain
amount of control and because the system is now in
independent hands. Some may say that the level of
information that enables the system to identify
where police cars, MFB vehicles and ambulances are
at anyone time may not suit the unions. Perhaps
they do not now have the control they formerly had
over the agencies.
That may not be correct; but why would the unions
fail to cooperate in the operation of the system? It is
one thing for the unions that are trying to protect
their members and jobs to adopt such an attitude,
but it is another thing for a political party to say at
election time, 'We represent and will look after the
interests of Victorians' or for that political party to
come here and run the union argument, to say, 'We
will put Victorians' interests second to the
requirements of the unions'.
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That is where the danger lies and is why the ALP
was tossed out of office in 1992 and beaten again in
1996. Until it shows leadership to Victorians and
says, 'We are willing to lead despite interest groups,
to make things work' it will be defeated repeatedly.
Perhaps I should not be arguing this line but
encornaging the opposition to continue to follow its
destructive path, because at the next election that
attitude will do me no harm at all! I know
Intergraph will deliver communications to
emergency units second to none; at the next election
I will be able to say to my constituents, 'They
wanted to go back to the days of the wireless, before
we had computers - to go back to the old system'.
Since it has been in opposition the ALP has proved it
is a dinosarn party and its members will always be
dinosarns.
In conclusion, the benefit of resornce allocation is
efficiency in having information about the location
of units and the ability to send the appropriate
emergency vehicles to where they are needed. That
achievement is magnificent. Nobody is saying that it
cannot be done; nobody is questioning the call and
dispatch process of Intergraph.
All we hear is humbug and obstructionism, and as a
result the opposition will rue the day it moved this
motion. On the day of the bushfires all those people
engaged in fighting the fires said the call and
dispatch system worked extremely well.
Mr COLE (Melbornne) - I support the
adjournment motion. The honornable member for
Berwick attributed many comments to the
opposition that were never said. Obviously, he does
not have much understanding about the history of
the emergency system. The honornable member for
Yan Yean referred to the minister as the Uncle
Arthrn of Victorian politics, and I suggest the
honornable member for Berwick is his nephew!
Or Dean interjected.

Mr COLE - I have not started to get personal
yet, so stick around! That was the good point!
The issue has been summed up in the adjournment
motion moved by the honornable member for Yan
Yean, and that is why all honornable members
should support it. In part it states:
... the failure of the Intergraph dispatch system to meet
emergency demands during the Dandenong Ranges
bushfires in January this year.
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I refer to comments made at the time by the
appropriate fire brigade officers. A person who had
something to do with the big day was the Chief Fire
Officer of the Metropolitan Fire Brigade, Mr Jeff
Godfredson. He admitted that the Intergraph
breakdown meant that the fire chiefs were getting
information horns late. He states:
I am quite open about the fact that the data
communication between Intergraph and us failed and
that is totally unsatisfactory.

If that does not confirm the motion nothing does!
The minister will not accept responsibility for the
problem. When you have that sort of condemnation
of the system because it failed on the day it is not
enough for the minister to say, 'We will get it right at
some stage.'
Ever since the system was introduced the opposition
has said that the wrong system was chosen.
Contrary to what the honornable member for
Berwick was saying, members of the opposition are
not neanderthal in their approach to this topic
because it was the former Labor government that
introduced the concept. However, it said the tender
should not be given to the particular group that
eventually won the contract. The only reason it was
given to this group of people was because they and
the coalition government are corrupt. The system
has failed because it was given to the wrong people,
but they were given the job because they were mates
of the government. You have given it to yorn mates!
When we have a disaster of the nature that occurred
in the Dandenong Ranges and when the chief fire
officer says that the system failed, the minister
cannot walk away from his operational people and
say, 'It has nothing to do with me'. He is responsible;
he is the man. He and the rest of the cabinet decided
to put this system in, but it failed on that day.
Nobody disputes that it failed, least of all the chief
fire officer. The honornable member for Monbulk
shakes his head. He probably agrees with the
minister because he is only a local member and was
not in charge of operational matters. The chief fire
officer was in charge and he said the system failed.
Mr McArthur - He was not involved.
Mr COLE -It was reported that he was the
operational officer in charge. If it is a matter of
choosing between what he has said as the person
responsible in some way for the operations and the
minister or the honornable member for Monbulk,
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who have vested interests, I would believe the chief
fire officer. Your interest is that your lot got it wrong!
The honourable member for Monbulk should tell the
people in his electorate that he invoked this system,
which is a disgrace and which is giving lots of
money to people who should not be receiving it. He
should tell the same thing to the ambulance drivers
who face unbelievable problems, such as getting
calls to go to Essendon Airport when they should
have gone to Western General Hospital.
I know about some of the problems because my
brother is an ambulance officer. If government
members knew about some of the disasters, some of
the delays and some of the deaths that have
occurred since the system was introduced they
would hang their heads in shame. They would not
be defending the system and claiming the
ambulance delays were not the responsibility of the
system. No member on this side of the house is
suggesting that we should not have a
computer-operated system. However, we should not
have this system! It is the wrong system. The tender
process was corrupt and it is a faulty system.
Government members are attempting to laugh and
scoff about something that is a major problem within
our community. It is universally accepted that the
system is not working. It has mistakes and flaws,
and a classic example of that is what happened in
the Dandenong Ranges.
Other problems that have occurred have become
legendary, and they were pointed out by the
honourable member for Albert Park. We have had
situations where ambulances have gone to the
wrong addresses and on occasions have ended up at
golf courses, for God's sake! On other occasions
ambulance officers have been sent to pick up
emergency cases only to find they did not exist. My
brother has reported this to me. On one occasion
officers were sent to the wrong address when in fact
they should have been in another suburb. Those
problems say nothing about the cutbacks. At times
in the western region, which covers about 500 000
people, only one ambulance has been on call due to
cutbacks, incompetence and gross mismanagement
and corruption.
The minister has to bear the responsibility for the
failure of the system. The Ambulance Employees
Union of Victoria said that if more people were
injured in the recent bushfires the ambulance service
would not have been in a position to help them.
There is no efficient communication. One of the
major problems of the communications system, both
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for the ambulance system and its operation at the
World Trade Centre, is that the people providing
information are not police officers Or ambulance
officers. They have great difficulties - aside from
system itself - explaining to ambulance or police
officers what they are expected to do, and so often
officers are told to go to a red-hot emergency when it
is not. One example was a where police turned up at
a place near my electorate office to thwart an alleged
armed robbery, which was in fact taking place two
districts away in Richmond. The Intergraph system
gave the wrong address and the wrong time of the
event.
The system has been the cause of great mirth. People
are saying that if you want the police to arrive
quickly you should put a rock through somebody's
window.
Mr Haermeyer - Or call the ambulance!
Mr COLE - Call the ambulance and the police
will turn up! The opposition has made the point
very strongly time and again that the tender process
was flawed, corrupt and has resulted in giving some
people money they are not entitled to. In addition,
mistake after mistake has been made by the system.
More than 1000 complaints were made by different
organisations about the fire service alone.
The government cannot walk away from the fact
that the worst system was installed. It was the one
the opposition did not want, simply because of the
corruption involved.
It was a corrupt action on behalf of the government
and the people responsible for the management of
these issues. We have seen it time and again and we
have seen the problems it has caused. No better
evidence of that exists than what occurred in the
Dandenongs.
The problems with emergency services should be
addressed not only with respect to the Intergraph
system but also with regard to the problems that
arose in the Dandenongs. It is time for the
government to talk to the unions rather than being at
war with them. In particular the government should
talk with the firefighters union, the police
association and the ambulance officers to work out
what can be done in a cooperative sense.
What has happened is the exact opposite of
cooperation. It was the most unbelievable and
paradoxical contradiction ever from the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services to say that the
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opposition is condemning the firefighters in respect
of the fires in the Dandenongs. Nothing this
government does ever supports the workers. The
government is always having a go at them and
putting them down. At the moment the government
is locked in mortal battle with the fire brigade about
privatisation of the service, cutting jobs and
diminishing the value of the service. After seeing
what happened in the Dandenongs, it is now the
time to say not only that the Intergraph system has
to be scrapped and replaced because the
government got it completely wrong but that the
government and the fire brigade should work
together to improve the service rather than sell it off.
Unfortunately, what we are learning from this
government is that privatisation, competition and all
those other catchcries are not necessarily very good
in emergency services. When we see the ridiculous
approach currently being taken towards firefighters
we realise what contempt this minister has for those
people. Every other day they are 'no good',
'shockers' or, as the honourable member for Berwick
said, they do not support a computer system
because it somehow affects their members. That is
not the issue.
The problem that affects emergency services officers
is that the information they are given on operational
matters by civilians is leading them up the garden
path to the loss of life and substantial pain and
suffering for people. As I said, my brother is an
ambulance officer and he knows ambulances are not
reaching their destinations on time because the
government introduced a system which gives out a
false message.
Don't people understand what is happening here? I
would like parliamentarians to look at the
Intergraph system at work in the World Trade
Centre. Police officers stand behind the people
operating the machine to tell them what to do. How
ridiculous is that? It is a position that is much sought
after by the police. It is absolutely ridiculous. I have
been down there and seen and spoken to the officer
in charge. The problem is that there are not enough
police standing behind the civilian operators to give
them important instructions on operational matters
such as asking whether the person is carrying a gun
or a knife and so on.
The transition from operational officer to civilian has
been a disaster. The people at the front line - the
ambulance officers, the firefighters and the police have all suffered as well as the Victorian
community. On top of all that, the process has been
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proved to be totally corrupt. Intergraph should
never have been given the contract. It will forever
hang over any Minister for Police and Emergency
Services in this government like the sword of
Damocles. Whenever there is a major problem it will
be said the Intergraph system should not have been
introduced. It won the contract only because of the
corruption involved and in an effort to look after a
few mates who were responsible for the tender in
the first place and who ended up getting the job
themselves. That is the nature of the tendering
process by this government.
There is no possible way anybody could not support
the motion on the basis of the comments made by
the chief fire officer and by the union.
Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - I will list a few
ways somebody could disagree with the motion. I
have one point of agreement with it - that is, the
underlying assumption that the fires in the
Dandenongs on 21 January constituted an
emergency. Indeed it was an emergency and it was
well responded to.
The honourable member for Melbourne said I had a
vested interest in this matter. I must correct that. I
definitely have an interest: all the fires on 21 January
were lit in my electorate; all the houses that were
burned during those fires belonged to people who
live in my electorate; all the emergency workers who
responded to those fires operate in my electorate;
and one of the people who died in those fires was a
lady I had known for almost 20 years. Yes, I have an
interest in this matter, but it is definitely not a vested
interest.
The fires on 21 January were carefully and
deliberately lit in a way calculated to cause
maximum damage. The person who lit those fires
chose specific locations on a very bad fire-risk day there were hot north winds and dry fuel conditions.
The fires were lit in a crescent shape around the
northern and western faces of the Dandenongs, an
area well known to anybody who takes an interest in
fire matters as being one of the most dangerous fire
areas in Victoria and the world.
I believe those fires were lit to cause maximum
damage and impact. Given the weather conditions,
the fuel loading and the dry conditions they had the
potential on that day to be worse than the fires in the
Dandenongs on Ash Wednesday. The way
emergency service workers responded is a tribute to
the men and women - both paid professionals and
volunteers - in the CFA, the SES, the police, the
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ambulance service and those who provided backup
support from the MFB and the Department of
Natural Resources and Environment.
The people who fought those fires did so more
effectively than ever before. They fought them in a
more planned and coordinated manner than ever
before, and as a result of those operations they
brought those fires under control on that day,
something which probably would never have
occurred before. To be able to manage that type and
number of fires in that type of terrain on that
particular day was previously beyond our resources.
I agree that a certain amount of luck was involved.
The cool change which was forecast - and it did
come through on that evening - was predicted to
be very strong, and that would have caused major
problems. The fire that started in Tobruk Avenue in
The Basin and killed the people in Seabreeze
A venue, Ferny Creek had a long, narrow front. If the
south-west cool change that arrived early in the
evening had been as strong as predicted, that long,
narrow fire front would have turned into a fire front
several miles wide and would have headed straight
up along the north-west face of the Dandenongs. It
would have threatened places such as Sassafras,
Olinda, and Kalorama, which was already under
attack from the fire lit near there on the northern
side of the Dandenongs that morning. The fires had
the potential to cause incredible damage, and that
they did not is a tribute to the work of the men and
women who responded on that day.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr McARTHUR - The losses tragically affected
the people in those areas, but they may have been
far worse. It is due to the efforts and coordination of
the men and women involved on that day that it was
not worse. It is also due to the effective
communication on that day that the program put in
place to fight the fires worked so well. The
Dandenongs is a difficult area for radio
communication. If little Johnny Coffin Chaser over
there from Albert Park ever got into - -

Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! Although I
have been in the chair for only 10 minutes, I have
listened to most of the debate from my office. It is an
important debate, which unfortunately deals with
tragedy. Some important points need to be made on
the issue, and I believe the motion deserves the
respect of both sides of the house. I am not sure
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whether honourable members feel they have
debated the issue thus far with minimal interjection
across the chamber, but that is certainly what will
occur during my period in the chair as the debate
progresses.
I remind members on both sides of the house that
we will proceed in an orderly fashion, and I ask
them to cooperate in doing so. It is an important
debate.
Mr Thwaites - On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, one reason why it has been difficult to
conduct this debate properly is that the members
opposite, and particularly the member speaking,
continue to raise lengthy points of order when
opposition members are speaking. That uses up time.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! That is not a
point of order, but rather a point of explanation. I
remind honourable members that they have a
responsibility in the conduct of debates, and if
unnecessary points of order are raised the situation
can become retaliatory, which will affect debate on
both sides of the house.
What went before, went before; but while I am in the
chair I will endeavour to use whatever opportunities
are available to me to ensure that the debate
continues in the orderly fashion warranted by its
seriousness.
Mr McARTHUR - I advise the honourable
member for Albert Park that I have raised the same
number of points of order that he has - and that
number is one. My point of order related to the
relevance of the issue, and at all times through the
debate I have talked about the issue at hand - the
fires in the Dandenong Ranges, the emergency
caused by those fires, and the response to those fires
by the men and women in Victoria who are
responsible for emergency services, both volunteers
and professionals.

It is worth noting that part of the emergency
response is the communications system. The
Dandenong Ranges is a difficult area to
communicate in; in many parts of it radio contact is
difficult, but that communications system worked
well. In this case it was effective and timely. There is
one point the honourable member for Yan Yean
should note - it was not controlled by Intergraph.
The CFA dispatch system is not operated by
Intergraph.
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The CFA operates its own dispatch system. I have
been to the CFA centre to look at it. I recommend
that the honourable member for Yan Yean also looks
at it because he would then find out what is
happening in emergency responses in Victoria and
he might draft a motion for consideration by this
house which has some basis in reality. But he seems
to have lost that ability.
The work done in planning, coordination and
response to the fires on 21 January was excellent.
Although the outcome of those fires was tragic, the
work done in response was excellent and it
prevented a far greater tragedy.
We should be congratulating both the planners and
those who are responsible for the firefighting effort
on the day - those who flew the fire bombers, and
particularly those who are on stand-by each summer
to provide the firebombing effort.
I mention, in particular, the Firebomber 3 based in
Lilydale, which worked quickly and effectively on
the Kalorama fire which was lit near Inverness
Avenue. It was a bad location for a fire to start at
aroWld midday, but because of the work of the
firebombers that fire was held in check Wltil the
groWld crew could arrive and control it.
Some 10 years ago that would not have been the
case, and even five years ago it may not have been
the case, but on 21 January of this year it was the
case, and it was due to the work, commitment,
planning, coordination and effort of the men and
women involved.
It is a disgrace to see opposition members laWlching
an attack today on that effort, an attack based not on
fact or reality but for a cynical political motive. And
who better to laWlch it than the members for Yan
Yean and Albert Park - two guaranteed cynical
political operators who have no interest in the
welfare of Victorians or the people in the
Dandenong Ranges, no interest in the proper
management of this state, and definitely no interest
in the proper management of an emergency service
program. Most members of the house are
disappointed that those two members have
laWlched this sort of attack.

I feel sure the honourable member for Melbourne is
a decent and honourable man, and I am surprised he
has taken part in this debate. He has been misled by
those giving him the backgroWld. I am happy to go
through the issues with him and show him what
actually happened on the day. I feel sure he will then
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be satisfied that the emergency services and
communications system worked well on 21 January
and that they will work in the interests of Victorians
in future emergencies.
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I support the
motion. In so doing it is important to refer to some
of the matters raised by the honourable member for
Monbulk; indeed, in his short speech he made some
accusations. One serious accusation was that
members on our side of the house had little concern
for the victims of the bushfires or for the emergency
response to those fires. That serious accusation
should not have been levelled at us.
The issue is about Intergraph. The opposition is
concerned that the emergency response system is
inadequate for the essential task of supporting our
ambulance, police and fire services, and that is why
we raised it. If we did not think it was a matter of
public importance we would not have brought it
before the house today. Therefore, I take offence at
the unfoWlded accusation by the honourable
member for Monbulk that there is no concern, or if
there is concern that it is hypocritical. The opposition
wants Victoria to have a good response system and a
good emergency system. That is why the matter has
been raised today.
I would accept to some extent the comments made
by the honourable member for Monbulk if he had
safe groWld on which to laWlch them and some
basis for them, but I am concerned when I note that
the honourable member for Monbulk was made
aware of this problem in his electorate before the
tragic bushfires occurred. He was made aware of it
not just by verbal comment but by written
correspondence from Mr Ken Stewart, the Captain
of the Kalorama CFA, who wrote to the honourable
member for Monbulk stating that he had enormous
concern about the level of fuel reduction and
preventive measures to stop bushfires in his area. He
said that since the introduction by this government
of commissioners, the level of fuel reduction had
diminished enormously and there were enormous
threats of bushfires in the future.
Talk about hypocrisy! How can the honourable
member for Monbulk stand up and say these things
when he had not replied adequately at the time of
the bushfire to the captain of his own CF A brigade?
These concerns had been raised before the bushfires.
Unfortunately, this Johnny-<:ome-Iately now wants
to preach to us about his concern after the events
when he could not handle the correspondence to his
own office about this important matter.
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I ask the responsible minister, the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services, to take up the matter of the
inability of the honourable member for Monbulk to
reply to the captain of the Kalorama CFA, Mr Ken
Stewart, on pre-wamings about fuel reduction
before the bushfire, which he alleges was caused by
the lack of attention by commissioners and cutbacks.
He also says that the matter was not brought to the
minister's attention and was not replied to by the
local member. That is a serious accusation. I ask the
minister to follow the matter up and report to the
house on the outcome.
As we all know, these matters are extraordinarily
important when they are raised with us in our
electorates. When they result in tragic aftermaths
they deserve all the more attention. I am therefore
disturbed that the honourable member for Monbulk
would have the temerity to take a holier-than-thou
attitude about this issue when he had that albatross
hanging around his neck well before the bushfire
occurred.
Other significant matters go to the heart of the
Intergraph problem and the government's objective
to contract out pretty well every service in the state,
including core and policy functions that have
occurred in the state government previously. As a
member of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee the honourable member for Monbulk
should know that committee has a reference on
contracting out. We are taking evidence and seeking
material on how effective the government's
contracting-out policy has been. The key question is
whether the government's zeal in an effort to
contract everything out is ahead of the economics
and the value-for-money question. Is the
government's philosophical bent ahead of the actual
efficiencies and gains that can be made from
contracting out? Is there a rush of blood to the head
of the government causing it to contract out
everything without due regard to the actual service?
If you, Minister, could wait for the outcome of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee you
would find out whether entering into this area was a
good move - although I know you have inherited it
from your predecessor. I urge the minister to read in
the November-December issue of Business an
interesting article by G. Hodge entitled 'Contracting
Out - Another Management Fad?'. The article is
well balanced. Mr Hodge discusses whether this
government and governments generally are
contracting out as a matter of philosophical and
political commitment or as a matter of efficiency.
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The article is worth reading. Mr Hodge takes the
view that:
It is difficult to separate out the technical lessons from

the broader business and societal impacts. To the extent
that privatisation is an ideology, then two different
reviewers of the same empirical findings will come to
quite different conclusions. One reviewer might
operate from the paradigm that 'govenunent will
always be less efficient than the private sector' - If I had to sum it up, that is essentially the view that
the minister at the table has inherited. It is not of his
making. He did not have control- nor did the
previous minister - over whether we have an
Intergraph service in this state, a US company taking
over the integrated emergency response service for
the firefighters, the ambulance service and the
police. These things are delivered to ministers. We
have an executive government in this state run by
the Premier and the Treasurer. The Treasurer runs
the show. He runs everything.

I am being generous, but I feel sorry that the
minister has to sit here in defence and bat against the
accusations. I feel sorry for ministers who have to
defend decisions that are not theirs. These decisions
are made by Treasury officials and by the Treasurer
with the concurrence of the Premier. The ministers
are told and they have to prepare their defence later.
They are told: this show is run by Treasury. The
contracting-out service is run by Treasury; the
government is effectively run by Treasury and the
Treasurer and the Premier collectively, yet here they
are defending something that is not of their making.
The minister at the table, the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, should be asking about the
expense of the system overall. The value-for-money
question is the key question. It is the reason this
matter has been raised today as a matter of public
importance. As taxpayers are we getting value for
money for this contract that we are locked into
because of its speciality, because the competition
stopped once the government signed the deal for the
contract? Are we getting a service that is comparable
to, if not better than, the service that existed
previously?
The second question is: what sort of quality control
exists to ensure that Intergraph is brought to account
to ensure that it is delivering a proper system, that it
is not just running out there and holding the
government captive after it signed the contract
because the government now has no alternative to
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the system? That is what happens in these
arrangements.

response system which has meant that the service is
no longer covering as adequately as the old system.

The third question is: what conflict-of-interest
arrangements have occurred or could occur, and
what checks and balances are in the system to stop
those occurring again? If the minister were
interested in ministerial responsibility and running
his own show and not just taking advice from the
Treasurer, he would ask these questions and launch
his own investigation. For the sake of his longevity
the minister should ensure that he asks these
questions to protect himself, because there might be
a blue later on - and if the Treasurer and the
minister are having a blue I know who I will put my
money on.

An example is reported in the Herald Sun of
21 January. The article refers to industry sources,
and I think the resignations have already taken
effect. The article states that:

The fourth matter to be considered is the capture of
the government by a private operator. Once you sign
over on these multimillion-dollar contracts you
effectively say there is no competition for the life of
the contract:'1 am sorry, government; I am sorry,
Minister, for all the variations during the life of the
contract, for all the problems that might occur in its
delivery and for all the cost overruns you have no
alternative but to cough up'.
If I were the minister I would protect myself and
ensure that the Intergraph system was brought to
heel. I would look at the contract arrangements to
see whether the government could get out of it or
make it better to ensure that we do not have those
problems.

I understand that the Auditor-General is
investigating the matter. I hope he will undertake a
rigorous performance audit of this service, as is his
job at the moment as a good independent officer of
this Parliament. I hope that the performance audit
will check the financial value-for-money question as I know it will- as well as performance. We want
to hear how Intergraph works against the set criteria
signed up in the contract and the government's
objectives for it. Are we getting the service that we
contracted for? I am sure the Auditor-General has
the capacity to do that.
If you are a minister, why wait? Why be a follower
in this matter? Why not launch your own
investigation, as I have urged the minister and the
honourable member for Monbulk to do? I assume
the minister at the table will do so because he
nodded. There are some serious allegations about
the conduct of Intergraph, its potential
conflict-of-interest arrangements, the overrun of the
service and the cuts to the emergency service

... the three top men, including chief executive officer
Grant Griffiths, quit after learning of cost-cutting
measures enforced by US-based parent company
Intergraph Corporation.
Those cuts were reportedly ordered in the wake of a
$250 million loss.

Has the minister been briefed that the US parent
company of Intergraph is making a
$250 million-plus loss, which will mean cost cutting
for the service in Victoria, and that the emergency
service response is less adequate than it should be?
If he is, he should 'fess up. I know ministers do not
like advice from the opposition, but there are lessons
to be learnt over time. It is a good principle. The
lessons to be learnt are that if there is a heavy-duty
issue that is going to blow up - and this one will the minister would be better getting off on the front
foot and taking action against either his own
department or in this case the organisation to which
he has devolved that function - Intergraph.
The minister should get on the front foot, get into
Intergraph and protect the interests of the taxpayer
and the Victorian public and, therefore, himself as a
minister. The minister should do the right thing and
ensure that he adheres to the public interest. If the
minister does not do that and does not act against
Intergraph, its defence will be to act against him. Its
defence will be to go straight to the Premier and the
Treasurer claiming contractual obligations.
Unquestionably, the fall guy will be the responsible
minister. One can almost write a script for these
incidences which have occurred historically over
many years in many governments, and this is what
will happen with these arrangements.
This is a big issue of which the minister should get
control. He should not leave it to third parties such
as the Auditor-General to tell him what to do;
otherwise he will have to respond on the back foot.
If the minister has a blue with the Treasurer and
others on this - as inevitably he will- they will all
stack up against him. The minister should act now
or he will be in big, big trouble.
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Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley) - In this
debate one must ask why the opposition wanted to
move this motion today. There are obviously two
reasons: firstly, the shadow Minister for Police and
Emergency Services desperately needed publicity to
shore up his own position; and secondly, the
preparedness of the unions to go to any lengths to
secure their own positions.
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However, the Labor Party is trying to muddy the
waters by saying here today that the Intergraph
system has to be scrapped. That was the inference by
the honourable member for Yan Yean. Indeed, he
will use any sensational claim within this Parliament
to get a cheap headline. Why? Because he realises
that his position is precarious within the opposition
ranks. So, as far as he is concerned, any publicity is
good publicity.

It is obvious that, as the honourable member for

Berwick said, the Australian Labor Party represents
the unions and will go to any extremes to make their
point. Today we have seen no worse example of that
because the motion is worded:
the failure of the Intergraph dispatch system to meet
emergency demands during the Dandenong Ranges
bushfues in January this year.

Both the minister and the honourable member for
Berwick made the point that neither the Country
Fire Authority nor the Metropolitan Fire Brigade in
the Dandenongs were on Intergraph on 21 January.
That is the whole point of issue for the day.
Instead, we have heard arguments by the
honourable member for Melbourne about the
ambulance side and his brother who is a member of
the ambulance union. Those arguments would be
fair enough in another debate, but in this debate we
are talking about the failure of the Intergraph
dispatch system on 21 January in the Dandenong
Ranges. Every speaker from the Labor Party argued
about the ambulance side and every other
irrelevancy they could find. They tried to do a
beat-up. They tried to create a sensational issue. This
is not a news issue. If it were we would have
interested media people present.
The government has looked at the issue and has
sorted out the bugs that were in the Intergraph
system during the bushfires. Intergraph was a new
system. However, the opposition is trying to
denigrate Intergraph so that its mates in the unions
can have the system put down. The aim of the game
is to say that a system that has been proven to work
extremely well in other areas will have to be put
down so that Labor's mates in the ambulance and
fire brigade unions will retain their jobs. Some of
them will have to be relocated and some will lose
their jobs because of technological changes. People
with greater experience and technology at their
fingertips will be needed to run the system. That is
what Labor's mates are worried about - that jobs
will be lost. And I can understand their fears about
people's jobs.

Mr Tony Pearce, Manager, Operations Support,
Metropolitan Ambulance Service, issued a press
release on 24 January, three days after the bushfires,
saying:
The operational deployment of resources, supported by
communications systems that worked effectively,
ensured the best results possible.

Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr E. R. SMITH - The honourable member for
Albert Park claims that everybody is a crook. He
comes in here and uses this place as a cowards'
castle to say that anyone who disagrees with either
what he is saying or his views is corrupt.
Throughout the debate the members for Albert Park
and Yan Yean claimed that all persons concerned in
this matter are corrupt. That is all they can claim.
They hope that by throwing enough mud at these
people some of the mud will stick. Unfortunately,
the mud will probably stick and people who are
doing a good job will have to unfairly take the blame.
At no stage has there been any evidence of
corruption. The Labor Party just claims that these
people are corrupt in the hope that by making these
claims they will get a cheap headline buried
somewhere in the newspapers saying someone is
corrupt. This is how the Labor Party tries to produce
its arguments for the public.
Tuesday, 21 January in the Dandenongs was one of
incredible bravery and professionalism. As a result
of the bushfires on that day the communications
system came under review. All morning the
opposition has claimed the Intergraph dispatch
system was not working in the Dandenongs - that
is what the opposition's motion says. What a stupid
piece of factual data to bring in when that system
was not being used by either the CFA or the MFB! I
have here a note dated 19 March from Brian Parry,
chairman of the MFB, saying:
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Intergraph were not involved in dispatching MFB fire
appliances in task forces to the Oandenong Ranges
bushfires.

Mr Parry says it. The whole argument today has
been about whether Intergraph was used in the
Dandenong Ranges bushfires on 21 January. That is
supposed to have been the argument. Yet every
other piece of exaggerated irrelevancy has been used
by the opposition to denigrate everybody on the
government side. But the key issue is what both the
motion and Brian Parry say. One opposition
member said earlier that Jeff Godfredson, the chief
fire officer of the MFB, was in charge of the fire. His
units were merely supporting the CFA - that is the
crux of the whole issue. The Intergraph dispatch
system was not introduced for the CFA during the
summer season. Although that is the whole point,
the opposition will not listen. The opposition will
not let facts interfere with its argument or a good
story.
Today the opposition has: firstly, tried to denigrate
all the efforts on 21 January; secondly, tried to score
cheap political points; thirdly, the honourable
member for Yan Yean is desperately trying to retain
his position on the opposition front bench - he can
laugh but we know the real issue there; and,
fourthly, the honourable member for Albert Park
came in and backed the honourable member for Yan
Yean's claims, which are irrelevant to the motion.
This is why the government responded in the way it
did.
If the government were wrong or were at fault, it
would have argued in a much different way. The
government has been completely open about what
has happened and has come out with the facts. But
the opposition has continually tried to denigrate
rather than come up with an original idea of its own.
Indeed, it has never come up with policies. That is
why the people of Victoria have labelled the Labor
Party irrelevant - because it has no policies, it has
nothing to offer the Victorian people.

The government has put in a system where the bugs
have been taken out since the bushfire season. The
firefighters are to be applauded for their efforts,
bravery and professionalism in fighting the
bushfires on 21 January. They should not be
denigrated by the Labor Party in pursuit of some
cheap, sensational publicity. The honourable
member for Yan Yean has resorted to this sort of
publicity to get him out of his precarious position on
the opposition front bench. This is not the first time
such a thing has happened.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member's time has expired, and the time
allowed under sessional orders for this debate has
now expired.

House divided on motion:

Ayes, 31
Andrianopoulos, Mr
Baker,Mr

Hulls, Mr
Kosky,Ms

Batchelor, Mr

Langdon,Mr

Bracks, Mr

Leighton, Mr

Brumby,Mr
Cameron, Mr (Teller)

Lim,Mr

Campbell,Ms
Carli,Mr
Cole,Mr

Loney, Mr
Maddigan, Mrs
Micallef, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr

Cunningham, Mr
Davies, Ms

Pandazopoulos, Mr
Savage,Mr

Dollis,Mr

Seitz, Mr
Sheehan,Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Wilson,Mrs

Garbutt, Ms
Gillett, Ms (Teller)
Haerrneyer, Mr
Hamilton, Mr

Noes, 51
Andrighetto, Mr
Ashley,Mr
Burke, Ms
Clark, Mr
Coleman,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Dean, Or
Dixon,Mr
Doyle,Mr
Elder,Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Finn,Mr
Gude,Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
jasper, Mr

McLellan, Mr
Mac1ellan, Mr
McNarnara, Mr
Maughan,Mr
Napthine, Or
Paterson, Mr
Perrin, Mr
Pescott, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Plowman, Mr AF.
Reynolds, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe,Mr
Ryan,Mr
Shardey, Mrs (Tel/er)

jenkins, Mr

Smith, Mr ER
Smith, Mr IW.

john,Mr

Spry,Mr

Kilgour, Mr
Lean, Mr (Teller)

Steggall, Mr
Stockdale, Mr

Leigh,Mr
Lupton, Mr

Thompson, Mr
Traynor, Mr

McArthur, Mr

Treasure, Mr

McCall,Ms

Wade,Mrs

McGill,Mrs

Wells,Mr

McGrath, Mr W.D.

Motion negatived.
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CITY LINK
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - I move:
That this house condemns the government for entering
a contract with the Transurban consortium for the City
Link project which is anti-competitive and places an
unacceptable financial burden on Victorian motorists
and taxpayers because - (a) the contract requires the
closure or narrowing of major arterial roads in
Melbourne so as to force cars on to the City Link
tollway and allows Transurban to claim compensation
from the government if any of these traffic measures
are removed; (b) the contract requires Transurban to be
compensated for lost tollway revenue if, amongst other
things, the government - (i) upgrades alternative
roads; (iD builds a rapid transit link to Tullamarine
airport; and (ill) upgrades other alternative transport
routes to City Link; and (c) the contract requires
motorists to pay tolls for 34 years, at a total cost of
about $7 billion, whereas the actual construction cost of
City Link is $1.2 billion.

The motion condemns the government for entering
into the City Link project with Transurban, and it
does so from a number of perspectives. The motion
condemns the government for entering into a project
that is devouring Melbourne and placing an
unacceptable financial burden on Victorian
motorists and taxpayers. The project requires the
closure or narrowing of major arterial roads in
Melbourne so that cars are forced on to the City Link
tollway. It also allows Transurban to claim
compensation from the government if any of the
traffic measures are removed.

In 1995 a raft of traffic measures were entrenched
that were designed to be legally binding on the
government, not just until after the next election,
when the operational phase of the project will
commence, but over the next 34 years. The contract
will be binding; if it is not adhered to, substantial
compensation payments may be made. That is an
unacceptable financial burden on Victorian
motorists and taxpayers.
The measures allow Transurban to be compensated
for lost tollway revenue if a number of things are
initiated by the government. The company has every
contingent possibility covered in the event that
toll way revenue drops because of government
action. Each and every government of Victoria will
be bound by the contract for the next 34 years. That
means 10 Parliaments and 10 governments will have
their hands tied and their Treasurers' purses
constricted. Creative desires to improve the urban
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landscape and other facilities for our citizens will be
constrained by the contract. The motion states that
the loss of toll way revenue may be triggered by the
upgrading of alternative roads, the building of a
rapid transit link to Melbourne Airport or the
upgrading of rapid transit links to the city - and the
contract requires motorists to pay tolls for the next
34 years.
The project will cost $1.2 billion to build, but because
of the contractual arrangements it is likely to
generate revenue of about $7 billion. Under the
arrangements there is a gap between the
construction cost, $1.2 billion, or the amount the
government claims it will cost, some $2 billion, and
the cost to motorists and taxpayers over the next
34 years of some $7 billion. The discrepancy of about
$5 billion will not disappear. The Transurban
consortium will not stop collecting tolls once it has
recovered $1.2 billion or $2 billion. We must
remember that lawyers fees, transaction costs and
other consultancy fees will make up the difference
between the $1.2 billion and the $2 billion.
The government says that because the capital cost
and the risk are borne by the private sector, the
revenue stream should be recouped by the private
sector. Although the government claims City Link is
a private sector project, the project is heavily
subsidised. The level of government support varies
from a $300 million grant to the consortium for
capital works - a direct subsidy by Victorian
taxpayers - to a range of other subsidies.
Transurban's annual report reveals that the
construction costs are much higher than previously
thought because of the arrangements the
government has entered into. It is not true that it is a
wholly private sector project because it is heavily
subsidised by a number of legislative and
administrative supports.
The government has turned itself inside out to
provide the wherewithal so that Transurban can
build the project. It started with its use of the
parliamentary chamber through to its draconian
enforcing of a new regime for displaying car
numberplates more prominently than they are
displayed now. The government is bending over
backwards to deliver whatever Transurban wants.
Anything that is in the way of the City Link project
will be pushed aside, bulldozed or trampled on. The
government is ruthlessly pushing the project, as
indicated by the way it is treating the Upfield
railway line, which services the northern suburbs of
Melbourne. The tollway will pass over a short
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section of the railway line, and because of that the
line will be sacrificed for six months. The Public
Transport Corporation, particularly its chief
executive officer, Mr lan Dobbs, is against the
decision to close the line; the corporation had given
a firm commitment that it would not dose.
Last year through a press release put out by Mr lan
Dobbs the government indicated that it would keep
the Upfield railway line open. The Minister for
Planning and Local Government is nodding in
agreement. He knows that is what they wanted to do
but he knows also why this year the government
ratted on the deal- because the builders are on
very tight time lines and penalty payments. The
builders, Baulderstone Homibrook, went to the
government and said, 'We can't possibly fulfil our
contractual commitments unless we have complete
and open access to the Up field railway line during
the bulk of the working day and evening, and we
need you, the government, to act on our behalf and
get the trains and the public out of that area. We do
not want to be impeded by the continuing
operational aspects of public transport there'.
The first act of the new Minister for Transport was to
roll over on the order of his superior minister, the
Minister for Planning and Local Government, just as
he rolled over on the order of the Treasurer in the
attempts of the government in the transport dispute
to put its hands into people's superannuation
payments.

This year the request came through the junior
minister to the senior minister for assistance and
guidance. He was told very clearly the government
priorities and policy: if City Link wants it, City Link
can have it. That is despite all the public assurances
that have been given, and the long-term financial
impact it will have on the PTC itself. Once the
services are resumed, it is likely to lead to a drop-off
of passengers for a long time, because of the massive
inconvenience.
Earlier someone interjected that the decision was
made on the ground of safety. That is not the case. If
you go out and stand on Flemington Bridge railway
station, you can see where the City Link tollway
turns off the Tullamarine Freeway and where it rises
over Mount Alexander Road and the railway line.
You can see that it passes over a tram line going up
Mount Alexander Road, which is busy roadway that
not only has cars coming and going almost all hours
of the day but also is a heavy pedestrian
thoroughfare because of the proximity of the
high-rise ministry of housing estate. The freeway
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extends over the railway line and Racecourse Road,
where a similar set of circumstances occurs, with
more trams and pedestrians - and more cars and
trucks than you want on such roads.
The government shows a lack of logic. If it is not safe
to build the freeway over the railway line, it must
also be unsafe to build it over the tram lines and the
roads. But the same engineering technique will be
used, and sections of the road will be pushed out.
Mr Rowe interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR - That's right. The honourable
member for Cranbourne, a member of the
government, agrees with me that the precast sections
will be pushed out in front, over the roads, the
pedestrians and the tram lines.
Mr Rowe interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR - He says the roads will be
stopped. This is news - now he is saying that
Mount Alexander Road will be closed, so we will see
public transport in the area affected further.
The reason the government is determined to push
ahead is that the builders need the time. It has
nothing to do with looking after public transport,
because the government has shown at each and
every opportunity it has had that it does not care
about the users of public transport and it cares even
less about the integrity of the system.
The notice of motion has been on the notice paper
for some time. This debate was preceded by an
adjournment debate and therefore much of what I
have to say has had to be condensed so that it could
be presented in the time available to me.
I raise some contemporary issues. One aspect of the
debate goes to the compensation that must be paid
to Transurban if fundamental changes are made to
the design of the project or to the major approach
roads to and from the project. The government has
announced its intention to extend Exhibition Street
over the Jolimont rail yards into the area south of the
rail area. It has been packaged and dressed up as
bordering the Federation Square project. But the real
issue is that the planning decision to build the road
over the rail yards and connect it with the other
roads - there has even been talk of how it might be
connected into the City Link tollway itself - will
trigger a compensation payment. If the government
proceeds without compensation payments, people
will be able to take shorter journeys on the City Link
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toll way and therefore pay lower tolls. What is the
government's solution? Before the City Link project
has barely started, let alone been finished, the
government has made a decision and is looking at
the possibility of covering or funding the
compensation requirement by putting additional
tolls on the new road.
We will see the extension of the tollway system
beyond the City Link tollway. This is happening.
Even before the City Link tollway road has become
operational, other roads adjOining it will be subject
to tolls. They can do that very easily because of the
transponder technology. The government will not
stop at Exhibition Street.
Mr Mac1ellan interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR - The minister is nodding in
agreement and he says they are going to put one in
my driveway. They will not have to do that, because
the system will be put in place on all the
surrounding arterial roads. Whichever way
motorists go, they will be copped by Mr Maclellan's
tollway system. The little transponder will read the
number plate on your car as you drive along the
road and send the information back to a big central
computer and by one means or another you will
have to pay the tollway charge.
The toll way system is spreading on our roads. In
fact, it is spreading quicker than anthrax. It has a
pretty deadly impact, too. Let there be no mistake:
just as that disease had an impact, the disease of tolls
on our existing and new roads will spread beyond
the City Link freeway. The hundreds of thousands
of cars around Melbourne will have transponders on
them and people will have to pay, no matter what.
Another matter that has become a point of
discussion is how people using the City Link tollway
will gain access to and from Docklands. That is
another area in which there has been talk of new
approaches, and if that were to occur additional tolls
would be imposed. We would see either additional
tolls or additional compensation because any major
changes that impact on the toll way revenue as
compared with the base-case financial model will
incur a liability or at least a claim for compensation.
The Docklands proposal involves a major planning
decision by the government. Because the Docklands
will be surrounded by the City Link tollway people
who want to go to the proposed stadium or
industrial areas will be forced to use the tollway
rather than any existing roads. The government has
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already agreed to the downgrading of
Footscray Road. It wants to congest the area so that
the only real alternative for moving through it will
be to use the tollway.
Everyone knows how busy the area around
Footscray Road and the Flinders Street extension is
now, yet that is where the stadium and transport
museum traffic will head. There is existing massive
road use and there will be a large future demand in
that area. What is the government setting out to do
in its contractual planning? It is planning to clog it
up and to create a gridlock so that motorists who
wish to use it will be so delayed they will realise
they would be better served by paying through the
nose and travelling on the toll ways. On the one hand
the government is trying to develop the Docklands
and on the other hand, because of the City Link
contracts it has already entered into, it is constrained
from developing an optimum outcome for the area.
Turning to the construction delays at the Swan Street
ventilation stack site at Gosch's Paddock, the City
Link ventilation stack for the purpose of taking in air
extends some 65 metres into the ground adjacent to
the Yarra. To enable the equipment to be installed
safely it was necessary for the soil to be frozen, dug
out and a cavity excavated. The process is to take in
assembled parts and bits of machinery, build road
headers and point them in either direction towards
other road headers that are currently building a long
tunnel.
Mr Mac1ellan - Brilliant engineering!
Mr BATCHELOR - The minister describes the
cavity as brilliant engineering, yet it is months and
months late. Page 2 of Transurban's half yearly
report, its most recent public communication, clearly
indicates there are problems. The opposition knows
there are problems because people have come to
it - they have spoken to me personally - about the
engineering problems which the minister just
described as so magnificent and which are occurring
65 metres below the surface. The Transurban report
states:
There have been some technical and planning problems
early in the life of the project.

That is its description of the situation and its
notification to the public of what is actually
happening down there. For some time it has had
trouble controlling the unwanted entry of water into
the huge cavity at the bottom of the shaft. Using the
planned technique it has been unable to stem an
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uncontrollable flow of water entering through cracks
and variations in the subterranean rock. The generic
term used in the building industry for the correcting
technique involved is called grouting. They chose a
cheap grouting method, and although it was not
working they unsuccessfully persevered with it
week after week, causing great concern. There have
been reports of cave-ins and huge excesses of water
that have caused a whole host of problems.
According to the internal time line of the builders,
Transfield Obayashi joint venture or TOJV, they are
months behind, yet it is described on their behalf in
Transurban's report as 'technical and plaruting
problems early in the life of the project'.
Mr Maclellan interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR - The minister is taking bets
on when the opening day will be. I guess we ought
to run some sort of sweep on that. There would be a
very big range of possible dates to choose from.
The government has already had heavy penalty
clauses written into the contracts of these private
companies. The companies are white with fear that if
they are late and run over budget they will incur
heavy penalties. However, they needn't worry
because the government does not invoke those sorts
of clauses. The government lets private companies
do whatever they like. For example, one only has to
look at the automatic ticketing system in public
transport - it is three years late and they still cannot
get the system to work. It is a complete shemozzle. It
is difficult to understand why the government does
not enforce obligations under these big private
contracts. Again the minister nods in agreement.
Mr Maclellan interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR - We know what your views
are on the casino.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Cunningham) Order! The honourable member for Thomastown
will address the Chair.
Mr BATCHELOR - We also know what its
views on him are, but it is outside the technical
ambit of this debate.
I turn to the issue of the sites in Richmond and
South Melbourne for the vents by which pollution
will exit the large tunnels. The EPA has been
awaiting the report of a panel set up to look at, make
recommendations on the technical aspects of and
offer advice on the design chosen by the
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government. The report is a damaging indictment of
the government's preferred design and an
acknowledgment that the fears and concerns about
air quality raised by the residents of Richmond and
South Melbourne, as well as the broader
surrounding areas of the City of Stonnington and the
City of Melbourne, are well founded.
Chapter 6 of the report shows why residents have
been fearful and have been articulating their fears
for some time. They put those fears to the panel and
the chairman, Mr Davies, and a member,
Mr Ramsay, have since delivered this report to the
EPA.
The report makes a number of recommendations;
probably the most significant is at page 26, which
states:
The EPA should give consideration to requiring the
treatment of vent gases for particulate removal prior to
discharge to the atmosphere through the vent stacks.

The design the government chose is significant. The
government said it was satisfactory and would not
pollute the ambient air quality of Melbourne and, in
particular, of Richmond and South Melbourne. That
is wrong. Scrubbers should have been included.
Today the opposition is calling on the government to
make a commitment to pick up all of the
recommendations in the report.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR - The honourable member for
Tullamarine laughs; he does not care about the
pollution because it will not affect his electorate. The
pollution will be in the heart of Melbourne. The
disastrous impact that the City Link will have on
Melbourne's air quality will be an issue that will
grow and consume this government because people
around Melbourne are already suffering from the
effects of pollution. During the many days of smog
alert in Melbourne it is dangerous for certain groups
of people to go out and breathe the air. What are
they supposed to do?
The government will set up a new private company
and a new set of private providers. Instead of selling
bottled water, as it now does, it will sell bottled air.
That will be the government's response. It is creating
another marketing opportunity for a private
company to make money out of the misery and hurt
of the ordinary citizens of Melbourne. It will be the
government's mates who will be running it, and
probably those directly associated with the toll roads
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because they understand the impact that pollution
will have.
The panel did not stop there. There are pages and
pages of recommendations. The report goes on to
say:
In view of the infonnation submitted to the panel
which indicates that control technology is employed to
remove particulate emissions from vent stacks on
tunnels overseas this technology should be evaluated
by the EPA to determine if it constitutes best available
control technology.

The report recommends that the EPA should review
the advancements of world-best practice technology
in looking at scrubbing devices not only for
particulate treatment, for particulants, but also
scrubbing devices for the removal of oxides of
nitrogen. These are significant pollutants that harm
the quality of people's lives. They are potentially
dangerous, and, if this level of pollution continues to
increase for some people, fatal. Once they are there
they are difficult to remove. The report goes on to
say:

The project is currently in the construction phase.
Already there are technical problems with the
uncontrolled entry of water into the tunnel areas.
One hopes they will be able to remedy the situation.
One cannot have a tunnel 65 feet below ground with
water coming into it. I hope the government is alive
to that situation. I wonder why the government has
tried to keep it secret from the public and why
Transurban, as a result of the rules covering the
listing of public companies, has commented in such
a convoluted and incorrect way in its most recent
half-yearly report.
I turn to the question of privatisation. This major
thoroughfare is a private road that has been
supported by the government, but the bulk of the
money for investment, and certainly the bulk of the
money from the tolls, will go to a private company.
With the privatisation of public transport, there are
already stories going around that Transfield, one of
the key players in the City Link project, has an
interest in buying up part of the public transport
network if the government proceeds with that
privatisation.
It would be a disaster for our public transport

Consideration should also be given to requiring the
installation of treatment equipment for the removal of
oxides of nitrogen. The EPA should evaluate the
feasibility of applying this technology to the emission
of nitrogen dioxide from the vent stacks.

The report has made a significant number of
recommendations that go to the basis of how the
EPA should be, firstly, measuring and, secondly,
monitoring air quality now and over a longer period.
The report addresses the issue of the height of vent
stacks. The people in Richmond have been agitating
for a higher venting stack and only recently the
people of South Melbourne have come to
understand the implications of the vent stack and
how it relates to the new apartments in the area
where the Central Equity building is situated.
No-one will know what impact it will have on their
view, their air quality and land values. From all
those measures the people in South Melbourne will
miss out badly.
The residents and communities on either side of the
Yarra River at the Richmond end are concerned
about air quality, the dispersion of pollutants and
the height of the vents. The report supports the
legitimate concerns being expressed by those
communities and asks the EPA to carry out a review
and to take up these issues.

system if such companies were allowed or
encouraged to purchase. We will have a repeat of
the Los Angeles experience where years ago its
public transport system was privatised and sold to a
tyre company. What happened? That company
closed down the public transport system and as a
result Los Angeles has suffered some of the worst air
pollution of any city in the industrialised world.
That is what this government has planned for
Melbourne as a result of the City Link project. It
wants to set up this big project that will endow huge
amounts of government funds, Crown land and
private land-holdings. There will be tolls on
taxpayers and private motorists' money will go into
private enterprise. Consequently Melbourne will
have a polluted atmosphere that will damage the
lives of many people.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.
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Local government: superannuation
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I refer the
Treasurer to a document entitled Local Authorities
Super Unfunded Liability, which reveals that there is a
$400 million black hole in local government
superannuation, which has been caused solely by
the financial mismanagement of
government-appointed commissioners not funding
retrenchments. Is it not a fact that because of your
bungling incompetence elected councillors will now
be forced to pay a massive superannuation
surcharge of at least 14 per cent of salary, or at least
$80 million a year?

The SPEAKER - Order! I would like the
Treasurer to clarify whether he was completing the
answer or speaking to the point of order.
Mr STOCKDALE - I was finishing my answer.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! I point out to the
Treasurer that when a member raises a point of
order and somebody stands to answer, the response
should be to speak to the point of order, not
complete the question.

Rural Victoria: unemployment
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) - The insensitivity
of the honourable member for Coburg to the
predicament that the Labor Party is in on this issue
is almost beyond comprehension. When Labor came
to office in 1982 the unfunded liabilities of the
Victorian public sector superannuation schemes
were $4 billion. By 1992, when the Labor Party left
office, the unfunded liabilities were estimated to be
in excess of $19 billion. They nearly quintupled
during the time Labor was in office. It took the
efforts of the then incoming government to reduce
those liabilities.
The government is addressing the unfunded
liabilities of public sector superannuation schemes. It
is interesting that the Labor opposition has sided
with the transport unions, which are seeking to
resist any attempt to put public transport services on
a competitive basis.
Mr Bracks - On a point of order on the question
of relevance, Mr Speaker, the question is specific. It
asks about the local authority scheme and the
blow-out caused by government-appointed
commissioners not funding superannuation schemes
when they retrenched people. That is what the
question is about. The Treasurer cannot blame
anyone else for this problem.

Mr RYAN (Gippsland South) - I refer the
Premier to the Leader of the Opposition's assertion
in this place yesterday that youth unemployment in
Gippsland now exceeds 50 per cent, as measured by
the Australian Bureau of Statistics. I ask the Premier
to advise the house of the accuracy of that statement?
Mr KENNETT (Premier) - There is perhaps no
worse a trait in a politician, let alone a so-called
leader of a political party, than his wanting to falsify
the truth and seek for his own political purposes to
demoralise the community which he claims to
represent.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNETf - People can sit in judgment of
the Leader of the Opposition's performance in this
place; they do so outside on a regular basis. In trying
to prove up his point yesterday the Leader of the
Opposition clearly stated in his question that he was
referring to official ABS statistics that show that over
the past 12 months country Victoria has lost
X number of jobs and that, more importantly, the
unemployment rate in Gippsland now exceeds
50 per cent.
Mr Brumby - What is the truth?

Mr STOCKDALE - On the point of order,
Mr Speaker, nothing could be more relevant to this
issue than the hypocrisy of the Labor Party. Having
virtually bankrupted this state, it is hypocritical of
members of the opposition to bowl up lollipops on
issues when their own record is a scandal, not only
nationally but internationally. This is one of the
issues raised publicly by ratings agencies that the
government has to address.

The SPEAKER - Order! I had cause yesterday to
name the Leader of the Opposition for his behaviour
at question time. I ask him to remain silent while the
Speaker is on his feet and not to continue interjecting
across the table. He should show leadership.
Mr Brumby interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! I do not want to have to
name him again. This time if I do, I will not accept
an apology.
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trying not only to create genuine jobs but also to
actually create hope among the young.

Mr KENNETI - The Leader of the Opposition
failed to show leadership yesterday when he grossly
misled the house and also, I think, grossly misled the
people of Gippsland. The ABS figures for Gippsland
show clearly that the unemployment rate - Mr Thwaites interjected.
The SPEAKER - Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition should know perfectly well that I
apply the same standards to both sides of the house,
and will continue to do so. If he wishes to challenge
what the Premier is saying I will give him the next
question, if he stands in his place. He will have
every opportunity at question time to do so.
Mr KENNETI - The ABS figures for Gippsland
clearly show that 19.5 per cent of the 15 to
19-year-olds are out of work; the figure for the 20 to
24-year-olds is 16.5 per cent. That figure is
unacceptable by anyone's standards, but it is totally
different from the figures produced by the Leader of
the Opposition yesterday when he claimed the
figure was 50 per cent.
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Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr KENNETI - Listen to the two girls from
Melbourne Grammar on the other side of the table!
They are, without any challenge, an absolute
disgrace. You have your facts wrong: you have no
concern for the truth whatsoever; more importantly,
this can only add to the despair of many people in
Gippsland who are genuinely trying to find work.
It is true that in the past four years 57000 new jobs
have been created in rural Victoria as a result of the
policies of this government.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNETI - Even though the Leader of the
Opposition clearly and deliberately misled the house
in his question yesterday and the statements
contained in it, he will not resign. The Leader of the
Opposition remains potentially the best asset any
government of this political persuasion can have.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER - Order! The honourable
member for Tullamarine made an unparliamentary
statement. I ask him to withdraw it.
Mr Finn - I withdraw, Mr Speaker.

The SPEAKER - Order! I understand the
Premier said the Leader of the Opposition
deliberately misled Parliament. That is
unparliamentary. I ask him to withdraw that.
Mr KENNETI - I withdraw the word
deliberately'. There is no question that he misled
Parliament. The fact is that the ABS is claiming a
19.5 per cent figure. That is another illustration of
why the Labor Party cannot be trusted, but more
importantly, the Leader of the Opposition does not
in any way reflect the aspirations of or reach out to
the young people within the community. If people
had read his comments they would have been
appalled because, as his conduct today and his
question yesterday show, after almost five years in
opposition the Labor Party has not come up with
one policy that has created one job for any young
person in this state.
I

Mr KENNETI - The Labor Party has again, for
reasons of its own political advantage, cooked the
books or the figures; in so doing it seeks to
demoralise those it should be trying to reach out to
and represent rather than putting down 15 to
19-year-olds or 20 to 24-year-olds. The Labor Party
should be trying to reach out through the
creativity - if it has any - of its own policies and
options, but all it ever does is try to put young
people down.
The Labor Party has excluded from the calculations
just under 6000 of the 15 to 19-year-olds in
Gippsland who are employed in part-time work and
a further 300 who are actively on the books looking
for part-time work.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNETI - The Leader of the Opposition
interjects and says, 'Is this worrying you?'. It should
worry all Victorians as we go about our task of

Former Minister for Finance
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to the Smith-Harris affair. Is it not
a fact that there is a separate settlement deed
between Mr Smith, Ms Harris and the state of
Victoria dealing with Ms Harris's equal opportunity
claim, and that in fact the only parties to the
settlement deed who are refusing to reveal whether
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taxpayers' funds were involved in the settlement are
the Premier and the government?
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - I shall illustrate the
question by the Leader of the Opposition in terms of
its relevance to the community. The question totally
ignores the plight of the young unemployed; there is
nothing constructive in it whatsoever.
The tragedy is that, as I said yesterday, the Labor
Party is more concerned with personalities than it is
with policies. Not one policy has yet been issued by
the opposition.
I am aware that on a certain date in January all the
parties to all the actions involving - Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNETI - Did you ask the question?
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr KENNETI - Melbourne Grammar made a
mouthful!
The SPEAKER - Order! I ask the Premier to
refer to the question.
Mr KENNETI - As I understand it, and I will
not try to guess the date but I think it was one day or
night in January, all parties - and that involved the
government of Victoria; it involved either the
individuals themselves or people representing
Ms Harris; people representing Mr Smith and
people representing Slater and Gordon - Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr KENNETI - All parties got together and
settled an arrangement that fixed all the claims and
all the legal issues under dispute on that occasion.
As a result of that - Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr KENNETI - What is it? Isn't that typical? I
wonder where the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
is getting his advice from. Now he desperately
defends Slater and Gordon. It is interesting that, on
behalf of the state of Victoria, I have offered to be
released from our confidentiality agreement and the
honourable member for Polwarth has offered in
writing to be released from confidentiality
agreements, but we have had no response from
Miss Harris, and the one from Slater and Gordon
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says, 'We are happy to do it, but here is another set
of conditions'. Today the Labor Party, the
mouthpiece for Slater and Gordon, comes here - Mr Thwaites - Are they involved in it?
Mr KENNETI - You know as well as I do that
Slater and Gordon were in it not only up to their
armpits but up to their eyeballs. As I am on the
record as saying in this house, if it were not for the
political motivation of Slater and Gordon this case
would not have developed in the way it did.
I am led to understand that on the night in January
all parties or their representatives got together and
agreed on a common solution to the legal challenges
that were abounding, and that included everyone including Slater and Gordon. To date the only
people who have not signed a release of the
settlement terms are Slater and Gordon and
Ms Harris. Mr Smith and the government are ready
to do so today or tomorrow, as soon as the others
sign that release.

Drugs: Turning the Tide
Mr FINN (Tullamarine) - Will the Minister for
Education inform the house about the details of the
government's initiative to combat the harmful use of
drugs among Victorian school children?
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) - I thank the
honourable member for Tullamarine for his question
and, more particularly, for his very deep, ongoing
and genuine interest in the welfare of young
Victorians. Today I am pleased to announce that the
government will fund seven projects to the tune of
$1.4 million over the next three years as part of the
Connect project. This initiative is an important and
vital part of the $100 million Turning the Tide
program. The seven projects will research and
develop models dealing with vulnerable young
people who are at risk of substance abuse. They will
also ensure those young people are retained within
or reintegrated into the school community.
One of the major findings of the Penington report is
that there is a small but significant group of young
people who are at grave risk of developing life-long
substance abuse problems. The report recommended
that strenuous efforts be undertaken within the
school system to enhance the skills that are needed
to deal with and combat those problems.
The aim of the project is to prevent young people
from becoming completely marginalised and
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alienated from the broader community. The school
setting is one of those very important processes - Mrs Campbell interjected.
Mr GUDE - Most members would believe with the exception, perhaps, of the honourable
member for Pascoe Vale - that an ounce of
prevention is better than a tonne of cure! Three of
the seven are issue-based research projects, which
will explore aspects of risk factors as they relate to
areas such as communication, cannabis, gender,
ethnicity, resilience and mental health.
The requests from community groups, schools and
other organisations to be part of this program was
absolutely overwhelming. We are fortunate indeed
to have research and other organisations of the
quality of La Trobe University, the Australian Drug
Foundation, the Victoria University of Technology
and the City of Maribyrnong, which are prepared to
commit themselves to these very important
programs.
Mr Baker - What about the villains? They will
still be selling it on the streets! It is a waste of time!
Mr GUDE - You are so negative, aren't you?
The honourable member for Moonshine ought to sit
down!
The remaining four are school and community based
projects that will target specific school populations
that are facing particular community problems. They
will go into the community with the Help Link
projects that are helping young people in areas such
as mental health, education, income support,
accommodation and so forth. The areas that have
been selected are Springvale-Noble Park,
Glenroy-Craigieburn, Gippsland South and the
Wimmera. Most of the projects are being funded at
around $55000 a year over three years, although a
couple of the projects will be funded for one year
until we see how the research goes and whether they
will be developed further.
It is most important that we develop this process to
assist young people at risk. I commend all those
people in the education department and in other
areas who are associated with this marvellous,
whole-of-government, $100 million Turning the Tide
project. I am confident, unlike the honourable
member for Sunshine, that we will have quality and
improved outcomes for the young people of this
state.
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Former Minister for Finance
Mr BRUMBY (Leader of the Opposition) - I
refer the Premier to his previous answer and to the
settlement deed between the state of Victoria,
Mr Smith and Miss Harris and to the fact that on
radio yesterday Miss Harris said that she had no
objection whatsoever to the Premier revealing
whether taxpayers' funds were used in the
settlement.
Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr BRUMBY - Read the transcript! Do you
want me to read the transcript? She was asked about
taxpayers' funds and the transcript shows that she
said:
'" it seems that, you know, the question being asked the
Premier is something that he could just simply give a
yes or no [tal ...

That is what Miss Harris said. Today on 3AW the
former Minister for Finance, the honourable member
for Polwarth, said he had no objection and that the
parties should agree to release the details. Now that
two of the three parties to this settlement deed Miss Harris and Mr Smith - have said they are
happy for it to be revealed that taxpayers' money
was or was not used, I ask the Premier whether he
will reveal that? The only party who will not is you,
Mr Premier. Were taxpayers' funds used or not?
Answer the question! Were they used or were they
not?
The SPEAKER - Order! I advise the Leader of
the Opposition to address his remarks through the
Chair.
Mr KENNETI (Premier) - Just as I would never
take my lead from the Leader of the Opposition in
anything of substance, I say to you confidentially
that I would never take my lead from Miss Harris,
either. The Leader of the Opposition has once again
totally misrepresented what Miss Harris said on
radio yesterday. She was asked whether government
funds had been used, and she said she refused to
comment.

Mr Brumby - I have the transcript here.
Mr KENNETI - All you have to do is read the
transcript and you will find that Miss Harris said, 'It
is up to the Premier to answer', when she was asked
whether she would answer.
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Mr Brumby - Just answer the question, yes or
no!
The SPEAKER - Order! The Leader of the
Opposition seems to be a very slow learner. He is
testing the patience of the Chair day after day by
interjecting continually across the table. I ask him to
cease interjecting.
Mr KENNElT - When Miss Harris was asked
whether she would disclose whether government
money had or had not been used she said, 'No, I
can't. I'm abiding by the agreement.'
I shall make it quite clear. This is not unusual,
because the Leader of the Opposition has great
difficulty with the truth on a whole range of
issues - yesterday it was unemployment figures.
Mr Brumby - On a point of order on the
question of relevance, the Premier was asked a very
specific question, and he has been asked the same
question in a variety of forms over the past few
days. The question is: were taxpayers' funds used in
the settlement deed between Mr Smith, Miss Harris
and the State of Victoria. On the question of
relevance, the Premier has ducked and slipped
across the chamber. He will not answer the question.
It requires a simple yes or no answer. That is what
the public wants. Were taxpayers' funds used?
The SPEAKER - Order! As members of
Parliament know, a minister may answer a question
as he or she sees fit, provided it is relevant to the
question. I believe the answer is relevant. It may not
be the answer that the Leader of the Opposition
would like. He can ask another question, and
another and another, but he may not demand a
specific answer. It is up to the minister, whoever the
minister is.
Mr KENNElT - I argue very strongly that the
answer is absolutely relevant because the Leader of
the Opposition has misled the house again in his
assertion that Miss Harris said yesterday that she
would he happy to release the information. She did
not. We on this side of the house are used to Labor
Party members in desperation not being able to read
transcripts when preparing questions.
Mr Hulls - Surely you would not be silly
enough to do that?
Mr KENNElT - This is the gentleman who
wants to be a minister. This is the man who lost his
federal seat.
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The SPEAKER - Order! The Premier, on the
question.
Mr Hulls - You wouldn't be silly enough, surely!
Mr KENNElT - I knew this was going to be a
fun session but I never thought that after the second
day of the sitting the opposition would prove,
particularly to those observing these proceedings,
just how irrelevant it is to the Victorian community.
There are four matters involved in the Smith, Harris
and Slater and Gordon matter. They were all
resolved on a day or evening in the middle of
January. They were covered by two agreements
made on the same night that covered all the issues. I
stand by what I said before: the honourable member
for Polwarth and I, representing the government,
have agreed to release the conditions of the final
agreement.
Mr Dollis - On a point of order, Mr Speaker, the
question was very clear: were taxpayers funds used?
The Premier does not even seem to know what
documents he signed on behalf of the state. We have
a Premier who signs documents on behalf of the
state and does not know what he signs.
The SPEAKER - There is no point of order.
Mr KENNElT - I am sure the honourable
member for Richmond is feeling a lot better now.
The honourable member for Polwarth and I, on
behalf of the government, have signed unconditional
releases agreeing that, provided the other parties
agree, all the circumstances of the settlement will be
made public. I would like that to happen because
this topic diverts the house and others away from
the business that interests the public of the state. I
am awaiting a response from Miss Harris - we
have not had one - and the response the Leader of
the Opposition refened to is not a response.
Mr Thwaites - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the question related to one specific agreementthat is, an agreement to settle the equal opportunity
claim. The parties to that, who were refened to in
the question, are the government, Miss Harris and
Mr Smith. They are the only parties. I ask you, Sir, to
ask the Premier to relate his answer to the question
asked - that is, will he finally reveal not all the
details but simply the information as to whether any
taxpayers' money was used to settle this claim.
The SPEAKER - Order! Once again I remind the
house that a minister may answer a question as the

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

Wednesday, 19 March 1997

ASSEMBLY

minister sees fit, provided the answer is relevant to
the subject of the question. The Premier's answer is
relevant; it may not be exactly the answer the
questioner wants but it is relevant to the question.
There is no point of order.
Mr KENNETI - I am waiting for releases from
Miss Harris and I am waiting for an unconditional
release from Slater and Gordon. When they are
received, if they are received, then all the
information being sought by the opposition and by
others in the community and the accuracy - Mr Batchelor - On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
the opposition has asked a question of the
government which is quite specific. It requires the
Premier to address the question of whether
taxpayers' funds were used. It is a simple and
straightforward question. We do not want the
Premier to avoid the issue or to hide; we would like
him to answer that simple question.
The SPEAKER - Order! This is the third or
fourth time the same point of order has been raised.
I should not have to deal with it yet again, but if it is
raised again I shall do so. There is no point of order.
As the honourable member knows, provided the
minister's answer is relevant to the subject of the
question, the minister may answer the question in
any way he sees fit.
Mr KENNETI - I await the letters from
Miss Harris and Slater and Gordon.
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the townships with substandard water were
bypassed.
Honourable members will recall that some years ago
there were almost 400 water authorities across
regional Victoria. At the time of the recent
restructuring 83 rural water authorities were
reduced to 18. At the time of those changes, which
occurred in 1993-94, only 27 per cent of people living
in rural Victoria had drinking water that was up to
world health standard. Our target is to ensure by
2001 that the water quality for some 95 per cent of
the rural community is up to world health standard.
In only around three years the percentage of country
Victorians who have access to world-quality
standard water has risen from 27 per cent to 60 per
cent. We are certainly on target to achieve the goal of
moving close to 100 per cent. We have also set a
target to ensure that waste disposal meets EPA
licensing conditions by 2001 and that 100 per cent of
water authorities meet that standard.

Another important benchmark set for our rural
authorities was to ensure the improvement of
productivity and the reduction of operating costs
across the board by 20 per cent. Already most
authorities have either achieved that 20 per cent
reduction in operating costs or have gone past it.
Unlike the savings from the reduction in rates that
occurred in local government, savings made by
water authorities have been redirected into much
needed capital works to ensure that water
authorities are brought up to standard.

Water: restructure
Mr ELDER (Rip on) - During 1994 and 1995 the
government amalgamated non-metropolitan urban
water authorities into 18 new regional water
authorities. Will the Minister for Agriculture and
Resources inform the house of the massive benefits
to the community of this restructure?
Mr McNAMARA (Minister for Agriculture and
Resources) - I thank the honourable member for
Ripon for his very significant question. The quality
of drinking water, as well as the disposal of waste
water, is not only an important health and
environmental issue but also an important economic
issue for rural communities. If there is not good
quality drinking water and adequate waste disposal,
there is no investment from industry in a country
town. For decades it has been the townships in
regional Victoria whose water quality is up to
standard that have acquired the dairy processing
plants. In the food processing industry in particular

I also point out the dramatic reversal that can be
seen when you compare this government's
commitment to assisting small country communities
to bring their drinking water and waste disposal
standards up to meet the EPA standards with that
shown by the previous Labor government. In 1992,
the last year of Labor government, that government
committed $343 000 to assisting rural communities
to upgrade water services. I am pleased to announce
that this financial year we are spending in excess of
$9 million. That is an increase approaching 2500 per
cent and is an indication of this government's
commitment to ensuring that rural Victorians no
longer have to tolerate second-class water. Water
quality that has been accepted as a norm for people
in the metropolitan area is something country
people should also have as a right.
The government is looking at the future structure of
water authorities. I have asked all authorities to
submit to me by the end of this month their plans for
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structures in the coming years and to examine the
potential benefits and options so they can ensure
that down the track they deliver greater efficiencies
to their ratepayers.
During next month I hope I will be able to make
those announcements to ensure that the structures
are improved. It might mean we end up with fewer
than the 18 authorities that currently exist, but the
improvements must be made to ensure that further
economic benefit is delivered to rural communities
across Victoria.

OFFICE OF THE
REGULATOR-GENERAL
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) introduced a bill to
amend the Office of the Regulator-General Act
1994 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

NATIONAL AUSTRALIA BANK AND
BANK OF NEW ZEALAND BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr STOCKDALE (Treasurer) introduced a bill to
provide for the transfer to National Australia Bank
Ltd of the banking business of Bank of New
Zealand and for other purposes.
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HERITAGE (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and Local
Government> introduced a bill to amend the
Heritage Act 1995 and the Mineral Resources
Development Act 1990 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

HIRE-PURCHASE (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) - I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the
Hire-Purchase Act 1959 and for other purposes.

Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I seek a brief explanation
of the bill.

Mrs WADE (Attorney-General) (By leave) - This
is a small bill. It follows on from the Stamps
(Amendment) Bill that was introduced last session
where rental duty was reduced from 1.5 per cent to
0.75 per cent and it was applied to hire-purchase
agreements which it had not previously applied to.
This is a consequential amendment relating to that
prOvision.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

Read first time.

CONSTITUTION AND
PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr KENNElT (Premier) introduced a bill to
amend the Constitution Act 1975, the
Parliamentary Committees Act 1968 and the
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act
1968 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

GAMING ACTS (FURTHER
AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport) - I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the
Gaming and Betting Act 1994, the Gaming Machine
Control Act 1991, the Club Keno Act 1993 and the
Tattersall Consultations Act 1958 and for other

purposes.
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I seek a brief explanation
of the bill.

Mr REYNOLDS (Minister for Sport) (By leave) It is a series of minor amendments to the acts I just
read out. If you would like me to go through them
again, I will.

GAMING No. 2 BILL
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Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

GAMING No. 2 BILL

bill to amend the Melbourne University Act 1958
to provide for the merger of the Victorian College
of Agriculture and Horticulture with the
University of Melbourne, to make consequential
amendments to the Vocational Education and
Training Act 1990 and for other purposes.

Introduction and first reading
Read first time.
Mr REYNOLOS (Minister for Sport) introduced a
bill to revise the law relating to minor gaming, to
make consequential and other amendments to the
Lotteries Gaming and Betting Act 1966 and for
other purposes.
Read first time.

RACING (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr REYNOLOS (Minister for Sport) introduced a
bill to amend the Racing Act 1958 and for other
purposes.
Read first time.

HEALTH SERVICES (COMMUNITY
HEALTH CENTRES) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Or NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Health
Services Act 1988 and for other purposes.

BOARD OF STUDIES
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) introduced a
bill to amend the Board of Studies Act 1993 to
expand the objective of the board to provide for
guidelines and procedures to be developed for
courses for students outside Victoria and for other
purposes.
Read first time.

TEACHING SERVICE
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Mr GUDE (Minister for Education) introduced a
bill to make minor amendments to the Teaching
Service Act 1981 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

CINEMEDIA CORPORATION BILL
Second reading

Mr THWAITES (Albert Park) - I seek a brief
explanation.

Or NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) (By leave) - The bill will deal
with the governance of community health centres in
Victoria.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

MELBOURNE UNIVERSITY
(VCAH) BILL
Introduction and first reading
For Mr HONEYWOOD (Minister for Tertiary
Education and Training), Mr Gude introduced a

Debate resumed from 18 March; motion of
Mr STOCKDALE (Minister for Multimedia).
Mr STOCKOALE (Minister for Multimedia) - I
thank all members for their contributions on the bill
and I also thank the Labor Party for its support for
the bill. It is important that this measure has
bipartisan support, not only because of the
successful operation of Film Victoria and the State
Film Centre in moving films but also because of the
new involvement of Film Victoria particularly and
the State Film Centre in the multimedia area. Now
they are joining together in the agency Cinemedia to
carry on the government's programs in screen
culture generally and multimedia.
It is no exaggeration to say that although our living
standards as a nation and as a state have been rising
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in absolute terms, compared with the rest of the
world Australia has been in decline for almost
100 years. Every time there is published, anywhere
in the world, a table ranking nations in a relative
sense, Australia has slipped a few more rungs down
the ladder. It follows that, almost without exception
over the past 100 years, each generation of
Victorians and Australians has passed on to its
children and grandchildren a nation and a state
which has been weaker, less secure and less able to
deliver human dignity to individuals who depend
on material welfare.
The importance of multimedia is that it is an
opportunity for Australia and Victoria in particular
to reverse that 100 years of relative decline. As we
move into the 21st century multimedia is perhaps
the most graphic illustration of the switch that is
taking place in the Australian economy.
Victoria is moving rapidly from the traditional
labour-intensive manufacturing industries and
Australia's resource-based industries to an industry
base that depends upon knowledge and technology.
Nowhere is that more important than for Australia's
and Victoria's young people.
One of the most important things about multimedia
is that it is creating jobs disproportionately for
young Victorians. It is addressing one of the great
social blights of the past 20 or 30 years, the atypically
high level of unemployment among young people,
particularly in the age group between IS and 30
years. One need only walk through any of the
proliferating establishments now - anyone of the
SOO-plus start-up companies in multimedia in
Victoria - to see that this is an industry that
comprises almost entirely young Victorians: it is
providing jobs that by the very nature of the
technology involved are directly tailored to the
young. The industry is not only helping to create
new jobs, it is helping to create jobs where they are
most needed - among young people. It is creating
and accelerating the shift of a technology and
knowledge-based economy.
Cinemedia is to have a key place in the
government's strategy. The Victorian government
has a multimedia development strategy which is
unsurpassed anywhere outside the United States,
and indeed only surpassed, if at all, on the west
coast of the United States. Of course, many other
places in the United States see themselves as
developing multimedia centres but they do not have
Australia's natural advantages. The cable rollout
that is occurring, taking broadband to the home, is
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creating a testbed environment in Australia which is
drawing major interest from around the world.
We have had a successful investment attraction
program in multimedia. It has introduced more than
$800 million of new investment in these industries
over the past two years alone and has created
directly more than 4600 new jobs and many more
indirectly. As I pointed out, they are jobs
predominantly for young people.
It is a mark of the importance of this industry sector
to Australia, and potentially to the world, that it
commands such widespread and almost unanimous
support in the house. The only jangling exception
was the suggestion by the honourable member for
Essendon that somehow this bill is a cloak for some
sort of privatisation agenda. I have heard people
describe it as looking under their beds every night
for reds. It seems that the honourable member for
Essendon looks under her bed every night in case
there is a privatiser there. Nothing could be farther
than the truth. In fact I am not even sure what the
honourable member could have had in mind. It is
scarcely conceivable that Cinemedia could be
privatised. It is a pity that even in the context of the
cut and thrust of debate such a diversion was raised.

The government has great confidence in Cinemedia.
The board under Peter Griffin - and I mention in
particular the contribution made by the former
Minister for the Arts, Haddon Storey - Or Terry
Cutler, who has not only a national profile but an
international profile, and the acting executive
director, Ms Jennifer Hooks, has done a superb job
in translating what was Film Victoria's major
activity in film across into multimedia.
Recently I had the pleasure of launching two new
programs, LEAP and GAP, which will provide
further assistance for the most innovative developers
in Australia. As well as the natural advantages we
have overlaid with the opportunity that cable rollout
is giving us, we have the genius of the young people
of this state. Particularly in Victoria, but also
throughout Australia, we have an innovative culture
in the development of software and content which is
giving us a tremendous comparative advantage.
Many other countries such as Malaysia, Singapore
and even China have made an enormous
commitment and a tremendous devotion of
resources to try to seize the opportunities opened up
by multimedia.

It is no exaggeration to say that while many of these
countries are pouring a lot of money into education,
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and aggressive economies and peoples are taking up
these challenges with great alacrity and success, the
innovative culture in those countries is nowhere
near as significant as it is in Australia. When you
recognise, as many people would, that the major
reason for the continuing dominance of the power of
the American economy is its constant innovation,
you can see how important that innovative capacity
will be in the 21st century.
We have the opportunity in Australia not to have the
sort of hollow rhetoric we have had in the past, but
to have programs that seize the opportunities that
are opening up in the world's most rapidly growing
market in Asia. There is enormous opportunity for
high value-added intellectually based export income
for Australia in the multimedia area. This is an area
of activity that will impact profoundly on us, not
only in commerce and industry but in every aspect
of our lives. In the arts, in education and right across
the board multimedia offers brand new ways of
doing things that fundamentally depend upon
networking the intelligence, the intellect, the
creativity of individual human beings. In every one
of those areas new approaches will be adopted that
will increase the effectiveness of, for example,
education, and open new options but will have the
distinguishing feature of putting more power over
their own lives into the hands of individuals.
This is a tremendously important bill because of the
key place of Cinemedia in the government's
multimedia program, but the bill is, of course,
important in its own right. The establishment of
Cinemedia and its potential relocation, if a suitable
project for Federation Square can be developed,
offers the prospect of a fourth leg to the major
cultural institutions of this state: we will see screen
culture and multimedia brought to the people via
Cinemedia at Federation Square in the same way as
the museum, the National Gallery of Victoria and
the Victorian Arts Centre bring other aspects of
Australian and international culture to the people of
Victoria and Australia and international visitors.
This is a tremendously exciting development for
Victoria. I do not think anybody could possibly
overstate the importance of Cinemedia and
multimedia development.
If we reverse the century-old relative decline of
Australians' living standards it will be because of the
sorts of developments that are represented by this
bill. I thank everybody who participated in the
debate. I thank the opposition for its support and I
commend the bill to the house.

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.

Committee
Gauses 1 to 17 agreed to.
Gause 18
Mr STOCKDALE (Minister for Multimedia) - I
move:
Clause 18, line 16, omit "18" and insert "17".

The amendment corrects a typographical error.
Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to.
Clauses 19 to 40 agreed to.
Reported to house with amendment.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

NATIONAL PARKS
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Government amendment circulated by Mrs
TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management> pursuant to sessional orders.

Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 November 1996; motion
of Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and
Land Management).
Ms GARBUIT (Bundoora) - The opposition
welcomes this protection for some of our most
outstanding environments. The provisions contained
in the National Parks (Amendment) Bill represent a
Significant increase in the protection of national,
coastal and some state parks. Obviously we support
the bill and the amendment that the minister has
circulated.

The bill will add 23 000 hectares to areas protected
under the National Parks Act, whether they are
coastal, state or national parks, and that is to be
welcomed. The public recognises the increased
protection that will be provided to a range of parks.
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However, the real question burning in the mind of
the public at the moment is not addressed by the bill
at all. The real question is: what good is that
protection now? What protection does the National
Parks Act actually afford our environment? I will
detail an appalling record by the government that
attacks our parks, threatens even national parks and
makes us wonder how the government sees the
National Parks Act now.
The government's recent record includes threats to
Wilsons Promontory National Park. Perhaps one of
our greatest icons, it is threatened with increasing
commercial development, inappropriate visitor
developments, inappropriate increases in the
number of walking tracks, allowing commercial tour
operators in, and a whole range of management
issues.
The government's appalling record includes a most
inappropriate visitor centre to be placed inside and
just on the boundary of the Port Campbell National
Park at the Twelve Apostles and a disgraceful
proposal at the Nobbies Nature Park. This proposal
has been attacked by local people and a victory of
some sorts claimed. However, there are still serious
concerns about efforts to protect the penguins and
the natural assets there.
Of course there is also great anger, hostility and
threats of legal action and action on the streets over
the recently handed-down Point Lillias decision,
which attacks our wetlands that are recognised
internationally and should be protected under no
fewer than four international treaties. Yet this
government has trampled on all of that and sent in
the bulldozers, so it seems that nothing protects our
most precious environments any more. This bill will
not do it, international treaties will not do it, and the
planning schemes will not do it. Only the vigilance
and anger of the community will protect our
national parks and precious environments.
There is a crisis in national parks; it affects all our
conservation parks, and that is what we should be
talking about. This bill does not touch on any of
these issues. The bill is a piece of hypocrisy - it is a
smokescreen behind which the government is trying
to hide. There is a crisis caused by its own policies.
We should be debating the real issues in our national
parks, wetlands and coastal parks. That is what
concerns all Victorians. So I desire to move a
reasoned amendment which will allow us to debate
that and will get down to the real issues about which
people are worrying - the serious concerns that
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people have about national parks and the National
Parks Act. 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 include provisions which
prohibit the use of our national parks as tourist
"resorts" to be exploited for maximum profit by
government or private interests and to specifically
prohibit leases or licences for new serviced
accommodation and/ or licensed facilities at Wilsons
Promontory and Tidal River.

This gets to the heart of the crisis in national parks. It
opens up the real issues that people want to talk
about, that people are demonstrating about and that
the minister is ignoring. These are inappropriate
developments, whether it be a visitors centre, a
lOS-bed hotel or new walking tracks in wilderness
areas. There is to be an insidious increase in the
amount of commercial development in national
parks.

On the conflict between conservation and
development, it is quite clear that the minister aims
to commercially exploit our national parks rather
than protect them. The lack of public consultation
has been blindingly obvious in all these
developments. The secrecy in which the government
develops plans, the short time frames in which it
allows the public to comment, the lack of heed that it
pays to public comment put forward to public
submissions and the refusal to make submissions
public are features of the way that this minister
conducts her portfolio.

Funding cuts, which have led to reductions in vital
environmental services such as the number of
education officers, attention to weeds and track
maintenance, are having an enormous impact
throughout national parks.
A new management structure for Parks Victoria has
been proposed by the minister. Little is known about
it, but what is known is alarming people. The
proposed coastal policies circulated by the minister
will see every little beach, promontory and bay as an
opportunity for a kiosk, a cafe or a restaurant they will exploit the environment and destroy that
which they seek to exploit.
They are the sorts of issues people are discussing
and demonstrating about, and I refer to the
hundreds of submissions received by the minister
for the Prom development, the hundreds of people
who recently demonstrated in Carlton Gardens, the
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thousands of people who made the impressive sign,
'Hands off', at the Prom national park over
Christmas and the thousands of people who have
signed the petitions that will be presented to this
house opposing all the developments at the Prom not just the biggest one, the hotel the minister has
conceded is inappropriate, but all the other
inappropriate developments as well.
I will now refer to the provisions of the bill. I
welcome the three new national parks it creates, the
first being the Lake Eildon National Park. It arose
from the recommendations of the Land
Conservation Council's review of the Melbourne
area, district 2, and combines the existing national
park and Lake Eildon State Park resulting in the
Lake Eildon National Park.
The LCC commented that the park is considered to
be of state botanic significance; it has some
spectacular scenery and is an important venue for all
the recreation that takes place on and around Lake
Eildon. It is worthy of being made a national park
and deserves the proper protection that should
provide. As was recommended by the LCC, deer
hunting will continue in the state park area.
The second area is the French Island National Park.
It is currently a state park and the LCC has
recommended it be made a national park. The LCC
commented that the area has state geomorphological
significance with its mangroves, salt marsh areas
and sand spit. It also has state botanic significance,
and because of its isolation it is rich in fauna quite
distinct from mainland areas. It has developed a
unique range of fauna and is an appropriate area to
be declared a national park.
The government will allow duck hunting to continue
in the national park for two years after it is
proclaimed. In its recommendations the LCC states
that in view of the nature conservation values of the
swamps, hunting is an inappropriate use. Further,
the LCC believes hunting of native species - that is,
ducks - is inappropriate in a park. I will ask the
minister to explain why she has allowed duck
hunting to continue for two years after the park is
proclaimed.
The third national park will be the Box-Ironbark
National Park, currently known as the Chiltern State
Park. For a number of months the name - the
Box-Ironbark National Park - has been a major
issue. That is the name given to the national park in
the bill and which is to be amended by the
government. If the amendment is adopted the park
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will be known as the Chiltern Box-Ironbark National
Park. The amendment follows a major community
campaign, particularly by the people of Chiltern
who were angry at and insulted by the failure of the
government to include the name, Chiltern, in the
original national park name.

I will quote from one of the many letters I received
from the people of Chiltern - I know the minister
would have received many more. This letter, from
Christine Watson of Chiltern, is very interesting and
I will quote a couple of paragraphs. She describes
how wonderful the park is in all seasons, and says:
And when you discover how wonderful Chiltern park
is, take a little more time to listen. Listen to the people
of Chiltern. You would be aware of the genus ruralus
forgottenus peoplus. Well there is a species called
Chiltemus, people like me, whose families have been
living in Chiltern for over a century, and whose
great-great-grandfather was a miner and publican here.
My family and many other families of Chiltern have
enjoyed this area all that time and we are happy to
share it with all Australians as a national park. But
don't just wipe us off the map. It is Chiltern park and
always will be to us. So why can't it be called Chiltern
National Park?

Even when the government conceded to the
community campaign - and it was not this minister
who made the concession; it was the Premier - it
did not just call it Chiltern National Park; it left in
the name Box-Ironbark, and called it Chiltern
Box-Ironbark National Park, just to show how mean
it really is. Even so, it was not the - An honourable member interjected.
Ms GARBUIT - Wilsons Prom is called just
Wilsons Promontory National Park; it does not have
a full description of all its floral and faunal values.
The Australian Heritage Commission also comments
on the value of having Chiltern in the name of the
park:
The commission, however, is concerned that the
proposed name for the national park alludes only to the
park's natural values whereas the area contains several
sites associated with Chiltern's early mining history
and it is possible that the area contains indigenous
cultural values as well. It also appears that the park
with its current name is valued by the local community
because it contributes to Chiltern's identity.
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That summarises the strong reasons for the
campaign to include Chiltern in the name of the new
national park. It was not only because people
wanted that identification for the area so that people
knew where the park was; it was because it was
important to the people of Chiltern. That was
something the minister ignored for months and
months. It was only when the Premier stepped in
that the name change came about - despite the fact
that the minister had promised the people of
Chiltern that she would consult with them prior to
making a final decision.
I have a copy of the letter from the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management to one of the
Chiltern residents, in which she says:
I intend to consult further with community interests
prior to making a final decision.

The minister did not do that; she just kept quiet.
Mrs Tehan interjected.
Ms GARBUTT - You didn't go up there and ask
them; you announced in Parliament that it was
going to be the Box-Ironbark National Park - end of
story. The minister wrote this letter and did nothing
about it. It was not until the Premier overturned it at the 11 th hour I might add and after the Gippsland
West by-election, which I am sure is significantthat the minister changed her mind.

The Chiltern Box-Ironbark National Park is a
significant area and deserves to be a national park.
Its forests and woodlands are home to some of the
rarest of our plants and animals, including the
powerful owl, the turquoise parrot, the regent
honeyeater and the squirrel glider. The opposition
supports its becoming a national park; in fact, that
was an election promise of the Labor Party as well.
Mrs Tehan interjected.
Ms GARBUTT - Speaking of election promises,
there is another election promise that the minister is
not honOuring, and it relates to mining in national
parks - an issue we have already talked a bit about
in the past few days. This minister is allowing
mining in national parks.
During the last state election campaign government
ministers made various promises. The then Minister
for Conservation and Environment, the Honourable
Mark Birrell, said mining would not go ahead at
Chiltern. He said that the lease was about to expire
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and that the government would let it expire and not
renew it. The minister said it would be a true
national park that was protected from mining and
exploration, as is the law. He was reported in the
Border Mail of 16 March last year, in the heat of the
election campaign, as saying that including an area
in a national park means that it is preserved at the
highest possible environmental level and that it is
not subject to competing uses.
Over the Christmas period, before we had a chance
to debate the amending bill, the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management renewed the
mining lease. Mining is now occurring in the
national park in breach of the promise made by the
former Minister for Conservation and Environment.
If the former minister was able to give that promise,
why can this minister not keep her promise to the
people of Chiltern. They will have a national park in
which mining exploration will occur because the
minister has recently renewed the license.
When Minister Birrell was asked why the
government had permitted eRA to have exploration
rights in 1993-94, he said it was permitted under the
old definition of national park status, under which
there were multiple uses for public land. The then
minister was reported as saying that CRA was to be
commended on setting world-class standards of
exploration - but the company decided it did not
wish to continue. Now exploration is again
proceeding. The current minister has allowed a
mining exploration lease to be renewed in an area
that is proposed to be included in a national park.
Of course, that is consistent with the government's
views on national parks. Yesterday the Premier said
mining would be allowed in the Grampians
National Park despite the fact that a 1989 act
prohibits mining in national parks. Numerous
ministers had committed themselves on the record
not to allow mining in national parks, but the
government is going backwards. It is legislating to
create new national parks while renewing
exploration leases and legislating to allow mining in
the Grampians National Park.
During the debate in 1989 on the National Parks
(Amendment) Bill members of the then opposition,
now ministers of this government, committed
themselves to prohibiting mining in all national
parks. I remember the debate on 11 May 1989 very
well because it was the first debate in which I spoke
in this place. I listened closely to all the comments of
honourable members who participated. The
honourable member for Berwick, now the Minister
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for Planning and Local Government, complained
because the Labor minister did not give sufficient
recognition to the liberal Party's policy of opposing
mining in national parks. How he must choke on his
words given what the government is now doing.
The honourable member for Berwick is reported as
saying at that time:
The minister was ungenerous in not acknowledging
that it was the policy of the former Liberal
government - and, I understand, the policy of the
National Party - that there should be no mining in
national parks.

We have gone backwards. The then Minister for
Conservation, Forests and Lands is reported as
saying:
The National Parks (Amendment) Bill amends the
National Parks Act 1975 to prohibit mining and
exploration of national parks, state parks and
wilderness areas.
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Mr Birrell said, as reported in Hansard of
11 November 1992:
Yes, I give that unequivocal undertaking.

The current minister will not give that undertaking;
she has not honoured the commitment given by the
former minister. We now have two disgraceful
examples of the minister allowing the act to be
watered down.
Besides creating three national parks, the bill will
create three coastal parks and extend two. The three
new coastal parks are the Bay of Islands, Cape
lip trap and Cape Conran parks. The Discovery Bay
and Gippsland Lakes coastal parks will be extended.
All the parks are of great value and have been
recommended by the Land Conservation CoWlci1 for
protection. Clause 11 extends duck hunting to the
Cape Conran park. The LCC recommended it was to
be allowed only in season, as specified by the
management plan. I shall ask the minister whether
that is proceeding.

As a result national parks, state parks and wilderness

parks covering some 7 per cent of the state will be
unavailable for mining and exploration.

That bill was historic because it had the support of
not just the Labor government but the liberal
opposition, although it did not have the support of
the National Party. It is interesting to note those who
voted for the measure. They included Mr Kennett,
Mr Plowman - the honourable member for Evelyn,
not the honourable member for Benambra Mr Stockdale, Mr Gude, Mr Elder and Mr Cooper.
Almost all those members who put up their hands in
support of not allowing mining in national parks are
now ministers.
Last year the same people put up their hands in
support of allowing mining in the Grampians
National Park. Today they will put up their hands to
agree to the creation of a national park in which
mining exploration will occur because the minister
has hurriedly put her signature to the renewal of an
exploration licence. The agreement was not signed
when the bill was introduced last year, but it has
been signed in the meantime.
The former Minister for Conservation, the
Honourable Mark Birrell, gave strong support to the
cessation of mining in national parks. When he was
asked by the then Labor Minister for Conservation
and Environment, the Honourable Barry Pulien,
whether the opposition would give an unequivocal
undertaking not to allow mining in national parks,

The Bay of Islands Coastal Park borders the
world-renowned Port Campbell National Park, and
some of the scenery is probably more outstanding
than that at Port Campbell.1t is ironic that as
protection is being extended to the Bay of Islands,
the Port Campbell National Park is being threatened
by a proposal for a large visiting centre at the
Twelve Apostles site. The proposal is to build the
centre right on the boundary of the national park,
with some of it being inside and some of it being
outside the boundary. It will require a huge amount
of parking for buses and cars, large sewerage works
and the inevitable cafe facilities that the government
is so fond of building around the coastline of
Victoria.
The proposal to put a visitors centre near the Twelve
Apostles did not arise from the draft management
plan now being developed by the National Parks
Service and the commWlity advisory committee. The
draft of the management plan has been handed over
to consultants - but it is not to include the visitors
centre. They were told, 'Develop the plan but just
accept that the visitors centre will go on that chosen
site and design the rest around it'.
Nobody would deny that there are problems at Port
Campbell National Park that need to be attended to.
A range of visitors facilities is needed, including an
interpretation centre, more toilets, better car parking
and access to the park or areas aroWld the park.
There is a need to encourage people to stay longer
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than a couple of hours and for facilities to be
provided even if visitors are there for only a short
time.
The issues that need to be addressed are not solved
by the proposed visitors centre. The idea has arrived
from above - from the Premier. It is about allowing
a developer to make money out of the national park.
The entire draft management process is a fraud
because it is not considering the visitors centre,
which is being imposed on it.
What is more, the Minister for Planning and Local
Government has refused to require that an
environmental effects statement be prepared. No
public consultation has been undertaken on which
site might be suitable if a visitors centre is needed.
The proposal put out last year simply said, 'We have
considered half a dozen sites and we have picked
this one'. Nobody else has been allowed to
comment. There has been no public process and no
environmental impact statement, and nor will there
be because the minister has refused it. Nor is it part
of the draft management plan for this national park.
The proposal for the visitors centre has been driven
by the Premier, not by the minister. The minister has
been silent. She is not in control of this portfolio and
she is not protecting the areas that it is her job to
protect.
It is interesting to note that locally the visitors centre
has caused huge controversy. Immediately the new
proposal for the Bay of Islands Coastal Park was
announced people realised it would inevitable be
linked to the Port Campbell National Park. The
ranger in charge of the Bay of Islands, Mr John
Amor, made some comments which appear in the
23 November edition of the local Warmambool
paper, The Standard. He said that it was terrific that
the Bay of Islands was going to be given extra
protection by raising it to the status of a coastal park.
He is reported as saying:
However, just how much more protection will depend
on the outcome of the Port Campbell National Park and
Bay of Islands Management Plan which was currently
being completed.
That observation set alarm bells ringing around the
area, because if the protection of the Bay of Islands
depends on the draft management plan for the Port
Campbell National Park, one wonders what the
available protection will be for either a coastal park
or the national park. If the Port Campbell National
Park is under threat from a large visitors centre
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being run by a commercial developer who is making
money out of it and whose priority is profit and not
conservation, one wonders what protection is
available for either a coastal park or the national
park. If Port Campbell cannot be protected by
having national park status, what hope do we have
for protection of a coastal park?
Several other extensions are proposed to be made to
conservation parks, state parks and other parks. I
will not refer to all of them. I recognise that they are
very valuable areas and deserve protection. I hope
the bill will give them the protection they need.
The proposed Ada Tall Trees Reserve is a close
neighbour to the Yarra Ranges National Park, which
was created two years ago. I wonder why protection
for the Ada reserve was delayed when it could have
been protected as part of the Yarra Ranges National
Park two years ago. However, better late than never,
one supposes.
During the committee stage, I will refer to some of
the other provisions of the bill. I will be asking the
minister why clause 11 extends deer and duck
hunting to Corner Wet Coastal Park and
Nooramunga Coastal Park. Clause 13 is quite
alarming in the context of the current crisis in our
parks around the state. It allows determinations,
including those on matters such as leases and
licences, to be made by other people and not just by
the minister. In the current crisis I can only say that
it is bad judgment by the minister to arrange for
delegation of such authorities. I make the
observation also that in the current circumstances of
the Premier's overruling her, it is probably not
surprising that she does not want to make such
decisions.
I turn now to the crisis in our conservation parks,
not just our national parks but right across our
natural environment. I have addressed the real crisis
in the reasoned amendment. It includes all those
things about commercial development - its
insidious nature, its priorities for profit rather than
conservation - on inappropriate visitors centres, on
funding cuts, on the management arrangements in
Parks Victoria, and the priority and commitment of
this government which seems to have shifted to
commercial development and away from
conservation.
I refer to some of the concerns that have alarmed the
community and caused it to be up in arms. The
community has expressed its alarm by way of
petitions to this house, demonstrations, by hundreds
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of organisations protecting their own local parks,
and, of course, throughout the media.

overwhelming and a huge number of people were
involved in just that one demonstration.

I refer to Wilsons Promontory National Park, which
is an icon and represents the best of our natural
environment. It is one of the parks that needs the
most protection. It is perhaps one of the areas that
has been most enjoyed by Victorians over
generations.

The helicopter footage of the 'hands off'
demonstrators all honourable members would have
seen on television was a very clear demonstration of
the anger of people and the resistance they will put
up to these proposals. Letters in the media have
been very moving, articulate and concerned in
expressing myriad points of view and putting
forward hundreds of reasons why the government
should not proceed with the proposals. The letters
were not confined to the lOS-bed hotel issue - the
only proposal the government has dealt with and
learnt from - and addressed the full range of
proposals, many of which the government is still
proceeding with.

Outrage has been expressed about the list of
proposals for the Prom. Many people seem to think
that because the lOS-bed hotel has been ruled out it
is all okay now. It is not. Apart from the lOS-bed
hotel, the proposals included a 4S-bed serviced
lodge for walkers, commercial camps at various sites
around the Prom, and commercial walking
operations.
The proposals led to a huge public campaign which
ran all over summer and involved thousands of
Victorians, including most of the campers at the
Prom. A massive petition of more than 36 000
Signatures is ready to be presented to this house. Not
many petitions have that number of signatures; most
have fewer than 100 and some have a few hundred
Signatures. This massive petition demonstrates the
number of people the issue has touched. This is not
just a local concern; if we are to judge by some of the
letters and articles that have appeared in our media,
it has spread across Victoria, interstate and
internationally.
A record 3238 submissions were made to the
National Parks Service, mainly opposing the
proposed developments. I say 'mainly' because the
contents of the submissions are not 100 per cent
known - the minister will not release them.

MI5 Campbell - Secret government.
Ms GARBUIT - It is a secret government. We
can only conclude that the submissions are not being
released because overwhelmingly they oppose all
the proposed developments.
One of the features of our summer was the massive
demonstration on the beach at Norman Bay outside
the Tidal River camping area. Thousands of people
formed themselves into a huge message on the sand
that said 'hands off'. It was extremely well organised
by the Victorian National Parks Association. I give
them credit for their superb campaign, but it is not
something that a small group got together and
organised on their own. The response has been

There was an exceptional amount of argument in the
media from a range of people from across politics
opposing the developments. It has been said that
this issue is above politics. Former members from
both sides of the house have added their voices to
the strength of the campaign opposing the proposal.
People believe the decision should be a community
decision that looks to the future, not a political
decision.
There is a perception of a great success on the
Wilsons Promontory issue. The Gippsland West
by-election was convenient because it focused
people's attention on the promontory, which in turn
focused the government's attention on the need to
listen to people. In an obvious attempt to shore up
its vote in the by-election the government
announced that the lOS-bed hotel would not go
ahead. It was clear from the date of that
announcement that the government did not show
the 3238 people who bothered to write submissions
and send them to the National Parks Service the
courtesy of the looking at those submissions because
it jumped in and announced it was not going ahead
with the hotel. However, all the other inappropriate
proposals remain, so although it was an important
victory for people to claim because the campaign
was so hard fought, it has only been a partial
victory. The government is still pursuing proposals
that will have the same negative impact on the
promontory as would the lOS-bed hotel proposal.
The promontory is threatened by commercialisation.
The problem is that once commercial activities get in
they lead insidiously to more and more
development. The government views Tidal River not
as a small village with a camping area in a national
park but as a resort that is just like other resorts. An
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advertisement published in the Age of 11 January
this year called it a resort and invited interest in
managing it. Unfortunately I think that reflects the
view of the government toward our national parks.
The government sees national parks as resorts where
commercial developments are appropriate instead of
as places where the priority is conservation and
visitors' facilities are a secondary consideration and
not appropriate if they will destroy the conservation
value of areas.
The minister needs to acknowledge the principle
that conservation comes first. National parks are
about conservation, not commercial development,
and conservation should take precedence over
commercial developments and visitors' and
recreational facilities. Such developments are fine
but they can take place outside parks where there is
plenty of space for lOS-bed hotels, gourmet meals
served three times a day, local wines, saunas, spas,
tennis courts and golf courses.
National parks make up only a small percentage of
the state and should be devoted to conservation. If
the minister wants to see Wilsons Promontory
without having to camp or cook her meals there are
many facilities available to her outside the national
park. The minister needs to acknowledge the
principle that tourism and visitors' facilities come
second to conservation.
Turning to arguments about commercial
developments, which I consider to be pretty obvious
but which I think need to be repeated to the minister
and other government members, such developments
ruin the wilderness aspects and naturalness that
draw people to national parks in the first place. A
Prom view will not be the same if there is a lOS-bed
hotel on the highest sand dune in Tidal River. One's
appreciation of nature will not be enhanced when
there is in place a lOS-bed hotel or a 4S-bed serviced
lodge that destroys the nature of the area around it.
Inevitably commercial projects demand more and
more development. If you have a lodge you need a
road and a car park. To continue to attract custom
the commercial operator might need to add a tennis
court or a golf course or provide more car parking or
get a liquor licence and all the other things that go
with it.
I want to refer to comments made by Jack Fraser, an
experienced environmental adviser who from 1970
to 1972 was the founding chairman of the
Environment Protection Authority of Victoria and
also chaired the authority between 1976 and 1982.
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Currently he is president of the MacDowell Park
Association in Arizona, USA, and has a very broad
perspective on this issue. Jack Fraser says there it is a
truism in the ecotourism business that tourism can
kill tourism.
In his comments Jack Fraser talks about the Grand
Canyon National Park, which I was privileged to
visit last year and which is obviously a stunning
area. It expects S million visitors this year. Long ago
a town was built in the park. That town now has
4SOO permanent residents, three schools, a
courthouse, a community centre and a whole range
of facilities that go with an ordinary town of that
size. The town has a railway station and each day a
steam train brings hundreds of visitors. I spoke with
a park ranger and he said that trying to move the
town is a major problem. The rangers spend all their
time running the town. A similar situation exists in
national parks across the United States. Mr Fraser
states:
On the US National Parks Service's 75th anniversary in
1992, it was recommended that, 'The service should
encourage the development of private sector visitor
services in the gateway communities, so as to
contribute to local economic development, encourage
competition, increase choices for visitors, and minimise
the need for in-park facilities.'

Authorities in the USA now regret developing
facilities inside national parks. Mr Fraser further
states:
Another effect of commercialising parks is the
preordained pressure to maximise occupancy rates by
adding such items as tennis courts, swimming pools,
golf courses, gambling opportunities, cocktail bars and
other attractions - all compounding adverse impacts
on park-related values.

I think he sums it up very well when he states:
For parks like Wilsons Prom, the visitor experience
should be dominated by the wonders of the park rather
than the frills of civilisation ...

I am afraid the minister is trying to bring to our
national parks the frills of civilisation, which is what
we try to leave behind when we visit parks in the
first place.
I also refer to an article by Geoff Mosley, who has
been a prominent conservationist in this state for
decades. The minister would do well to listen to and
follow his comment that visitors' facilities should be
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a secondary aim and conservation the first aim.
Those who use the least facilities not only have the
least impact but get closer to nature and understand
more about it. He says in the summary:
But when all is said and done, the enjoyment of a visit
to the Prom comes not from any facility but from the
sheer beauty of the wild coast. It should never be
compromised.

That is what the minister risks doing when she talks
about a whole range of developments and facilities
in national parks. That is not what people go there to
enjoy. It will detract from the enjoyment of those
wild and natural qualities.
We assumed that the National Parks Act protected
places such as the Prom, but it does not. We also
assumed that some international treaties might
protect our national areas, but from events last week
we now know that they can be trampled on. Four
international treaties and an interstate treaty were
protecting Point Lillias, but in the end the Premier
can still drive in the bulldozers.
It is an obscene decision to place a hazardous toxic
petrochemical dump on one of our most precious
internationally recognised wetland environments. It
is a problem of the government's own making.
Nobody is advocating that the dump remain at
Coode Island. Long ago the Labor Party decided it
must be moved for the health and safety of the
people of Melbourne.
When West Point Wilson was ruled out by the
government, instead of consulting and examining
the options, it chose to go to Point Lillias against all
the expert environmental advice. The Landy
committee, which had been appointed by the former
Labor government, examined Point Lillias and
quickly ruled the line through it. It said that it was
too environmentally sensitive and would not
consider it any further. This government did not
stop there; it said, 'It goes there', and has pushed
ahead despite the Ramsar agreement, which
recognises that our wetlands are of international
significance. Point Lillias is also protected by three
international agreements because the birds that flock
there seasonally are threatened and must be
protected. The area is protected by an interstate
agreement with Tasmania and South Australia
because it is one of the last remaining habitats for the
rare and endangered orange-bellied parrot, of which
there are fewer than 200 species.
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One would have thought that all of this may have
protected Point Lillias to some extent; but in the last
few days that has been trampled and those birds will
not be protected. One is left to wonder just what will
protect Victoria's most important environments. The
National Parks Act will not protect them any more.
International agreements are not protecting them
and we know planning law does not protect
anything. The Minister for Plarming and Local
Government makes his decisions alone and without
public consultation.
Similar concerns have been raised by people across
Victoria about the Nobbies. An announcement was
made from on high about the Nobbies with no prior
public consultation that there would be a large
visitor centre at Point Grant overlooking the Seal
Rocks. The proposed centre was an inappropriate
size, its height was huge and it would be visually
intrusive. The plans locked out private visitors, and
a local taking a stroll or a ride before sunset to have
a look at the view would be locked out. People
would not be allowed in; they would have to park
their cars at the Penguin Parade car park and get the
developer'S bus to take them to the development. It
would not be long before either a price was slapped
on that bus or it was discontinued if there were too
few passengers. On that basis people would
certainly be locked out of the area.
The community was ignored in its well-organised
protests until the West Gippsland by-election forced
the government to listen. The government read the
polls and knew what would happen. The Minister
for Planning and Local Government said, 'I'll make
some adjustments, I'll make the developer downsize
the proposal and allow public access'. We have not
seen much action on that. The by-election has been
lost and the government has not learned its lesson.
The revised development is on the same scale and
concern is still being expressed about the
management of conservation issues at the Nobbies.
The Land Conservation Council recommended that
it be a state park, not a nature park, which the
government has made it. The council made
recommendations about the management of the
area. The Phillip Island Penguin Reserve Committee
is managing the conservation area, but with the new
visitor centre the commercial owner will manage
that area. Local people believe it is inappropriate.
There is also the matter of the road which is
currently closed at dusk to protect the penguins.
That closure has protected the penguins for years,
but recently the government announced that the
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road will be allowed to stay open for 90 minutes just
after dusk to allow management vehicles to come
and go. I do not think the penguins can read the
signs announcing that - penguins will keep coming
up the beach after dusk and many of them will be
killed. It is obvious that it will become a major
problem.
Local people are still concerned about the
management of the area. They maintain that the area
should be managed by the Phillip Island Penguin
Reserve Committee because members of that
committee are experts on conservation and are the
ones who put conservation before profit. The road
should continue to be closed for the current times. I
have a press release from the Phillip Island
Conservation Society that addresses those two issues
and asks the Premier to take them up.
Across Victoria local people are seeing threats to
their local parks. Those threats apply not only to
national parks such as the Prom and the Point Lillias
wetlands, but also to local parks. There are
proposals for a large restaurant in Jells Park to
replace the visitor centre, and there is a proposal for
the new museum at Carlton Gardens that will
alienate public land and end decades of public use of
that land.
In my electorate I have seen public open space
opposite a primary school sold off for the
development of 28 units. All the trees were cut down
and the whole area looks like it has been clear-felled.
Local people are feeling the implications of the
government's lack of commitment to conservation
and its priority for commercial development.

Four basic questions have been asked by the
Victorian National Parks Association in its latest
edition of Park Watch which the minister should
answer. It states:
Is it still listening now that the Gippsland West
by-election has passed ...
We can see the answer to that in the Point Lillias
decision.
Does it realise the abandonment of the 150 bed
lodge/hotel did not adequately address the
community's concerns about the problem;
Is it prepared to address community concerns about its
fundamental approach to park management; and
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Will it start some real consultation with the community
at the beginning of the planning processes?
They are four basic questions that I hope the
minister will answer today.
I now turn to the management of national parks
across Victoria. We have just heard the
announcement establishing Parks Victoria - or as it
is being called around the state, Parks Galactica.
That announcement represents another broken
promise by the government, which guaranteed to
maintain the National Parks Service. In a press
release issued on 20 March 1996, again in the midst
of the election campaign, the Premier said the
government would keep adding expertise and
resources to the specialist dedicated National Parks
Service, which had been established in the
government's first term. He did not even manage to
keep that promise for a year. I do better than that
with my New Year's resolutions!
In total secrecy and with no consultation or warning
the National Parks Service has been abolished. It has
been amalgamated - I use that word loosely with the Melbourne Parks and Waterways service. It
appears to me to be more of a takeover by
Melbourne Parks and Waterways. The evidence for
that is that the Melbourne Parks and Waterways
board has simply become the new board of Parks
Victoria. The inclusion of Mark Stone from the
National Parks Service is the only addition to what
was the former board. In an interview with the
Herald Sun the CEO of Melbourne Parks and
Waterways, Jeff FIoyd, described his job as an
awesome responsibility. That statement makes it
sound as though he is doing it all.

Mr Hamilton - Even after Albert Park?
Ms GARBUTI - That is the body that brought
you the grand prix in Albert Park and thought it was
doing the park a favour!
The new body is based at the Melbourne Parks and
Waterways premises; everyone had to shift over
there. The new body advertised for 10 new general
managers. Six of those positions have been filled by
people from Melbourne Parks and Waterways.
Mr Hamilton - You're not implying nepotism?
Ms GARBUTI - I am implying takeover. The
advertisements for the other four positions were
headed 'Bring a Business Focus to Park
Management'! There was no mention of
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conservation; it did not have equal billing with
business. The advertisement did not say, 'Bring a
Conservation Focus to Park Management', which
would have been appropriate. It is interesting that
the heading changed in the second advertisement.
All the media inquiries about the positions went to
the public inquiries section of Melbourne Parks and
Waterways. Staff inquiries and inquiries on the
public hotline also went to Melbourne Parks and
Waterways. There are justifiable fears that this new
management body will have a commercial and
recreational priority and focus that will dominate
conservation factors.
A government member interjected.
Ms GARBUTI - So you want ~ management
and commercial development priority and focus for
Wilsons Promontory National Park? Is that what
you are saying?
There are major fears about the new management
arrangement approved by the minister.
Conservation will have a very low priority indeed.
It is interesting that although this structure was
knocked back by the former Minister for
Conservation and Environment, the Honourable
Mark Birrell, the present Minister for Conservation
and Land Management, Mrs Tehan, has accepted it.
The management of Wilsons Promontory National
Park has been split in two. Tidal River will be
managed separately from the rest of the park.
Instead of it being considered part of the whole and
managed with conservation priorities coming first,
Tidal River will be managed separately. That is
obviously because it is being viewed as a resort, as
was evidenced by the advertisement for a resort
manager which appeared in the Age some time ago.

The minister has been unable to protect our parks
because she has been overruled by others. She has
not been able to hold the line against this new
structure, which the previous minister was able to
do.
The opposition is afraid that the National Parks Act
will be rewritten to accommodate Parks Victoria.
That prospect has set alarm bells ringing across the
state. If it happens it will allow the government to
alter the range of protective prOvisions that have
been written into the act. For example, at the
moment the act restricts lease periods to a maximum
of 20 years, but that could easily be changed. Not
many investors want to invest in leases that are
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guaranteed for only 20 years. The period could
easily be extended to 50 or 99 years to accommodate
commercial developers, a decision that would ignore
conservation considerations.
The opposition welcomes the expansion of our
national parks. In particular, it welcomes the
creation of new national and coastal parks.
However, it is seriously concerned that all is not
rosy, even though the bill seems to be blinding
government backbenchers! The opposition has
serious concerns about the future of our parks which
the bill does nothing to allay. The minister seems to
be reviSing the meaning of the National Parks Act,
which is alarming the community. The opposition
supports the creation of new parks, but it has moved
a reasoned amendment that addresses the real crisis
in our national parks. The opposition wants to
emphasise that there are problems, and the minister
should use this opportunity to address them.
Mr A. F. PLOWMAN (Benambra) - I will direct
my remarks to the Chiltern Box-Ironbark State Park,
an area that I am familiar with, but I cannot let some
of the comments of the honourable member for
Bundoora go unanswered. Given the breadth of the
bill I am astounded by what the honourable member
for Bundoora, who is also the shadow minister for
environment, conservation and land management,
has said. The bill adds a further 23 000 hectares to
the 98 000 hectares that was added to the park
system in Victoria in 1995, yet all the honourable
member delivered was a series of criticisms. Her
comments did not address the burning question in
the public's mind, which is: what good is there in
including further areas in national parks? It seems
that she does not want to see people in the parks.

Mrs Tehan - She might get lost.
Mr A. F. PLOWMAN - I was coming to that.
She does not understand the government's vision.
The government is setting these parks aside for the
use of future generations. I am sure they will thank
us just as we thank those people who in the past did
exactly the same for our generation. I cannot
understand why she wants to keep people out of our
national parks. Perhaps it is to stop them getting
lost. People get lost because they do not have
sufficient experience. We must educate Victorians
about how to get the most from their parks.

I have spent a lot of time walking in the Mount
Bogong area and in the Alpine National Park, and at
times I have taken colleagues with me. Those areas
are among the greatest natural environmental assets
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we have in Australia. They provide us with the
opportunity to have glorious experiences - and to
date 1 have not got lost.
1 am nothing if not astounded by the honourable
member's attitude. Parks are for people; that is their
purpose. The opposition should welcome the
addition of 23 000 hectares of parks. 1 was delighted
that the honourable member for Bundoora finally
acquiesced, saying that the opposition welcomes the
additions.
The government can accept criticism, but credit
should be given where credit is due. The
government is prepared to extend not only the
national park but also those smaller areas that are
considered vital for the better operation of national
parks. We should have bipartisan support on this
issue.
The honourable member for Bundoora talked about
the Chiltern park and referred to the inclusion of
'Box-Ironbark' in its name. I cannot understand why
anyone would object to 'Box-Ironbark' being
included in the name of the new national park.
Perhaps the honourable member does not
understand the intrinsic values of the Chiltern park,
which contains one of the state's best examples of
box-ironbark.
That species of ironbark is not the same as the
species that is common throughout central Victoria;
it is the mulga-ironbark located largely in
Queensland and throughout central New South
Wales. It has crept over the border into the Chiltern
area, and the park contains a unique example of
box-ironbark in Victoria. We need to identify the
park, and 1 agree with the honourable member for
Bundoora when she welcomed the use of the name
Chiltern in its name.
Talkback radio is a powerful medium. The Chiltern
community advocated that the town's name should
be included in the name of the new park. During a
radio station 2CO talkback program on which the
Premier was a guest, members of the community put
that proposition to him; he said, 'I will get back to
you on that'. Within two weeks he responded to
their concern. That demonstrates that Victoria has a
listening Premier and that he will respond to
community concerns.
Mr Coleman - It is a caring government.
Mr A. F. PLOWMAN - That is a good way to
put it. The community concern was taken into
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account by me, then the minister and finally by the
Premier. The government agreed to accept the
request that 'Chiltern' be included in the name of the
new park. I was delighted at the Premier's response.
The honourable member for Bundoora said mining
works were being undertaken in the Chiltern park. I
wonder whether she has ever been there, because at
one time the Chiltern park was totally denuded of
vegetation due to the mining that occurred there.
Now regeneration has turned the park into a lovely
forest. I wonder whether the honourable member
has any idea about the type or extent of mining
conducted in that area.
Mining exploration was undertaken at a substantial
cost by CRA Ltd and two partners. The honourable
member said the government has a policy that no
mining will be undertaken in national parks and that
the former Labor government also had adopted that
policy. However, in 1989 the then Labor government
amended section 40 of the National Parks Act to
exclude exploration and mining from national, state
and wilderness parks except where a pre-existing
tenement, or an application for such a tenement,
existed.
I suggest the honourable member for Bundoora does
not know about that amendment because CRA and
its partners undertook extensive mining exploration
in the Chiltern park. It spent a large amount on the
exploration and should the consortium wish to
proceed, that would be allowed. There is nothing to
say that the mining will proceed because I believe
the exhaustive exploration found little to justify any
mining there.
Section 40 clearly states that if a pre-existing
tenement exists, mining or exploration can continue
in a national park, but only if that tenement
condition applied prior to the announcement of the
area becoming a national park.
When that mining exploration was being
undertaken at Chiltern the company had the mining
rig mounted on a semitrailer. That trailer had been
propped up and was not touching the ground. Trays
were placed under the truck to catch any oil drips or
other refuse which could later be evidence that
mining exploration had occurred there. Anyone
walking around that truck did not flatten the
undergrowth because the company placed duck
boards around the area.
The consortium removed its machinery about three
weeks after it had sunk the exploration bore to about
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300 feet deep. It then invited those who had been
critical of the exploration to examine the area. They
took a group to within 50 feet of where the drilling
rig had been located and invited them to locate the
actual bore spot. The group's members were
unsuccessful in trying to find that spot. That is an
example of the way mining exploration is conducted
and how well the mining consortium used
exploration techniques to avoid harming the
environment.
Therefore, I have no hesitation in suggesting that
should the consortium wish to continue its
exploration in Chiltern park it could do so because
any exploration will not adversely affect that area.
I also invite the honourable member for Bundoora to
visit the area. I would gladly show her where the
exploration occurred. She and I could learn
something from such a visit because I could show
the honourable member around the park.
Mrs T ehan interjected.

Mr A. F. PLOWMAN - The minister suggests
that I might get lost, but I promise I will not.
Chiltern park will be renamed the Chiltern
Box-Ironbark National Park. That park is a beautiful
example of the ecological diverSity of a box-ironbark
forest. Many people have been taken by the beauty
of the park, which has a town at its centre and
Australia's longest highway running through it.
Many people know exactly where the Chiltern park
is, but few know about its history and that at one
stage it was completely denuded.
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The Chiltern area was named in 1859 by the gold
diggers because it is surrounded by hills that in the
evening light sometimes appear to be a lovely shade
of blue. They reminded the gold diggers of the
Chiltern Hills in England. I have not seen those hills
in England, but I believe the area is lovely.
The mulga-ironbark makes the area quite different
to other box-ironbark areas in Victoria. The Albury
Wodonga Field Naturalists Club looks to Chiltern
park as a significant area for its interests and it too
has been most supportive.
There are probably about 10 000 square kilometres
of box-ironbark ecosystems in Victoria. As I said
earlier, the Chiltern area is unique, and that is why it
has been determined as an area of significance and is
to be retained as a national park.
I shall mention a few people. Eileen Collins from the
Friends of Chiltern Park has been talking to me since
I became a member of Parliament about the values
of Chiltern State Park. Mr Colin Diffey, who I
believe is president of the Chiltern Community
Services Advisory Committee - he is certainly a
member - has been strongly supportive of Chiltern
park and its possible inclusion as a national park.
Jennifer Bradley, the secretary of the Chiltern and
District Garden Club, is also a strong supporter, as is
Or Neil Blair of the Albury Wodonga Field
Naturalists Club, which I referred to earlier. A
number of other people have also been supportive of
the inclusion of this national park as a heritage area
for Victoria.

The park is a habitat for a variety of plant and
wildlife species, some of which are considered to be
endangered. The bird that always takes my fancy is
the regent honeyeater. The area where that lovely
bird nests has been set aside so that any mining
exploration would not intrude into the bird's
precinct.

In March 1996 the then Minister for Conservation
and Environment, the Honourable Mark Birrell,
announced that Chiltern State Park would become a
national park. That was great news for the local
people. The announcement was gratefully accepted
and respected by the community. Mr Birrell
mentioned that the park would fill one of the
missing links in Victoria's world-c1ass network of
national parks. As I said earlier, a series of
endangered animals feature in the area, including
the regent honeyeater. It may well be that the
inclusion of the area as a national park will lead to
the regent honeyeater making the Chiltern Box-Iron
Bark National Park its major breeding area.

The park totals almost 4500 hectares. It is well
supported by the community, particularly by the
Friends of Chiltern Park, who have worked hard to
maintain the values of the park. Each member of the
group is delighted that 'Chiltern' will be included in
the new national park name.

I could go on at length, but I will not as 12 other
speakers wish to contribute to the debate on the bill.
I am delighted to support the bill. The fact that it
encompasses 23 000 hectares of new parks and that
it enhances existing state, regional and coastal parks
shows that the government cares about and is

The park is a lovely example of re growth and
regeneration, of the strength of nature and of the fact
that an area may be completely denuded by mining
but can regenerate to become an attractive forest.
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actively working towards improving our parks and
their conservation values.

them to be retained in the way the community holds
dear.

Mrs MADDIGAN (Essendon) - The Chiltern
Box-Ironbark National Park - although the
honourable member for Benambra called it the
Chiltern park, which is the name the community
wanted - sounds like a delightful national park. If
the honourable member for Benambra wishes it to
remain that way I am sure he will be happy to
support the reasoned amendment moved by the
honourable member for Bundoora.

I was surprised by one government member who
kept asking, 'What about people? Parks are about
people!'. National parks are about considerably
more than people; they are about preserving the
native species that the honourable member for
Benambra referred to. For a member to ask, 'What
about people?', shows that that member
misunderstands the nature of national parks.
Certainly they are there for the community to enjoy,
but not in the same way as they enjoy fun parks such
as Luna Park.

The honourable member for Benambra also referred
to the Alpine National Park - the former Bogong
park - as the greatest natural asset in this country.
Members on this side of the house wish it to stay
that way as well. If government members support
the reasoned amendment moved by the honourable
member for Bundoora they will help to ensure that it
remains that way.
The opposition supports the action by the
government to extend the protection provisions for
national parks. All the parks involved are well
known and well loved by many Victorians.
Opposition members want national parks to remain
in good condition for many years to come, and I
particularly welcome the endorsement of the coastal
parks, which is very worthy. The honourable
member for Bundoora, members of the all-party
Environment and Natural Resources Committee and
I have heard a great deal from the public about
coastal Victoria and the effect of environmental
weeds on coastal park areas.
Once again I hope this legislation will be backed up
by additional departmental support staff. With the
addition of coastal parks to the national parks
register further support staff will be needed to
ensure that they are kept up to the appropriate
standard and do not to suffer damage from the
ever-increasing incidence of environmental weeds.
Unfortunately, according to the information the
committee has received across the state, that is what
is occurring.
It is not just the Labor Party that is concerned about

possible commercial development in national parks
in Victoria. At Christmas time wide community
concern was expressed about a proposal for a
development at Wilsons Promontory. The size of the
demonstration held at Wilsons Promontory in
support of the protection of national parks was
unheard of before in the area. People demonstrated
their support of national parks and their wish for

At the moment concerns are being expressed across
Victoria and in other states about the government's
view that national parks are some sort of prime
tourist development sites. In the Bulletin
Vikki Kyriakopoulos says:
The word 'tourism' does not appear in the legislation
governing Victoria's national parks but in the state's
zeal for the tourist dollar, there is a growing fear that
conservation will be the loser. The emergence of
ecotourism as an industry has blurred the usual
demarcation lines and prompted several proposals for
private developments in national parks and public
lands.

Further in the same article Michael Krockenberger
from the Australian Conservation Foundation is
quoted as saying:
There's an ideological change where national
parks ... are seen as exploitable assets.

The article continues:
He argues that the Kennett government seems to be
leading the charge towards the use of public assets for
private gain.

Mr Krockenberger states:
In Queensland you expect governments to be backing

inappropriate developments ... but you don't expect the
Victorian government to be proposing something
inappropriate in the Prom.

There is considerable concern expressed by the
wider community about that. Some of the proposals
for developments written about during the past few
months have caused concern for strong supporters
of national parks.
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Wilsons Promontory has already been extensively
referred to by the honourable member for Bundoora.
Although the size of the proposed development has
been decreased, all the conservation concerns that
have been raised by people in that area have not
been overcome. Some of the proposed walking trails
are considered quite inappropriate. A native title
issue involving the more inaccessible areas of the
park should be addressed in the near future by this
government before it proceeds with inappropriate
commercial developments.
The honourable member for Bundoora also
mentioned the Nobbies development, the Great
Ocean Road, the proposed visitors centre at the
Twelve Apostles to cater for 3 million tourists and
the BHP proposal for a gas rig 14 kilometres from
the cliffs. Again, the Australian Conservation
Foundation is very concerned about the
tourism-based move. I quote from an article of the
Bulletin of 25 February:
The main problem is we are seeing national parks as
tourism resources first, not refuges of nature. National
parks are Our only land allocation where we don't put
human and commercial interests first.

That makes them very different from the corner
neighbourhood park. They have a specific role that
should be protected.
I shall refer to some of the other developments.
When referring to the Grampians National Park
Claire Miller in an article in the Age of 8 January this
year states:
At the Grampians National Park, an expanded and
more diverse program is being offered by operators. It
includes a number of educational and interpretative
activities that were preViously run by the rangers at
lower cost to the public. Even by commerCialising it,
even if you are doing the same thing on a greater scale,
you are just increasing the cost of people using it.

She continues:
Private operators are also running holiday programs in
parks along the Great Ocean Road, the Bellarine
Peninsula, Mount Buffalo, and the Alpine National
Park '" in a six-week trial.

If we allow private operators into our national parks
one wonders how long it will be before they put
pressure on the government to increase and extend
their activities into a far more commercial and
developmental role than this government ever

117

thought simply because private operators are driven
by the profit motive.
Another example is that of the mining of the
Chiltern park. I was somewhat surprised that the
honourable member for Benambra gave what
sounded like a ringing endorsement of mining in
national parks. I cannot imagine what the Friends of
Chiltern Park would think of that.
Mr A. F. Plowman interjected.
Mr5 MADDIGAN - I think mining was what
you said. I also wish to refer to a two-wheel-drive
road through the Mallee's Wyperfeld National Park
and a sound and light show at Loch Ard Gorge in
the Port Campbell National Park. They have very
little to do with conservation, the preservation of our
national parks or the protection of endangered
native species.
Like the honourable member for Bundoora, I am
concerned about the amalgamation of the National
Parks Service and Melbourne Parks and Waterways
to create Parks Victoria. Melbourne Parks and
Waterways has developed some lovely parks under
its control but it does not manage parks in the same
way the National Parks Service has been managing
parks. We now know the pressure that is on
Melbourne Parks and Waterways to get some
financial return and to consider charging for various
things related to national parks. It is under pressure
to remove rangers from national parks as part of the
government's cuts to the environment budget over
the last few years. The number of rangers available
in national parks has decreased dramatically and we
would all be concerned if that continued.
An article in yesterday's Age expressed concern
about some of the other parks in the area such as the
Yarra Ranges and Oandenong Ranges. In 1994 the
state government pledged to lock up that region.
The amendments the government allowed late last
year make it possible to lobby for more hotels and
unlimited urban expansion in towns such as
Healesville and Yarra Junction. As the honourable
member for Bundoora said, even when the
government has given undertakings it has not been
very long before it has forgotten them.
I conclude with a letter sent to me by someone in my
electorate during the debate over the expansion of
Wilsons Promontory and I will table it at the end of
my speech. It clearly explains the present position in
national parks and their importance to the people of
Victoria and to any community. It says:
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It is with regret and concern that I provide these
comments following my perusal of the proposed plans
for the Wilsons Promontory National Park.

Whilst these draft plans include some worthwhile
initiatives like ecological burning, environmental data
gathering and mapping of Aboriginal cultural sites,
there are major shortcomings.
Legendary proponents of the national parks movement
like John Muir and Milo Dunphy and millions of
people who have followed their pioneering efforts have
regarded our national parks as places where
preservation of nature is paramount. In a world where
natural places are fast disappearing or facing numerous
threats, any proposal to introduce commercial activities
into a park such Wilsons Promontory is akin to 'feeding
a bushfire:
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neighbours, overuse and potential wildfire - just to
name a few.
The very nature of commercial developments such
as those proposed for Wilsons Promontory will
place additional pressure on already overworked
water and sewerage services.
Buildings of the scale proposed on the sites selected
will result in vegetation clearance and will be visually
intrusive from places like Mount Oberon. Mount
Oberon offers one of the world's truly great vistas and
must be protected at all costs. Current developments at
Tidal River are already obvious and these structures
would add negatively to the landscape. Any expansion
of the sewerage pond should be avoided at all costs as
the present ponds are an eyesore.
Current 'People Pressures'

The National Parks Act 1975
In Victoria protection and management of our national
parks and other high priority national areas is afforded
by the National Parks Act 1975. The objectives of this
act (section 4) make no mention of the need to
introduce commercial enterprises into our parks. The
National Parks Service endorsed plan to introduce a
3-4-star lodge, a 45-bed lodge, a commercially guided
walking route to the lighthouse and serviced huts
breaches both the intention and spirit of its own
legislation. The act, contrary to these haphazard plans,
supports ' ... the preservation and protection of the
natural environment .. .', ' ... the protection and
preservation of indigenous flora and fauna .. :, and ' ...
the responsible management of land in these parks .. .'
Surely commercial developments are not 'responsible
management' within the meaning and intention of the
act!.

Wilsons Promontory, like any natural area, has a
natural carrying capacity. The Prom is already showing
signs of heavy usage but the NPS plans seem to assume
that the carrying capacity is infinite. The proposed
commercial developments will simply add to the
'people pressure'. Increased visitation will certainly
result in more wear and tear on the natural resources,
with limited budgets directed to maintenance
programs, to the detriment of other areas like public
education.
Whilst it is a laudable intention to make the natural
assets of Victoria available to all people, it should not
be at the expense of irreplaceable places like Wilsons
Promontory. Visitors should be encouraged to seek
locations other than just the 'jewels in the crown';
unless a policy of dispersal is adopted, Wilsons
Promontory will suffer long-term decline.
Alternative Strategies

Land Conservation Council Definition
The LCC definition of a national park is 'An extensive
area of land of national significance because of its
outstanding natural features ... , set aside primarily to
provide public enjoyment, education and inspiration in
natural environments.'
Thus the state's primary land assessment body
supports national parks for the enjoyment of nature,
not for commercial enterprise ... I am well aware of the
many threats which impinge upon our vulnerable
parks.
Management of these reserves already has to cope with
weed and feral animal invasions, unsympathetic

The government has indicated its desire to assist
regional economies. This aim can be progressed by an
expansion of off-park accommodation and visitor
services, but such developments should not be allowed
to congregate around the park entrance. Local towns
like Fish Creek, Foster and Yanakie should be the focus
of these services.
It is quite apparent that the Tidal River area needs
refurbishment, but funds should be put into a redesign
of the camp area and appropriate facilities. A 10 per
cent reduction in camp sites should not be part of this
process, after all, family campers are the essence of the
visitor population. I am not convinced that privately
run tours will cater for this demographic group.
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Conclusion
More than 100 years ago the great American
conservationist Henry Thoreau wrote 'in wilderness is
the preservation of the world ... '. It seems to me that
current government policy and the plans of the NPS as
their agent is to ignore Thoreau's vision and the
reasons for establishing national parks. Prominent
Australians involved in the national parks movement
like Or Len Smith, have expressed their
disappointment and disagreement with the commercial
thrust of today's NPS.
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refer particularly to the Chiltern Box-Ironbark Park,
which has been mentioned already.
The bill also includes three new coastal parks and
additions to two existing coastal parks. It will
include additions to 15 other existing parks in this
state including several parks close to Melbourne. It
will also provide for the creation of the Ada Tall
Trees Reserve.

Conservation and preservation of ecosystems and the
maintenance of biodiversity must remain the primary
aims of a sustainable parks system. Tourism and
revenue raising should always be secondary aims
which do not impinge upon the primary aims.

The honourable member for Bundoora has moved a
reasoned amendment, and I am surprised that she is
wanting, in effect, to exclude visitors from our
national parks. We all agree that national parks
should be protected and preserved and no stone
should be left untumed in ensuring that that is done,
but the essence of good care of our parks and
reserves is careful and sound management.

This generation and the government which serves them
will be judged by future generations on the state of the
natural legacy. National parks are the jewel in the
crown of our national estate and must be given the
utmost respect. A great Australian scientist
Sir Macfarlane Bumet best sums up this attitude when
he said in a Boyer lecture, 'Who would want to live in
an overpopulated world, where outside the urban
sprawls there are only vast agricultural factories in the
fields?'.

It is not a case of locking up our parks, setting them
aside, fencing them off and throwing away the keys.
A vital part of our national and state parks is people
enjoying them. It is our duty to preserve them and it
is our privilege to enjoy them. They are places of
great beauty, containing beautiful bird life and other
native fauna and flora, and it would be a great pity if
we were to take the extreme view of some
opposition members that we exclude people from
enjoying them.

I think that says it all.
Mr JOHN (Bendigo East) - The National Parks
(Amendment) Bill is very important. It is landmark
legislation in the protection of our environment and
the protection of our public lands, our state and our
national parks. I pay tribute to and congratulate the
Minister for Conservation and Land Management
for introducing this important bill, which will
benefit all Victorians, including our children and
future generations.
The bill is clear evidence of the government's
election commitment to protect our parks and
reserves and to increase the size of our land. I
remind the house of the government's excellent
record in conservation and environment protection.
Over the past 30 years all the major infrastructure
such as the Environment Protection Authority, the
Land Conservation Council and many others too
numerous to mention have been the initiatives of the
Liberal Party or the Liberal-National Party coalition.

In total the bill will add 23 000 hectares to parks and
public reserves in Victoria. The particular features of
the bill include three new national parks - and I

The parks are there to be responsibly enjoyed. Of
particular interest to the people I represent in
Bendigo East are the parks in central and northern
Victoria. The bill has statewide and coastal
ramifications but I mention in particular three parks
close to or within the electorate I represent. They are
the Kamarooka State Park north of Bendigo, the
Whipstick State Park, also north of Bendigo, and the
Kara Kara State Park, south of St Amaud.
All of these parks are beautiful areas, visited by
people in my region, and I invite people from other
parts of the state to come and view them. All three
are to be increased in size. The Kamarooka State
Park will include 169 hectares of purchased land
adjacent to the south-eastern corner of the existing
park. This is a significant conservation area for
remnant grey box vegetation and mallee vegetation,
and it has a rich bird population in an area with
comparatively little public land.
The park will also protect an additional remnant of a
further area which includes the significant
Whipstick mallee and Kamarooka mallee, so again I
recommend a visit by honourable members and
members of the public.
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The bill provides for the addition of an inholding of
28 hectares of purchased land to be added to the
eastern section of the Kara Kara State Park. This area
is significant in north central Victoria because much
of it contains mature forests which have never been
cut for timber, and as such its conservation values
are very high indeed. The area being added to this
park was purchased to remove a private inholding
completely surrounded by the park.
The Whipstick State Park is famous for its
wildflowers, and at certain times of the year we see
in northern Victoria some of the most beautiful
wildflowers imaginable.
The bill provides for an additional two small areas of
purchased land totalling 3 hectares, and also two
small areas of native vegetation will be added to the
park north of Bendigo to rationalise the park
boundaries.
I have mentioned three specific areas of vital concern
to my constituents, but of course the bill does far
more than that. It creates three new national parks,
three new coastal parks and additional land to
15 existing parks. It further builds on the excellent
reputation of the government in the protection and
conservation of our parks and lands. I congratulate
the minister on bringing forward this bill, which I
am delighted to support.
Mr SHEEHAN (Northcote) - The bill is
welcomed. It will add 23 000 hectares to our existing
parks and reserves, and for that alone it should be
welcomed. However, it sits oddly with the record of
the government and the Minister for Conservation
and Land Management who are particularly
insensitive to the environmental and public values
of Victoria's parklands and reserves.
Today I shall refer to four broad areas of
insensitivity and neglect of our parks by the
government. The first is the promotion of
commercial exploitation of parklands. The
government seems to believe that the way into
ecotourism and the way to develop parklands is
through a crude form of commercial exploitation
rather than the promotion of parks for their intrinsic
value.
Secondly, the government has turned urban parks
into racetracks and prisons against a backdrop of
much public opposition and without any
meaningful consultation.
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Thirdly, the government has demonstrated that it
has absolutely no idea of how to resolve the issue of
conflicting land use. The government is so crude in
its approach as to attract international attention, and
no doubt Point Lillias is the most current example of
that.
Fourthly, the government has failed to adequately
resource the management of existing parks. It is a
crying shame to see the neglect of the existing
national parklands and reserves. The expertise of
longstanding staff and their genuine love of those
parklands has been lost, and it will never be
recovered. The government has been aggressive and
insensitive towards the parklands management.
Behind every cloud there is a silver lining: we have
more parks - but they will be worse managed than
ever before.
It is interesting to study the government's record in

Victoria's ecologically sensitive areas. It is a
record - it is almost a program - of neglect.
Problems in the Gariwerd area - the Grampians
National Park - include noxious weeds, feral
animals, mining, neglect of the opportunities for
development with the Koori population, and poor
access and signage. The Gippsland Lakes and
surrounding park systems have problems with
coastal erosion, pollution of estuaries, habitat
destruction and the intrusion of coastal subdivision
and resorts.
The 1996 commonwealth state of the environment
report says that the Murray-Darling system faces
grave and worsening degradation of its land and
waterways. There is an inability to resolve issues in
the high country and the great parks in that area.
Mount Stirling is being exploited. Four-wheel-drive
vehicles are cutting up the country. No-one seems to
know what to do about the hut system; walking
tracks are falling apart, causing walkers to push off
into other areas, which has led to considerable
environmental damage, and horses and
four-wheel-drive vehicles are being poorly
supervised.
The fifth area includes Geelong, the Great Ocean
Road and the south-east coast. The assaults of
Minister Maclellan on the seascape and the proposal
for the Twelve Apostles coastal area are blatantly
apparent. Moving inland, the salinity of Lake
Corangamite has increased by 40 per cent in the past
four years, and BHP has made public its offshore
drilling proposal.
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In the Mallee and the dry country the parks have

enormous problems with feral animals, noxious
weeds and inadequate environmental water flows.
The wilderness coast and the biosphere of the
Croajingolong National Park and Mallacoota Inlet
are probably the worst examples. The degradation of
the river systems and the heavy siltation mean that
people can almost walk across the waters of those
inlets because they have become so shallow and
neglected.
We are all familiar with the stories of the wildlife
coasts around Wilsons Promontory and Phillip
Island. Wilsons Promontory is one of the most
beautiful parts of Victoria. To my mind it is probably
the only area in Victoria that would match the
Fiordland of New Zealand and the Overland Track
in Tasmania for sheer beauty and walking potential.
The approach of the government to Wilsons
Promontory and Phillip Island is well known, as is
the dispute surrounding the Nobbies. In Western
Port 85 per cent of the sea grass has been lost.
I could go on in more detail about the government's
extraordinary neglect of our natural heritage.
Although we have an expanded park system, it is
falling into disrepair. One might expect this level of
neglect from a government of philistines. However,
we would expect the government to be alive to the
genuine potential for ecotourism. Our own and
international experience, as well as some of the work
done by places like Stanford University,
demonstrates that ecotourism is the fastest growing
segment of the tourism industry, with the potential
to grow at 25 per cent to 30 per cent. Sadly, this
potential is being wasted in Victoria, partly because
of our neglect of the values of our parks and reserves
and partly because the government does not
understand how to promote their intrinsic values.
The government thinks the way to promote
ecotourism is to enable people to enjoy a glass of
wine in an armchair overlooking Tidal River! An
indication of how well we are going in the
promotion of ecotourism is illustrated in a report
from the James Cook University which surveyed
potential ecotourists to Australia and asked them to
nominate their preferred and hoped-for ecotourist
destinations. They listed Ayers Rock, Katherine,
Cape Tribulation, Kakadu National Park, Port
Douglas, Mission Beach, the Whitsundays, Albany,
Shark Bay, Fraser Island, Cradle Mountain, Keppel
Island, Pinnacles Desert, Rottnest Island, Kangaroo
Island and Cape York. No Victorian national
heritage destination features on the international
ecotourist market. Why is that? The answer is pretty
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simple. One reason is that rather than having a
reputation of being a compact area with absolutely
marvellous natural heritage sites, we have an
international reputation for being completely
insensitive to conservation and environmental
values. Victorian destinations simply do not ring a
bell because of the attitude of this government to
insensitive commercial exploitation of our
parklands. We need to make these parks desirable
ecotourist destinations by promoting their intrinsic
wilderness values.
The decision to extend the parks and reserves
system is welcome, but in assessing it we should
bear in mind the huge number of management
issues associated with these reserves. It is a decision
quite out of keeping with the actions and attitudes of
the government.
If the parklands extension is to have any credibility,

it must be accompanied by two things: firstly, a
proper resourcing of parks and reserves
management, because without that the parks and
our reputation will fall into disrepair; and secondly,
a respect for the conservation and environmental
values of parks and reserves as distinct from the
opportunities they provide for cheap commercial
exploitation.
Mr TREASURE (Gippsland East) - I
congratulate the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management on introducing the National Parks
(Amendment) Bill, which is an important bill that
will receive prominent public recognition.
The bill sets out to create some 15 additions to
various parks throughout the state, including some
very important ones mentioned by previous
speakers: the Chiltern Box-Ironbark National Park;
and in my area, the Gippsland Lakes Coastal Park
additions; and a new park to be called the Cape
Conran Coastal Park of some 11 700 hectares
stretching from an area near Marlo through to the
Sydenham Inlet contiguous with the Croajingolong
National Park, which is well known in far East
Gippsland along the coast, particularly in the
Mallacoota area.
Also included in the total of some 23 000 hectares to
be added to the state's parks and reserves system is
the Ada Tall Trees Reserve north-east of
Powelltown. That sets aside an area of some
particularly prominent examples of alpine and
mountain ash tree growth. One tree noted for its
massive size is believed to be at least 300 years old.
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Those alpine and mountain ash trees are significant
in size in the higher rainfall areas of eastern Victoria.

into the disrepair suggested by the honourable
member.

Some remarks of the honourable member for
Northcote are worthy of comment. I am
disappointed about some of the things he said about
commercial exploitation. He seems to believe
everything has to be publicly owned and
government-run in this world; it cannot be good
unless such things occur; it cannot be in the public
interest; and, therefore, it must be wasteful and bad.
That attitude obviously overflows into his view of
the management of our national park system. If we
look around the world at many of the great national
parks in the USA and other countries we find that
many of the facilities within those parks are
privately and efficiently run.

The honourable member also mentioned the
pollution and the land affected by subdivision in the
Gippsland Lakes area. Once again, he suggested the
area was in gradual decline. I am pleased to say that
this summer the Gippsland Lakes attracted more
visitors than it has done for many years. Tourist
numbers were up and the feedback from the people
visiting the area was excellent. They enjoyed the
experience and many expressed the desire to come
back as soon as they could.

In its term of office, this government has been quick
to recognise the advantages of privately run
institutions and to also set about getting the best
possible value for the taxpayer, which in many cases
includes some form of privatisation of services and
facilities.
It does not mean that everything in national parks
must or indeed will be privatised. But I certainly

express concern about the honourable member for
Northcote's comment that everything should be
publicly run and that we cannot consider any other
system because to do so would bring about
'commercial exploitation'.
The honourable member for Northcote gave a
rambling list of names - as though he were reading
them off a map of Victoria - as he went on a
geographical wander around the state, implying that
some terrible things were going on in all the places
he mentioned, that bad management was the order
of the day and that since his government had left
office things had got rapidly worse. The reverse is
the case: since this government came into power we
have seen some vast improvements in the
management of this state, including the
management of our national park system.
The honourable member for Northcote mentioned
the Grampians and talked about noxious weeds,
feral animals, bad signage and poor access. I do not
know what has really changed since the days when
the former government was in power. I have not
seen any decline in the Grampians National Park. I
recently visited that park for a couple of days and
was delighted with that very pleasant spot. I was
treated very well by the rangers there. That park is
going from good to better and is certainly not falling

The honourable member offered no ideas or
solutions - just a rambling list of place names.
Typically of the ALP, it offered no ideas on how
things might be bettered. That approach was a
model of how the Labor Party governed and it
continues with that model today.
The extensions to the parks' area has been an
important process. The government has not simply
drawn further lines on maps. Through careful
consultation and consideration, we have set about
extending some of these parks throughout the state
so that certain areas can be preserved and enhanced
and people can have the pleasure of visiting the
areas with more convenient access. That is an
important point because, as other speakers have
said, visitors are an important part of the parks
system - and parks are certainly for people.
I am not saying that we set up parks for any other
more urgent priority than to protect them, but we
must also consider the fact that the people who visit
those parks are a vital part of the whole system. If it
were not for their patronage and interest those parks
would not exist in their present form.
I again commend the minister for her work in this
area. Victoria has a world-class system of parks and
park management. I look forward to that process
continually improving over the next few years.
Mr PERRIN (Bulleen) - I support this important
National Parks (Amendment) Bill as one of the great
initiatives of the Kennett government. The
opposition has moved a reasoned amendment to
delay the proclamation of these national parks. Of
course, the government will not support that process.
It is interesting to hear the opposition's response to

the great initiatives of the Kennett government in
expanding the number of parks in Victoria. We hear
nothing but totally negative comments from
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members of the Labor Party on this bill and the way
the parks have been managed.
Between the introduction of this bill and this debate,
the government has developed Parks Victoria - a
magnificent concept that I have totally supported for
many years. The concept involves putting all park
management in Victoria, whether it be wilderness
areas, state, national, regional or metropolitan parks,
under one management.
It is a commonsense thing to do; yet the Labor Party
opposes the concept simply because it did not think
of it. It is a great concept. Having talked to various
people in the park management process, I indicate
that they strongly support the process - unlike the
honourable member for Bundoora, who seems to
think it is some sort of takeover by one organisation
or the other. It will be a great management structure
which will persist well into the next century because
it is right, it is timely, and it has been put in place by
the Kennett government.
Parks Victoria - the combination of the National
Parks Service and Melbourne Parks and
Waterways - is excellent. It will provide the staff of
those bodies with great career structures and the
ability to develop different skills. I am confident
park managers, whether of metropolitan or national
parks, have the ability to distinguish the
management processes of the various types of parks
and can work their way through those processes. I
congratulate the minister for that magnificent
arrangement.
Since the Kennett government was elected in 1992
national parks have increased by 98 000 hectares and
this legislation provides for an additional 23 000
hectares. TIlls government established the Yarra
Ranges National Park, 76000 hectares, in December
1995; the Enfield State Park, 4400 hectares, in August
1995; the Mount Granya State Park, 6140 hectares, in
August 1995; and the Kinglake National Park, 10 000
hectares, in December 1995. The additional parks
outlined in this bill will greatly enhance the number
of national, state and regional parks in Victoria.
This bill will provide for the creation of three new
national parks - the Lake Eildon, the French Island
and the Chiltern Box-Ironbark national parks - and
will enhance the environmental value of Victoria's
parkland. Under the Kennett government more
money has been spent on parks and more
management has been provided for national parks
than under the previous administration. I shall put
some figures on the record. In the last year of the
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Labor government -1991-92 - there were 158
full-time equivalent national park rangers in
Victoria. In 1995-96 there were 213 full-time
equivalent national park rangers, including 19 chief
rangers. That is a massive increase in the number of
rangers looking after our national parks. It indicates
that this government has set up a much better
structure by which to manage national parks and
clearly shows that a good government can spend
money to enhance the management of our national
parks:
When it was in office for 10 years the Labor Party
ran down the National Parks Service. When in
opposition, coalition members made many speeches
slamming the then Labor government about the way
it ran down the service. As can be seen from the
figures, since the coalition has been in government it
has increased the number of rangers in national
parks.
I shall refer to how much the government has spent
on national parks. In 1991-92, the last year of the
Labor government, $24.3 million was spent on parks
programs; 1992-93, under the first Kennett
government, $28.1 million; 1993-94, $25.6 million;
1994-95, $31 million; and in the last financial year,
1995-96, $32.1 million was spent on parks capital
projects. That shows that under the Kennett
government the yearly expenditure on parks has
increased from some $24 million to some $32 million
in only a four-year period.
Opposition members have never acknowledged that
not only has there been an increase in the area of
parks in Victoria but that there has also been an
increase in the number of rangers that manage them
and in the capital spent on ensuring the parks are
available for people.
The new organisation, Parks Victoria, will have the
task of managing all our parkland: 33 national parks,
3 wilderness parks, 34 state parks, 85 regional parks,
3000 Crown reserves, key heritage properties,
sanctuaries and Port Phillip and Western Port bays.
Approximately 4 million hectares of assets -16 per
cent of the total area of Victoria - will be under the
control of Parks Victoria. That is a magnificent area,
and it will be managed with increased resources at
both the manning and the dollar level.
The parks attract some 25 million visitors per
annum - in other words, the parks are being used
by people. That is an incredible number of people
who want to see the park system expanded as the
government has been expanding it.
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Parks Victoria is unique; it is the foremost parks
management organisation in the world. That is a
clear indication of this government's proper
financial and park management - which the Labor
Party either does not know about, or does not care
about. Parks Victoria will be funded from the state
budget for national and other parks and for the
recreational management of the bay. Those of us
who live in the metropolitan area will pay a parks
fee as part of our water charges. That fee will be
used to maintain metropolitan parks and will be
available to Parks Victoria as part of its revenue
source, as will other licence fees and other sources of
revenue which it will use to enhance the park system.
The legislation before the house is a critical bill. I do
not want to touch on every aspect of it; I have picked
just a couple I believe are important. The Lake
Eildon National Park will be of some 27 750 hectares
and will combine the existing Fraser National Park
of some 3750 hectares and the Eildon State Park of
some 24 000 hectares. That is a major achievement.
French Island, which is in the electorate of the
Minister for Transport, is provided for in this bill.
French Island is somewhat limited in the area that is
available for parkland; nevertheless, a further
175 hectares of park will be added to it - a clear
indication of a government that is prepared to
protect Victoria's parks.
The establishment of the Chiltern Box-Ironbark
National Park, which the honourable member for
Benambra amply outlined, is a major achievement
for this government.
I want to talk about some parks that are closer to the
metropolitan area. The first is the Dandenong
Ranges National Park, which currently contains
1920 hectares. The park will almost double in size to
3215 hectares, an increase of 1295 hectares. The
expansion will include the Montrose, Mount Evelyn
and Olinda state forests and will allow corridors
along the parkland to be developed and protected.
Closer to my own electorate and that of the
honourable member for Warrandyte is the
Warrandyte State Park, which the government has
made a commitment to expand by adding
Mount Lofty and Scotchman's Hill. That will add
90 hectares to the state park, as well as important
areas along the Yarra River, so it will be a major
contribution to the environment. The amendments
demonstrate the government's preparedness to keep
its election promises.
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I conclude by congratulating the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management on the job she
is doing. I am very excited about Parks Victoria
managing our parkland. I am excited about the
additions to our national parks and to the other land
that is preserved by legislation. The bill will increase
the number of national parks and extend the
boundaries of others. As I have previously outlined
to the house, the government's record in preserving
and enhancing our ecosystem is second to none,
especially when compared with that of the former
Labor administration. When people examine the
record they will acknowledge the excellent work of
the Kennett government in protecting our national
heritage.
Ms GILLETT (Werribee) - I support the
reasoned amendment, which asks that the bill be
withdrawn and redrafted. Although the opposition
supports the creation of new national parks, it is
moving the reasoned amendment to establish a
protective mechanism for the new national parks
that have been declared. The opposition wants to
ensure that Victoria's national parks, especially
those that have been expanded, remain true national
parks - that is, assets that are not developed or
valued in dollar terms but preserved for future
generations. National parks should not have dollar
values attached to them, because the environment is
priceless.

The reasoned amendment seeks to ensure that our
national parks are not just turned into tourist resorts
or exploited for profit by the government or by
private interests. I refer, for example, to the
proposed addition of new services, accommodation
and licence facilities at Wilsons Promontory and
Tidal River. In her second-reading speech the
minister says:
The bill primarily amends the National Parks Act 1975
to implement several key aspects of the government's
1996 election commitment to a new parks expansion
initiative. It reflects the government's ongoing
commitment to a representative parks system and to
enhanced protection and management of Victoria's
coast.

The opposition welcomes and supports the creation
of new national parks. But as is the case with most of
the government's legislation, one has to look below
the surface to understand its real intent. My
constituents have recently been faced with the
reality of the government's commitment to the
environment. Pressure was placed on the federal
government by the state government, particularly by
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the Premier, to allow 20 hectares of land at
Point Lillias to be excised from the Ramsar
agreement. That decision demonstrates with great
clarity the nature of the government's commitment
to national parks and to our environment. The
decision on Point Lillias stands in stark contrast to
what otherwise would have been a cause for
celebration - the creation of new national parks.
One wonders about the real motives of the
government. On the one hand it says it will do the
right thing by apparently taking care of the
environment and protecting our national heritage,
but on the other hand it exhibits massive duplicity.
The Premier believes it is logical and consistent to
endanger some of the most important wetland areas
in Victoria. It may be an area of Victoria that the
government has no interest in, but it is one that I am
interested in. The people of Werribee and their
neighbours in Altona, Laverton North, Geelong
North and Geelong itself are outraged at the
government's lack of care, its indecent haste and its
failure to demonstrate a commitment to the
environment. The government has shown its
inability to listen to the voices of people who are
truly concerned about the environment.
The introduction of the bill has been overshadowed
by the disgraceful decision on Point Lillias. Werribee
has some of the last precious grasslands in Victoria. I
ask the minister to demonstrate her commitment not
just to the wetlands but to the grasslands and
parklands in the outer west by examining the
evidence in support of those areas being preserved.
That would also demonstrate her commitment to the
protection of our natural resources.
The people of Werribee and the outer-western
suburbs are being told that theirs is a second-class
environment. The state's green belt is being ignored,
and our parks and gardens and the natural
environment will be Significantly diminished by this
government's actions.
This afternoon as I was driving back here after an
appointment I heard a small item on 3LO which said
that in Laverton North, which is an industrial area,
of course, but which has some precious areas of flora
and fauna, another native orchid is being destroyed
and rendered extinct before our very eyes.
It needs to be made very clear that while the
opposition supports wholeheartedly the expansion
and further creation of our most precious natural
assets, the government must expand its view, dump
its hypocrisy and understand that an asset for the
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future does not always have a dollar value attached
to it. The government must understand that the
outer western suburbs are not just places - and
should never be considered as appropriate placesfor toxic waste dumps or for the relocation of
dangerous facilities such as that at Coode Island out
to Point Lillias.
It seems bizarre for the government to pressure the
federal government and say, 'You simply need to
excise 20 hectares out of 5000; you need only those
20 hectares. We will make a contribution by
providing you with some additional wetlands'. I
point out that those wetlands were already in the
process of being added to the Ramsar listing, so they
are not an addition. We have had to confront the
issues surrounding the establishment of a toxic
dump at Werribee, as well as the Coode Island
facility being transferred to Point Lillias near
Geelong. Although the latter will have the potential
to take out just 20 hectares, against all our best
hopes, if the facility does transfer to Point Ullias,
who would be so foolish as to think that in the event
of an accident only 20 hectares of precious wetlands
would be damaged? That is simply not the case. An
accident at the relocated Coode Island facility would
affect the entire precious wetlands, resulting in the
loss of a critical natural asset - one of the few
naturally preserved wetlands in the outer western
area of Melbourne.
It is not simply the natural environment that is
affected, either. The health and safety of the
residents of the outer western suburbs, and
Werribee in particular, are threatened by what will
be the constant carriage up and down the highway
of large quantities of dangerous toxic materials.

If the minister is serious about building on the real
expansion of our national parks and if that can be
done without the hypocrisy of giving with one hand
and taking with the other, I ask her to examine the
potential national parks that surround the
grasslands of Laverton North and Wyndham Vale.
One grassland area is in the electorate of Altona, so
my colleague Ms Kosky is most interested in that,
and the other is in the electorate of Werribee. The
government has the opportunity to really put its
money where its mouth is, as it were, by
understanding that the needs of our environment
occur not just in isolated places but extend broadly
throughout Victoria.

As for Point Ullias, I understand last month the
wetlands were accorded the honour of being named
by Ramsar as some of the most precious wetlands in
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the world heritage listing. It is absolutely abhorrent
to the opposition that on the one hand the
government sings its own praises by saying it is
doing something real and worthy for the
environment while on the other hand it not just
takes away those 20 hectares but places
5000 hectares of precious wetlands at risk.

national parks do not degrade areas. I would be
interested to see the reaction of the community if we
tried to tear down the Mount Buffalo chalet and
remove it from the national park. That comment is
made, of course, in relation to the
no-longer-proposed developments at Wilsons
Promontory.

Many voices will be raised in favour of preserving
Point Lillias. The government should not blatantly
disregard the concerns about Point Ullias held not
just by environmentalists but by almost every
resident in the western suburbs. The voices of the
people of the outer western suburbs will be raised
constantly, loudly and clearly, seeking to preserve
Point Lillias and to demonstrate the hypocrisy of the
government's attitude in giving with one hand and
taking away with the other.

As I said, the area about which I am particularly
interested is Mount Lofty. I first went to see Mount
Lofty soon after I became the honourable member
for Mooroolbark. It is a stunningly beautiful area.
From a huge hill you can enjoy panoramic views of
the Yarra Valley, and the Yarra River forms a natural
billabong there. The area has been visited for a long
time by canoeists and rafters, who attempt to travel
down the rapids of the Yarra River, and by
fishermen and swimmers. For some time the area
has been administered by Melbourne Water and
people were permitted to agist horses there. One of
the saddest aspects of Mount Lofty is that it is home
to many horses which have significantly denuded
and degraded the area. In many cases the horses are
broken down; they have been agisted, presumably
by people who no longer have the same interest in
horses they once had. I suspect they belong mostly
to teenagers who went through a passing phase of
being interested in horses. Mount Lofty is also the
natural habitat of two pairs of wedge-tailed eagles. If
you are lucky and visit on a good day you can see
them soaring through the air.

MI5 ELLIOTI (Mooroolbark) - Before I talk
about the aspects of the National Parks
(Amendment) Bill which relate to Mount Lofty in
my electorate and Scotchman's Hill in the electorate
of the honourable member for Warrandyte, I refer to
serviced accommodation in national parks.
Honourable members who are as old as I am may
remember red rattler trains and the sepia-tinted
photographs above the backs of the seats at which
we used to stare while going to and from school.
Many of the photographs were of the Mount Buffalo
National Park and the chalet. It is no secret that last
week members of the coalition went to Mount
Buffalo.
An Honourable Member - A lovely spot.

Mrs ELLIOTI - It is a lovely spot - with
superb views. The Mount Buffalo chalet provides
serviced accommodation and has a liquor licence. It
has been enjoyed for generations. I am not sure
when the chalet was built, but I remember going
there as a very small child. If we were to try to
remove the chalet from the Mount Buffalo National
Park there would probably be an outcry from the
National Trust.
Recently I visited the Jewish Museum of Victoria
and saw an exhibition of photographs of pre-war
Jewish families on their holidays at the Mount
Buffalo chalet. It has become a state institution.
Anyone who goes there can see that it exists for
passive recreation. It has minimal impact on the
environment but allows ordinary people the chance
to see and explore the national park and to stay in
relative comfort for several days at a time. So of
themselves serviced accommodation facilities in

The Friends of Warrandyte State Park have taken a
great interest in Mount Lofty. Their resource base
and volunteers have enabled them to revegetate
parts of Mount Lofty by fencing off areas, but
because of the presence of the horses their efforts,
though commendable, have only limited application.
After I visited Mount Lofty and spoke with my
colleague the honourable member for Warrandyte,
together with the Friends of Warrandyte State Park,
he and I made a concerted effort to get the previous
minister for conservation, the Honourable Mark
Birrell in another place, to agree to annexe Mount
Lofty to the Warrandyte State Park. I am pleased to
advise the house that prior to the 1996 election the
then minister made a commitment to allow the
88 hectares of Mount Lofty to be annexed and in
February of this year, soon after the election, I
received a letter from the Minister for Conservation
and Land Management, who is at the table,
confirming the government's decision to annex that
area.
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A community partnership comprising the Friends of
Warrandyte State Park, the local rangers and the
Yarra Ranges Shire Council, together with the
honourable member for Warrandyte and I and the
two relevant ministers at the time, combined to
allow this to happen. Following the transfer of the
area from Melbourne Water and its annexation to
the state park the horses will be removed and the
area will be allowed to revert to its natural state.
There is some remnant bushland along the river and
we believe that with careful management it will
again cover the entire area. A passive recreation use
is proposed and I know the Friends of Warrandyte
State Park are straining at the leash to be allowed to
get back in there and work on replanting the natural
vegetation of the area, which they do so well.
Swimming, fishing and canoeing will be allowed to
continue but I want it on the record that there will be
no further speculation about that site's future.
The 88 hectares at Mount Lofty will add significantly
to the Warrandyte State Park, as will the 2 hectares
at Scotchman's Hill. The honourable member for
Warrandyte is taking a close interest in the relatively
small Scotchman's Hill area that overlooks the
Ringwood township. If that land were allowed to be
developed for housing the amenity of the area
would be Significantly affected. The honourable
member for Warrandyte is unable to be present to
take part in the debate and specifically asked me to
mention Scotchman's Hill.
The Yarra River winds down from the hills and
flows through Melbourne. The river is one of
Melbourne's and Victoria's best assets and has
inspired many painters and sculptors. Recently I
attended an art exhibition which was held in the
City of Manningham and which comprised the work
of artists and sculptors who live in the Manningham
area. The natural beauty of the river and its
surrounds, the sky and the land has been a source of
inspiration to many people. Constituents of mine
who live in the Wonga Park area are passionate
about preserving the character of that area in its
current relatively pristine state. I also have a house
in that area and I have been equally committed to
that objective. I commend the former minister in
another place and the current minister for their
generosity and their sympathetic attitude to the
approaches we have made to them.
I look forward very much to seeing Mount Lofty
again become what it once was and to again seeing
wedge-tailed eagles flying above that place. It is sad
that people do not realise that national parks exist
for their natural beauty. However, we will not win
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over more people to the cause of conservation if
members of the next generation are not able to
access national parks. It is difficult for children who
are not taken to national parks when they are young
to go walking, swimming, canoeing or white-water
rafting, which I do occasionally, to appreciate what
those places have to offer.
It was my experience of white-water rafting on the
Snowy River that made me realise how badly
introduced species such as blackberries and willows
are degrading the vegetation and affecting animal
life in these areas. One can only educate a generation
by allowing its members to have that direct
experience, and one can only allow them to have
that direct experience if they are allowed to enter
parks. I believe that can be managed in a way that
does not degrade the environment.

It is time for an open and sensible debate on
ecological tourism and the development of our state
parks for the benefit of people, the environment and
the animals that live in them. To shut up parks
invites introduced species to take them over. Parks
can be managed only if people have a commitment
to those areas, and that can only be done by letting
people in under fairly strict guidelines. Honourable
members who have visited national parks know that
visitors are always greeted at park entrances, asked
to pay an entrance fee and asked how long they
intend to stay. Visitors are also handed a leaflet
about how to preserve the environment, and most
thinking people honour those objectives.
Generations of Australians have enjoyed what this
continent and this state have to offer. To try to shut
people out is not the way to go. I recognise the
support that members of the opposition have given
to this bill; most of them have been generous in their
comments. I urge opposition members to reconsider
the benefits the legislation will bestow on our
national parks and to recognise the government's
achievement in the bill of adding 23 000 hectares to
Victoria's national parks. A significant area of the
state is now dedicated to the environment and to
national parks, to the benefit of all Victorians.

Mr McARTHUR (Monbulk) - I welcome the
comments on the bill of the honourable member for
Mooroolbark and other honourable members on this
side of the house. The bill implements a number of
the key initiatives the government has been
committed to: protecting the environment in
Victoria, providing a representative parks and
reserves system across the state, providing enhanced
protection and management of those areas, and
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making sure that we properly protect the open space
in and around areas near Melbourne - the areas
that were of particular interest to the honourable
member for Mooroolbark.
It is worth noting the features of the bill. It creates
three new national parks. I refer particularly to the
Box-Ironbark National Park. In the committee stage
the government will introduce an amendment to
provide that the Box-Ironbark National Park should
be known as the Chiltern Box-Ironbark National
Park. It should properly be recognised as the
Plowman amendment in recognition of the efforts of
the honourable member for Benambra in making
sure Chiltern is recognised in the name of the
proposed national park. I am pleased the action the
honourable member has been requesting for a long
time has taken place.
The bill also creates 3 new coastal parks, provides
for additions to 15 other national and regional park
areas and creates the Ada Tall Trees Reserve. All
honourable members will welcome these changes.
Despite its moving a reasoned amendment the
opposition welcomes the additions to the parks and
reserves areas.
As someone said earlier, the changes bring the

percentage of land in Victoria protected by national
parks status or better to something like 16 per cent of
the overall landmass. People tend to gloss over a
figure like that fairly easily, but it means that one
acre in six of Victoria's total landmass is now
protected by national park status or better. That is an
extraordinary amount of land.
It is hard to imagine that even if that area of land
were randomly scattered across the state it would
not contain a representative selection of all the flora
and fauna communities of Victoria. And, of course,
it is not randomly selected. That 16 per cent has been
set aside after careful consideration, detailed
scientific research and extended community debate.
It is, therefore, extremely difficult to believe our
system of parks and reserves does not contain a
proper representative sample of all Victoria's fauna
and flora communities.
It is worth talking about the role of national parks.
The honourable member for Bundoora expressed
concerns about things she fears will happen and a
looming crisis. I think it was the honourable member
for Gippsland East who said the honourable
member for Bundoora should not be afraid of people
visiting parks.
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National parks should have a number of focuses.
First and foremost, they must ensure that a
representative sample of the environment is
protected and preserved for this generation and for
future generations.
They also have a valuable role to play in educating
and exciting interest among our community and our
visitors. They have a role to inform and to inspire
people to become involved and to learn, to move
about the environment and to learn more about their
local area, and also the areas they normally do not
visit. Unless people can easily gain access to national
parks and remote areas, it is difficult for them to be
inspired, to be excited or to be educated about such
areas.
One role that national park management has is to
ensure there is opportunity for education,
inspiration and excitement for people throughout
Victoria, whether or not they are able-bodied, young
or fit. They should have the ability to experience the
wonders that are there, to see them and to learn
from them. Unless we provide that opportunity we
sell ourselves and our environment short. I certainly
believe we sell our citizens short. We have a duty to
ensure that the aim is followed through not only
now but also into the future.
We should not be afraid of allowing people to see
what is inside national parks. We can only gain from
that. People are far more likely to value and protect
something they understand and appreciate. I ask the
honourable member for Bundoora to more carefully
reconsider her attitude about people's access to
national parks. She should be encouraging people to
visit and appreciate them.
Many people have been involved in the debate on
this legislation. As chairman of the government's bill
committee, I thank those members who have taken
part. More than 20 members of the coalition have
been involved in the discussions. They have acted in
a positive and helpful manner in developing the
legislation. It is a pity that time today has not
permitted more members to have the opportunity of
speaking on the bill. I pay tribute to their efforts and
their support and assistance in the development of
the legislation.
Officers of the Department of Natural Resources and
Environment have been helpful with advice and
information. It would be remiss of me not to thank
Doug Hooley for his excellent work. He has ensured
that members understand what is contained in the
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bill, which has enabled them to make a positive
contribution to the debate.
Constant claims and complaints have been made by
opposition members and sections of the media that
the government does not care for the environment
and will not commit resources to protecting it when
clearly any examination of the facts shows the
reverse is true. It was you, Mr Acting Speaker, who
pointed out the increase in budgetary allocations to
national park programs since this government was
elected.
It is worth examining the number of people who
work as park rangers. In 1991-92 there were 158 park
rangers in Victoria. A year later there were 181. In

1993-94 the number increased to 198 and included
for the first time 19 chief ranger positions whose
primary responsibility was caring for national parks
and informing people about the role of those parks.
The creation of those positions was a worthwhile
decision made by the fonner Minister for
Conservation and Environment, the Honourable
Mark Birrell. In 1994-95 there were 200 park rangers,
and last year there were 213.
Clearly the government has a commitment to
providing more resources to the protection and
management of national parks not only in dollar
tenns but also in skilled and expert staff to carry out
the management and protection of national parks. It
is not true that the government, the minister or the
fonner minister have run down the park system. The
opposite is the case: they have provided increased
resources and staffing toward specialist care for
national parks.
I advise opposition members to examine the facts to
see what has been done. In my electorate, which
takes in the Dandenong Ranges, enormous resources
have been committed to supporting the Dandenong
Ranges National Park in providing better
infonnation and a better visitor centre for Victorians
and tourists to the area. That has worked well
because many people have been encouraged to visit
the Dandenong Ranges National Park. It also has the
effect of better protecting the park by doing practical
but non-sexy things, such as providing proper
sewerage systems. That is a good environmental
outcome which does not rate a lot of headlines but is
of practical benefit to the community and the
environment.
The bill is clearly another step in the government's
program which is committed to providing proper
protection for the environment, proper selection of

129

representative areas in national park reserves and
effective and efficient resources for the management
of those areas. If opposition members look openly at
the facts they will see those benefits.
I urge the honourable member for Bundoora to
withdraw her reasoned amendment and support the
bill.
Mr DIXON (Dromana) - I support the National
Parks (Amendment) Bill and, in particular, the
aspect relating to the Arthurs Seat State Park, which
is located in the middle of my electorate.
The Arthurs Seat area was named after Arthurs Seat
in Edinburgh and the land was first reserved as a
public area in 1983. It became part of the Cape
Schanck-Arthurs Seat regional park which was
proclaimed in 1987 and became a state park in 1988.
The famous Arthurs Seat winding road to the
summit was built in 1928. Arthurs Seat is located on
the foreshore of Port Phillip Bay behind McCrae and
Dromana and rises about 330 metres. It is a famous
tourist attraction, not only because of the flora and
fauna but because of the chairlift which is a feature
of the park. I am sure many members have taken the
opportunity of riding that chairlift. At the summit
there is a restaurant, wine bar and vineyard. More
than 770 000 tourists visit the area each year.
In January the north-western slopes of Arthurs Seat,
including areas that will be part of the state park
when the bill is passed, were devastated by wildfire.

I take this opportunity to give credit to the local
emergency services and the CFA for their wonderful
work in containing that fire and stopping it from
spreading to many precious areas.
Local groups in the area support the park. They
were not put off by the wildfires and they wish to
work with Parks Victoria in making the areas that
were burnt even more beautiful and reflect the true
remnant vegetation of the area.
The bill will extend the state park by adding
220 hectares of purchased or donated lands, an
increase in size of almost 50 per cent. The bill will
excise one small house block from the park, but the
net increase is huge. A number of areas in the state
park will be included, such as Arthurs Seat Public
Park, which encompasses the winding tourist road,
the chairlift and the lookouts. From the top of
Arthurs Seat you can enjoy great views of
Melbourne, all of Port Phillip Bay and into Western
Port. The walking tracks around Arthurs Seat are
well used, and a number of walking clubs and
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groups work hard to advertise them. The Ross Trust
is also donating part of the Parkdale Estate, which is
on the north face of the park.
Arthurs Seat State Park includes areas of great
conservation value. There are remnant areas of heath
woodland and coastal grassy forests, many of which
have remained untouched since the advent of white
settlement in the early 1800s. Because of the
development and expansion of white settlement
along the southern part of the peninsula not many
remnant vegetation areas are left, so I am pleased
that areas such as these are to be protected within
the state park.
The park also includes McKellar Reserve, which was
formerly Trust for Nature land and which contains
large areas of remnant vegetation. Although the
reserve was significantly damaged by the bushfires
this summer, I am assured that the forces of nature
are already working and that it is recovering nicely.
The local community and Parks Victoria are working
together to further enhance the beauty of the area.
The McKellar Reserve is interesting because it has
within it the famous Two-Bays walking track, a
popular track connecting Western Port bay to Port
Phillip Bay. The land through which it passes will
now be further protected. Other land to be protected
by the bill is located within the Tower Hill Road
link, a bushland corridor which joins two areas of
the state park. That corridor of flora and fauna is
now to be preserved as a small but important
addition to the park.
These changes will attract even more people to the
area. That is important to a part of Victoria which,
although it has a proven tourism record, does not
have much other industry and also has high
unemployment. The importance of the region is
growing. Anything that attracts more tourists to the
Mornington Peninsula is good news for the whole
community because of the flow-on effects. Anything
that protects remnant vegetation and enhances the
pristine nature of the area for the enjoyment of
future generations should be applauded. I
congratulate the minister and the department and
look forward to the expansion of the Arthurs Seat
State Park in cooperation with Parks Victoria.
MI5 TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and
Land Management) - Before speaking generally on
the bill, as the honourable member for Seymour I
will talk about the new Lake Eildon National Park.
This 27 ()()()"'hectare park comprises the former Fraser
National Park and Lake Eildon State Park. It is close
to my heart as well as being close to where I live.
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The park is situated more or less in the parishes of
Banyarmbite, Darlingford, Eildon, Howqua West,
Jamieson, Lodge Park, Thornton and Wappan.
Wappan, which was first settled by Mrs Annie Bonn,
is the name of the property where I have resided for
many years and where my husband's family has
resided for the past 50 or 60 years. Lake Eildon
National Park is part of the area that was originally
settled by the Tehan family, so both the lake and the
park are part of the history of the property of
Wappan as well as forming part of the parish of
Wappan.
The property is bounded on three sides by Lake
Eildon, which was built in the 1920s over part of the
old Wappan estate. It was extended in the 1950s
when my husband's family owned the property,
becoming the enlarged Eildon Weir, which is now a
major Victorian waterway. Fraser National Park and
Lake Eildon State Park were established around that
lake. Our family boats on, fishes in, picnics near and
walks around the lake. Not so long ago I drove from
Bonnie Doon along what my family knows as the
Sky Road, which runs along the perimeter of the
new Lake Eildon National Park.
The national park contains some of the most scenic
areas in northern Victoria and many people visit it
for recreational purposes. The park also has
important areas of dry forest in good condition, as
well as scattered areas of old growth forest. It
contains Significant plant and animal species,
including the threatened regent honeyeater and the
sooty owl. The park is managed by Parks Victoria,
and Rocky Barker, the chief ranger, is proud of it.
Because I live so close to the park I probably do not
visit it as frequently as I should. As is usually the
case, one takes for granted those things that are on
one's doorstep. I am delighted with, and I know
both the local people and all Victorians who know
the lake will celebrate, the creation of the Lake
Eildon National Park.
This is a positive contribution to the debate on
national parks. The bill adds 26 000 hectares of new
parkland to Victoria's national parks, including the
Yarra Ranges National Park. Three new national
parks will be created - the Lake Eildon, French
Island and Box-Iron Bark national parks - and, as
honourable members have explained, various state
parks will be expanded. All the parks will be
managed by Parks Victoria. If I am to be judged on
one decision I have made during this government's
term, I will be happy to be judged on the creation of
Parks Victoria.
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The creation of Parks Victoria will provide an
opportunity to bring the management of Victoria's
quite remarkable representative system of parks
under one management roof. I doubt that any other
state can make that boast. That move will provide us
with an outstanding agency to look after one of the
most representative collections of national and state
parks in our system.
Parks Victoria will be well positioned to do that,
bringing together the skills, dedication, commitment
and conservation strengths of the National Parks
Service and the strengths of Melbourne Parks and
Waterways, which has similarly provided an
expanded, enhanced and effective parks system
across metropolitan Melbourne. The strengths of
both agencies will join to form Parks Victoria. We
will have a body that will be regarded as a
sustainable part of the whole of the Victorian estate.
We will have career paths for the rangers, who will
be able to cross between metropolitan and country
parks, and the savings involved in on-ground works
under one body instead of two will be significant.
At some stage legislation will be introduced to
incorporate Parks Victoria and to rewrite national
parks legislation. We look forward to the values of
the historic National Parks Service and Melbourne
Parks and Waterways being combined into one
outstanding organisation - Parks Victoria.
In the past three or four months much
misrepresentation and misinformation has been
spread about our parks; some of that information
has been compounded in this place today.
Unfortunately, the contribution by the shadow
Minister for Conservation and Land Management
has illustrated how people can get things wrong and
how misinformation can take on a life of its own.

The honourable member for Bundoora said we have
allowed ongoing mining in the proposed Chiltern
Box-Ironbark National Park. That has occurred as a
result of section 40 of the National Parks Act, which
was introduced in 1989 by the Labor government
with the support of the then opposition. I remind
honourable members that that component of the
National Parks Act has been operating in Victoria for
nearly 10 years. Section 40 provides that exploration
may continue in the Chiltern Box-Ironbark National
Park in full compliance with legislation.
Similarly, the honourable member was obviously
unable to read the bill properly because she said
duck hunting would be banned in the French Island
National Park. The legislation is quite clear: the area
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to be included in the French Island National Park
will not be so included for two years from the date
of proclamation so duck hunting can be phased out.
Duck hunting there will be phased out when other
hunting facilities are found for those who enjoy that
legal sport.
I certainly commend the contributions made by
those honourable members who looked at the
positive values of our parks. The honourable
members for Benambra, Bendigo East, Gippsland
East, Bulleen, Mooroolbark, Monbulk and Dromana
made worthwhile contributions and spoke about the
strengths and the improvements in the parks.
Mr Baker interjected.
Mrs TEHAN - Unfortunately the honourable
member for Bundoora made a couple of mistakes so
she does not get to the top of the list! She talks about
parks, but apart from getting lost in them, she does
not know about the laws attaching to them.
It is important to recognise that Victoria has an
outstanding system of parks and that they are being
ably managed in a balanced way for the people
while maintaining and enhancing the conservation
values that are integral components of the parks. We
need visitor centres and facilities to allow people to
enjoy the parks; the government will provide the
facilities, but in an environmentally sensitive way
with appropriate siting and with the most
appropriate funding arrangements in the
circumstances.
The honourable member for Northcote said Victoria
does not have an outstanding ecotourist facility as
do Queensland, Western Australia, Tasmania and
many other parts of the world. We are aspiring to
use the icons of our parks as bases for outstanding
ecotourism and an opportunity for Victoria's parks
to be recognised with the international status that
other states hold. We can achieve that aim only if we
hold to the highest standards of conservation and
ecological sustainability. We will do that, but with a
compatible approach; we will provide the
opportunity for people to use, enjoy and stay in
those parks.
I am delighted to have introduced this bill and to
have made this contribution. I thank honourable
members for their contributions. I thank officers of
the department for their assistance and the work
they have done in the preparation of the bill, which
has facilitated its smooth passage through this place.
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I wish well the many thousands of Victorians and
Australians who will now be able to enjoy Victoria's
enlarged representative park system.
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Hamilton, Mr

Amendment negatived.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

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

Committed.

Committee
Ayes,54
Andrighetto, Mr
Ashley,Mr
Burke, Ms (Teller)
Clark,Mr
Coleman,Mr
Cooper,Mr
Dean,Or
Dixon, Mr
Doyle,Mr
Elder,Mr
Elliott, Mrs
Finn,Mr
Gude,Mr
Henderson, Mrs
Honeywood, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
John,Mr
Kennett,Mr
Kilgour, Mr
Lean,Mr
Leigh,Mr
Lupton,Mr
McArthur, Mr
McCall,Ms
McGrath, Mr W.D.
McLellan,Mr

Maclellan, Mr
McNamara, Mr

Clauses 1 to 9 agreed to.

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

Clause 10

Perton, Mr
Pescott,Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Phillips, Mr (Teller)
Plowman, Mr A.F.
Reynolds, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Rowe,Mr
Ryan,Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr ER
Smith, Mr IW.
Spry,Mr
Steggall, Mr
Stockdale, Mr
Tehan,Mrs
Thompson, Mr
Traynor,Mr
Treasure, Mr
Wade,Mrs
Wells,Mr

Noes, 31
Andrianopoulos, Mr

Hulls,Mr

Baker,Mr

Kosky,Ms

Batchelor, Mr
Bracks, Mr

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

Brwnby,Mr
Cameron,Mr

Loney,Mr

Campbell,Ms
Carli,Mr

Maddigan, Mrs (Teller)
Micallef, Mr

Cole,Mr
Cunningham, Mr

Mildenhall, Mr

Davies, Ms
Dollis,Mr

Pandazopoulos, Mr
Savage, Mr
Seitz, Mr

Garbutt, Ms

Sheehan,Mr

Gillett,Ms

Thwaites, Mr

Haermeyer, Mr

Wilson,Mrs

Ms GARBUTI (Bundoora) - Clause 10 allows
the director of the National Parks Service to delegate
certain powers, including the power to grant
permits. Will the minister explain why such a crucial
and politically sensitive decision, which will enable
powers such as those to be delegated down the line,
has been made at this time. Why is she not prepared
to maintain the current position? Will the provision
allow the director to delegate the power to make
decisions on issuing licences or permits for
commercial tour operations, for a 45-bed lodge at the
Prom or for a visitors centre at Port CampbeU?
Mr5 TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and
Land Management) - Clause 10, which provides for
the delegation powers, is intended solely to assist in
the administration of the act, particularly of those
matters that are largely routine. Parks Victoria staff
in given regions will have the opportunity to grant
permits to occupy buildings or camping places,
operate apiaries or carry on trade or businesses of a
relatively small nature, as well as authorising the
provision of services, facilities or goods within the
context of the powers that currently reside with the
director. In other words, it concerns a delegation of
the powers already delegated to officers in positions
close to the director. Those powers will be delegated
to field officers in Parks Victoria. Any delegation
will be accompanied by guidelines to assist the staff
who will exercise them.
I assure the honourable member for Bundoora that it
is in my interest to ensure that I am able to assess
any major decisions. The issuing of any of the major
permits to which the honourable member has
referred, any changes to normal policy and any
decisions of substance must fall within the powers
contained in the legislation.
Clause agreed to; clauses 11 to 13 agreed to.
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Clause 14
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and
Land Management) - I move:
Clause 14, page 10, line 12, after "PART 30 -" insert
"CHILTERN".

The amendment changes the name of the park in the
legislation to the Chiltern Box-Ironbark National
Park.
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involvement and are very grateful the name has
been changed.
Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 15 to 25 agreed to; schedule agreed to.
Reported to house with amendment.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

Ms GARB UTI (Bundoora) - I wish to raise
some issues concerning this national park with the
minister. The minister will recall that in my speech I
mentioned the letter she had written to the people of
Chiltern saying she would consult with them prior
to the name being proposed. That did not happen. I
ask why she failed to consult with them and
whether the name change was approved by the
Place Names Committee, as is required under the
Survey Coordination Act 1958.
I also have some questions regarding the approval of
the mining exploration lease. Will the minister
provide some details of that lease, why she signed it,
what is the period of the lease and who is the lessee?
Mrs TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and
Land Management) - The name came about as a
result of a series of letters, submissions and
delegations, particularly from the honourable
member for Benambra who represents the Chiltern
area. We considered the submissions that were put
and the letters that were sent, as I indicated I would
in the letter I sent in reply to the letter the
honourable member for Bundoora referred to in the
debate. After consideration of the delegations,
submissions, letters and representations from the
honourable member for Benambra it was agreed that
the word 'Chiltern' be retained in the name of the
park. It was not put to the Place Names Committee
as that is not the normal procedure. I do not know of
the naming of any other national park that has been
put to that committee. Certainly the naming of this
one did not go to the committee.

Sitting suspended 6.37 p.m. until 8.04 p.m.

FISHERIES (FURTHER
AMENDMENT) BILL
Government amendments circulated by Mr GUDE
(Minister for Education) pursuant to sessional
orders.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr BRACKS
(Williamstown).
Debate adjourned until next day.

EDUCATION (STANDARDS
COUNCIL) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 5 December 1996; motion of
MI5 TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management) .

The ongoing leases for the exploration of mining in
the park were a continuation of existing leases. I do
not have the details to hand but would certainly be
happy to send those details to the honourable
member.

Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) - The Education
(Standards Council) Bill is fundamentally
inadequate because it in no way resembles a
reasonable level of participation by the teaching
profession in the determination and scrutiny of
professional standards. The 1993 legislation, which
established the Standards Council of the Teaching
Profession, had a fundamental failing in this regard
and was widely criticised. The opposition opposed
the original legislation because teachers had no
influence on professional standards and professional
development. This bill does nothing to add to that
situation, other than to increase marginally the
council's powers and its membership. It is therefore
as inadequate as the previous bill. For those reasons
the bill is no good and the opposition will oppose it.

Mr A. F. PLOWMAN (Benambra) - I was
involved in the consultation process with the
minister. All the residents who have contacted me in
respect of that consultation accept the minister's

The purpose of the bill is to expand the role and size
of the Standards Council of the Teaching Profession
to cover non-government schoolteachers and to
expand slightly its range of functions. The bill also
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transfers the legislation from the Teaching Service
Act to the Education Act. That is the sum total of the
bill's effect.
As I said, it is significant in its failing to redress the
fundamental inadequacies of the existing legislation
and in its lack of courage and will to directly engage
the voice of teachers in any fair dinkum way.
The standards council is an advisory body to the
minister; it does not have discrete powers or
responsibilities. The council deals with and
discusses professional qualifications and
development, evaluation of teacher education
courses, and criteria for appointment of teachers in
the government sector. They are its existing powers.
The major criticism of the education community and
the opposition to the creation of the council is that it
is based on the abolition of the Teachers Registration
Board, which was an independent statutory board
with independent powers. The board had a real role
and was a robust, clear and independent voice for
teachers because teachers were represented on it. It
was not a hand-picked body of yes-people, as this
minister and this government specialise in setting up.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MILDENHALL - There are well-known
teacher-haters in the coalition parties, and it does not
take them too long to become vocal. I am sure we
will get a lot more of the same as the debate goes on.
The council has a staff of three and an annual budget
of around $250 000. Its main output appears to be
the publication of a mountain of booklets on
professional development, induction and all sorts of
suggestions for people about how they might go
about their jobs. That is the advice I have received
from the profession - a representative sample of
state schoolteachers. The minister may be surprised
to know that the manuals and guides are of a
reasonable quality and are reasonably useful.
I am advised that within the narrow constraints of
his brief the chairman of the council, Mr Don Laird,
applies himself assiduously to the task of improving
professionalism in the field through the production
of this written material.
The council had some fundamental difficulties that
are reflected in the inadequacy of the legislation.
Prior to the appearance of this bill there were no
guidelines for the membership of the council.
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Proposed new section 52B(2) inserted by clause 3 of
the bill states that:
the minister must endeavour to ensure that the council
has a membership of persons who have a background
or experience in education or are able to contribute to
the development of professional teaching practice in
Victoria.

The first part of that proviSion is obviously an
improvement. However, it seems clear that the
second part or are able to contribute to the development of
professional teaching practice -

will form part of this minister's intention and
practice of putting business people on his boards for
his political and ideological comfort, as he has done
with the VCE review panel and the Board of Studies.
I received no response at the briefing when I asked
whether this would mean that the franchisee, the
local McDonalds outlet, would be able to ask
whether because it employs young people they
could be appointed to the Standards Council of the
Teaching Profession. There was silence. Obviously I
took that to mean assent. There is nothing in the bill
to prevent that from happening. It is obvious from
the minister's recent actions and his wholehearted
embrace of business people from all sorts of
backgrounds that he believes they are now the
primary source of advice to him on professional
education matters.

The bill also provides for appointments and an
increase in the number of members of the council.
Following the comments in the second-reading
speech it is expected that appointments from the
non-government sector will be made as part of the
proposed increase in the new maximum
membership of the council from 9 to 17. It is
appropriate to embrace the other sectors into a body
like this. However, it would be much better if the
board had some teeth and was truly independent,
because it is extremely likely that we will get more
yes-people. We need highly qualified, independent,
free-speaking and prominent educators appointed to
such a body. I am sure we will see more appointees
whose qualifications will be based on their
enthusiasm for government policy and for this
minister and his administration of the portfolio.
Let us look at the qualifications of the members and
at their prominence in the field, and go to the
documentation for the formal reports of the
department. It is not easy to find out who these
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members are because this body's activities are not
reported in any detail in the annual report; it is not
required to do so. It is not on the department's web
site. We have to dig hard to find out the names of
the identities on such a prominent board. The
pamphlet provided by the board is already
significantly out of date. I wrote to one of the
leading members of the board, who wrote back and
said-Mr Gude - Which prominent member was that?
Mr MILDENHALL - For the minister's
information, I wrote to Professor Kwong Lee Dow.
He responded saying that although he supported
the legislation he was no longer a member. I
understand at least two other members who are
advertised in the council's literature as being
members of the board are no longer there. It is not
an easy task to identify the members or to establish
exactly what it is all about. It is no surprise when
looking into the education field to find that there are
many well-known enthusiasts for government
policy on the board. Part of the selection process is:
let's invite enthusiasts, let's have malleable, friendly
advice on these matters, because the teaching area
has obviously caused the minister some political
difficulties during his short time in the job. With a
board like this it is obviously the minister's intention
to receive the friendliest advice possible.
Section 52B(1) inserted by clause 3 of the bill
increases the minimum membership of the council
from zero. It had to comprise a chairperson and, by
dint of lOgic, at least one other member, so perhaps
there needed to be two but there is a new minimum.
of eight. Clearly inadequate!
The real failing of this prOvision is the fundamental
lack of public accountability in the council's
deliberations. There is no requirement for it to report
in the department's annual report or to Parliament.
The advice to the minister is discreet and his
response is also discreet - or secret! This body will
provide advice, reports and recommendations on
standards and qualifications in the teaching
profession. One would have thought it was an area
appropriate for public airing, scrutiny, discussion or
debate. But, true to the very nature of this council,
that is all done on a behind-the-scenes level.
Undoubtedly it is part of the 'What do you think
about this?' and 'No, but if you change that to read
this, then we can get along fine' approach.
A fundamental failing in the legislation is that a
body that purportedly speaks with some authority

135

on the teaching profession would be so publicly
muzzled and so lacking in public accountability for
its actions and recommendations. Another
fundamental failing is the government's failure to
allow an independent voice for the teaching
profession.
Mr Gude - Are you opposing the bill?
Mr MILDENHALL - Had the minister been
listening, as he claims, he would have heard that the
opposition is indeed opposing this bill.
Unfortunately, the advice I have received is that the
council is regarded throughout the education field
as a conservative mouthpiece of the government. It
does not consult with teacher organisations and is
not seen as independent. It advises the minister, but
in many cases it does not make its advice public. It
will produce mountains of glossy pamphlets and
booklets but will not make public its critical advice
on adequacy of courses and those sorts of matters.
The government's approach is not surprising
because the minister does not respect teachers. He
tells them they are overentitled and that they do no
work. He is not interested in the uncensored views
of teachers on issues supposedly referred to a body
like this - the standards of entry into the
profession, qualifications and criteria for
appointment and probation and for promotion and
professional development.
Professional development is interesting but the
minister is obviously not serious about it. Some
examples have recently been brought to my
attention of the minister double-counting
performance money earned under the professional
recognition program with any allowances payable
for higher duties or positions of responsibility. One
teacher contacted me saying that because of this
double-counting, as a result of being promoted to a
position of responsibility such as a key learning
areas coordinator, the total extra remuneration for
taking on the increased professional challenge - for
putting oneself forward to take on a position of
responsibility - is one dollar a year! When
advocates for this person in one of the professional
organisations took the matter up with the
department they were told, 'The department is still
$20 million down the tube. That is all we can afford.
This one dollar is about it. We have to double-count
your performance bonus with any allowance that
comes your way as a result of an appointment to a
position of responsibility'.
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There has been a marginal improvement from the
$60 million down the tube that caused all the school
closures and the laying off of hundreds more
teachers at the end of last year. But the pressures are
obviously still there at the expense of the wellbeing
and professional development of teachers in our
schools.
The minister gives with one hand and takes away
with the other. There is a little bit of extra money in
global school budgets for professional development,
and certainly the opposition supports that, but it is
disgraceful to treat teachers this way, and it is a
matter on which the letters are starting to flow in.
Mr Gude - Mr Acting Speaker, on a point of
order, I am beyond total boredom now. I would like
the honourable member to explain to the house
which clause this matter relates to.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! I call upon the honourable member to relate
his remarks to the bill, and then I shall rule.
Mr MILDENHALL - The bill inserts a new
section into the Education Act on the composition
and role of the Standards Council of the Teaching
Profession, one of the principal responsibilities of
which is professional development - the core of this
bill. In fact, any analysis of the state of professional
development of the teaching profession in Victoria is
germane to the discussion of the adequacy of the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! I have listened intently to the remarks of the
honourable member and I believe that they remain
relevant.
Mr MILDENHALL - Thank you, Mr Acting
Speaker. Look at the range of professional
development opportunities on offer in the
department at the moment. The other day I glanced
through Pravda, a school newspaper, and found an
interesting professional development opportunity
on bullying.
I thought, 'Now that is something many members of
this government could be guest speakers on'. Given
the experience of many schools and school councils
in their desperate attempts to resist closures last
year, I would have thought a number of senior
departmental people could give quite a bit of advice.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! The honourable member for Footscray
should not test the Chair too much.
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Mr MILDENHALL - There are many other
examples in other portfolios that I could refer to, but
I will defer to your advice, Mr Acting Speaker.
The other principal responsibility is the evaluation
of teaching courses. Its treatment of teachers shows
the government obviously has no respect for and
despises teachers. It unloads them out of the system
more rapidly than it unloads other public sector
workers. It insults them at every opportunity.
The government also despises lawyers, as has been
evident by the actions of the Attorney-General. At
least when the legislation setting up the Legal
Practice Board was introduced it provided for equal
numbers so the number of practitioners elected by
the profession matched the number of government
appointees. There was a 50-SO membership of that
professional regulatory body with a commitment to
an independent chair. Would the government treat
other professions, such as doctors, dentists, lawyers
and architects the way it treats teachers in its
attempts to silence them? Why pick out teachers for
such treatment?
The fact that the body purporting to speak for the
standards of the teaching profession is a
hand-picked group of yes-people clearly
demonstrates the lack of respect this minister and
this government have for the teaching profession.
That has not always been the case. It is clear that the
Kennett government has taken a more vindictive
and hardline approach than any previous
administration.
When the legislation that governed the Teachers
Registration Board was amended in 1986 the only
quibble of the coalition parties was whether teacher
representatives should be elected or nominated by
teacher representative organisations. There was
bipartisan support for the legislation. This
government has adopted a particularly vindictive
approach. It wants to totally close down any real
dialogue with teachers and does not want to hear
their views - it wants to censor, disguise and
muzzle the voice of teachers.

It is not only teachers who have these views; the
Catholic Education Office expressed the view to me
that matters concerning teacher professionalism
should remain firmly in the hands of the teaching
profession and that the standards council, in its
research and advisory roles, would need to work
more closely and visibly than ever with teacher
associations, principals, employing authorities,
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teacher educators and higher education. That is from
another independent, authoritative voice.
An honourable member interjected.

Mr MILDENHALL - That came from the head
of the Catholic Education Office.
Mr Elder - Give us a name and we will play the
game. Come on, give us a name.
Mr MILDENHALL - Reverend Tom Doyle is
the head of the Catholic Education Office, for the
edification of the Parliamentary Secretary for
Education, and that is its view. It is not a radical
view; it is not a view of the teacher unions, and it is
not a view of any ALP groups - it comes from a
highly reputable and professional organisation
committed to the education of students under its
care. This government would do well to listen to the
views of Reverend Tom Doyle. He is now more
famous after his recent Australia Day award, and he
is an esteemed member of the Victorian community.
I would have thought that was reasonable advice.
I am surprised the government did not take the
opportunity to talk to teachers a bit more and amend
the standards counci1legislation to free it up and
make it more representative. Surely the baseball bat
has been out long enough; surely the government
has beaten and softened the profeSSion up enough;
surely now is the opportunity to enter into real
dialogue with the teaching profession. How long
will the curtain remain down? How long will the
teachers in this state be muzzled and ignored by this
government and a combination of inadequate
legislation and a failure to give them a voice?
I heard the same story from many teachers and
schools that when somebody speaks up for their
school, profession or students a call comes through
from the regional office saying, 'Teaching service
order number 140 - watch out, Sunshine, you've
been warned'. How often has that threat been issued
by the department? I wonder if the department even
keeps a record, because it seems to be such a
frequent occurrence. The government clearly does
not want to hear the voice of teachers; it threatens
them and will not give them a voice on a body like
this.
It has also gone to some lengths to try to sugarbag
some of its favourite people - that is, the principals.
It tried to buy off and get a friendly relationship
with principals on matters of professional
development outlined in this bill. But the principals
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have a similarly sceptical view to that of most
teachers and administrators that I have come across
of the government's commitment to professional
development and career advancement. It is lucky
there are still representative bodies to voice the
concerns of principals in this state.
At a large meeting last Sunday it was interesting to
hear some serious concerns expressed in the ranks
about the government's commitment to career
advancement and professional development.
The principals federation newsletter indicates that
that is the case. It states that members are sceptical
of the sincerity of the Department of Education's
commitment to work cooperatively and
constructively with principals, especially given its
recent decision to dismantle the district support
service model. That service is vital to the
professional development of and support for
principals.
Principals complain about the enormous
administrative load that has been placed on them by
the Minister for Education. One of the motions
carried at the meeting condemned the department
for its failure to provide both adequate support
services for schools through the new regional
structure and career positions for experienced
principals at the highest level of the classification
structure. Again the government's commitment to
professional advancement is being called into
question.
Well may the minister ask for advice on these
matters. Unless the standards council is truly
independent and representative of teachers and
principals, it cannot be expected to give robust and
independent advice. So sceptical are the principals of
the forms of communication established with the
minister and his department through either the
standards council or the bureaucracy that they have
instructed the federation to undertake delegations
on a district-by-district basis to meet local members
to explain and discuss issues of concern.
Principal class officers do not trust the department;
they do not believe it is telling members of
Parliament the truth. The principals need to talk to
their local members to tell them what is going on in
schools, because they are not hearing the truth from
the minister.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! The honourable member is straying from the
bill. I invite him to return to it.
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Mr MILDENHALL - I was talking about the
adequacy of the established communication
channels, of which the standards council is a part.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! The bill does not relate to that matter; it
relates to clearly defined issues. I advise the
honourable member not to get smart with the Chair.
Mr MILDENHALL - Another major role of the
council is the scrutiny and setting of standards. In
the absence of the former registration board, the
department vets applicants for the teaching
profession - another role taken from the superior
registration board model. Anecdotal evidence
suggests that there is now a shortage of LOTE
teachers and that the entrance standards for
language teaching have been lowered. Some LOTE
teachers are teaching without the proper
qualifications. At one school I visited I was
introduced to a person who identified himself as a
student on an exchange program who was helping
out as a LOTE teacher. That is a marginal
improvement on the department's standard LOTE
delivery system, which comes through the wok on
the roof - the satellite program on the television set
in the corner of the room.
Mr Gude - That is a racist remark and an
outrageous statement.
Mr MILDENHALL - One of the duties of the
council-Mr Gude - On a point of order, Mr Acting
Speaker, the honourable member referred in the
most racist tones to the wok on the roof. I assume he
was talking about the dishes that enable school
communities to communicate with each other. It was
one of the most outrageous remarks I have heard
from the honourable member. He should have
referred to it as interactive television - that would
have been reasonable - even though it has no
bearing on the legislation. I find the remark
offensive and I am sure the migrant community
would also find it offensive. It is the sort of thing
you expect to hear from the Labor Party. I ask the
honourable member to withdraw the offensive
remark.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! I invite the honourable member to respond if
he wants to, and then I shall rule.
Mr MILDENHALL - The reasonable reference
to the wok on the roof denotes a satellite dish's
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physical resemblance to a wok. It is part of the local
vernacular that is used in referring to satellite dishes.
The description 'wok on the roof' was relayed to me
by prominent educators and senior members of
education faculties not in an offensive way but to
point to the usefulness of the satellite dishes and
their programs. That is the spirit in which the
remark was made. I would not have thought any
reasonable listener to the debate would have found
it offensive.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! The Chair rules that the honourable
member's remarks may be seen as a withdrawal or a
quid pro quo.
Mr MILDENHALL - The woks on the roof are
clearly inferior options to teachers, but the
government will not employ, fund or train teachers.
That shows the real nature of the government's
commitment to education. It talks a lot about LOTE,
but it does not walk the talk.

The government acknowledges that Victoria will
face a teacher shortage within a few years. When
that shortage occurs, will we see a further relaxation
of standards? Will the standards council be robust
and independent enough to draw public attention to
the problem? Will the department and the minister
override any advice they receive and allow
standards to be relaxed? Will we see a return to the
glory days of the former Liberal administration in
the 1970s when the selection criteria were relaxed to
the extent that if applicants were warm and vertical
they were employed in state schools?
The standards council is clearly a toothless tiger.
Even the former minister was deluded into thinking
it had more power than it had. He said in his
second-reading speech that he thought persons
seeking employment in our schools were required to
prove that their educational qualifications satisfied
the standards set by the standards council of the
teaching profession. That illusion is widely
promulgated by the department whereas there is no
necessary connection between the recommendations
of the council and the decisions by the minister. The
standards are not necessarily set by that body and
the minister can accept or reject the advice he
receives.
Another difficulty with the bill is that it ignores the
reality of school-based employment, the deregulated
systems and the realities of the non-government
sector. There is no regulatory or enforcement arm.
The personnel section of the department is now
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responsible, because the standards council does not
enforce standards. The staff of the personnel section
has been reduced from 40 to 4. I receive complaints
all the time that people cannot get through to that
section. If there is no enforcement or regulation,
what is the use of the advice? Principals can hire or
fire on short-term contracts and there is no legal
requirement for teachers to be qualified in the
subjects they teach. The bill that will set up the
cOWlcil removed the requirement for teachers to be
registered.
Given the minister's recent statement, it is obviously
more important to have a police check if you want to
be a teacher in Victoria than to have a teaching
qualification. That is the government's priority: let
us see if they have a police record, before we see if
they are qualified to teach.
In conclusion, the government clearly does not have
the courage to enter into real dialogue with teachers,
so it will set up a hand-picked compliant and
malleable board, which will be an advisory body to
give the government the advice and information it
wants. The bill is no substitute for a robust,
independent view of the teaching profession. It is a
cowardly way out and the bill should be opposed
for its fundamental inadequacy in not providing for
an independent and representative view of the
teaching profeSSion.

Mr ELDER (Ripon) - It gives me great pleasure
to support the Education (Standards COWlcil) Bill
because of the changes it will bring to the education
system. The role of the standards cOWlcil will be
expanded to allow the cOWlcil to research and
promulgate information relating to the profeSSional
standards of teachers in both government and
non-government schools. Obviously the honourable
member for Footscray is not aware that the bill has
the full support of the Catholic Education Office. I
am sure Or Torn Doyle will be interested in the
comments he made earlier this evening.
Another good feature of the bill is the provision that
allows for the standards cOWlcil to be expanded
from time to time - that is, to increase its
membership from the minimum requirement of
9 members to 17, to bring in sessionally people who
have expertise in a particular area of education and
can provide the intellectual drive that is needed.
I take umbrage at some of the points raised by the
honourable member for Footscray, who obviously is
unaware of how education operates in Victoria but
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has once again had his speech written for him by the
Australian Education Union.
We on this side of the house believe education
research and discussion are not the sole province of
the Australian Education Union or VICCSO, two
left-wing organisations with declining memberships.
At this stage, VICCSO has almost totally lost
support in the education sector. Its membership is
well down, and it is the same for the Australian
Education Union.
I am sure members of the standards council will take
offence at some of the comments made by the
honourable member for Footscray who has branded
the standards council as a right-wing conservative
mouth piece. Mr Graham Marshall is the assistant
manager of change management in the Department
of Education, a former member of the Victorian
Secondary Teachers Association who was on the
executive. If he is trying to brand Mr Marshall as a
right-wing lunatic, I can assure him he is wrong. The
reason he is still working in the department is that
he is a good public servant, he is on top of education
issues in this state and he makes an expert
contribution to the day-ta-day operation of the
Department of Education.
The reason we need a body like the standards
council is that today many issues in education need
to be aired properly and debated in public. We need
a variety of quality views in the education sector. We
do not need people from the universities, many of
whom are left-wing academics who have taken
refuge there because other jobs in education aroWld
Australia have dried up for them. They are people
such as Mr Gerry Tickell, who when he was head of
the Institute of Educational Administration in
Geelong could not fill a phone box with fee-paying
teachers to listen to his lectures, but has found a nice
little niche out at Monash University, from where he
is bagging the government.
We are happy to cop criticism, but we like an open
debate on the issues. We do not like surveys done by
the Australian Education Union that sends out
sheets to every school in Victoria and receives about
a 3 per cent return. The surveys encourage people to
bag the government and its initiatives. All that does
is attract those who are set in the education mode of
the 1970s.
Mr Gude - The questions are not even up to the
standards of the LAP tests.
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Mr ELDER - I pick up the interjection of the
Minister for Education. Each year the former ALP
government spent close on $2.8 billion on education
in this state. It believed because it was putting that
amount of money into education everything was
okay. It did not measure the outputs. The inputs it
measured were the number of dollars it put into
education, but there was no measurement of the
outcomes those dollars were achieving.
Ian Cathie supported the initiatives of this
government - the Schools of the Future program
and school-based management. In fact, he has
openly admitted both publicly and privately to me
that he has tried to claim credit for Schools of the
Future as being one of his initiatives. He said he
could never get it through the caucus, and he was a
former Minister for Education in this state. In his
recently published book, which was never a
best-seller, John Cain - -

Wednesday, 19 March 1997

say absolutely that that is not correct. I know the
Minister for Education, whose children went
through the state school system, also values very
highly the contributions of teachers and is conscious
of the need to improve standards. That is one of the
reasons the government is proposing changes to the
standards council.
The government values teachers and has set in place
a professional recognition program and a career
path for them. At the end of the day teachers know
that if they are good enough and are making a
contribution they will be judged by their peers and
will have a career path in education. The principals
of some of the largest state secondary schools are
now earning in the vicinity of $89 000, which is more
than most honourable members receive. Professional
development programs are in place to enhance
teachers' classroom skills, and for the first time
promotion is now based on merit and not length of
service or affiliation with individual unions.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ELDER - I suspect that this speech in
Hansard will be more widely read than the book he
published! Even John Cain said that the reason the
ALP lost government was basically because it was a
pawn in the hands of the teacher unions in Victoria.
Mr Mildenhall- Mr Acting Speaker, on a point
of order, if there were some concerns about how
close I was to the core of the bill, the honourable
member for Ripon is not within a bull's roar of it. I
ask you to bring him back to the content of the bill.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Richardson) Order! I advise the house that the bill relates to
advising on matters such as criteria for the
appointment and promotion of members of the
teaching service and the additional functions of
researching and promulgating information relating
to professional standards. I ask the honourable
member for Ripon to now return to the matters
contained in the bill.
Mr ELDER - I am addressing the issues raised
by the former Footscray pool attendant. He has been
thrown in at the deep end of this portfolio and the
Minister for Education keeps throwing him
lifebuoys because we do not want him to move out
of it.

The honourable member for Footscray also said that
the government despises teachers and devalues their
contribution to Victoria. As a father of two young
children who are in the state education system I can

The standards council will put differing and varied
views on many educational matters. There is a need
to look at accountability and reporting, not only to
parents on their children but also to the department
in respect of performances of schools. The
government has set about doing that through the
school charter.
Debates generated by the standards council will be
much valued by teachers who want an open and
honest debate on education issues, measurements of
inputs and outputs of both financial and human
resources and the monitoring of changing
international and domestic trends. Time and again
in Victoria we have tried to rein vent the wheel. We
were trialling open-plan classrooms four or five
years after they had failed in Europe and the United
Kingdom.
We need a standards council with the appropriate
abilities. I was amazed that the honourable member
for Footscray knocked having business people on
the council. It will have business people on it
because it is a skills-based board and at the end of
the day young people going through the education
system will be looking for employment in the real
world and will be employed by business people.
Initiatives such as the dual recognition program and
students doing block time in industry will help, and
we need the input and guidance of businessmen on
where we should be going in education.
I am pleased to see the involvement of a person of
the calibre of Don Laird, who is also supported by
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the honourable member for Footscray. Don Laird,
who is a former principal of Mount Waverley
Secondary College and a leader in education who
has taught in rural and city schools, is well known
and respected for his educational role and his input
to the standards council. One cannot have one's cake
and eat it too. He is representing teachers as a
former practitioner who has only recently left his
school to work for the standards council.
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The explanatory memorandum that accompanies the
bill illustrates how silly it is. I am sure the
honourable member for Sunshine has examined it at
length and has realised that as well. It is quite
fascinating. It states at page 1:
Proposed section 52A establishes a Standards Council
of the Teaching Profession.

The part on page 2 dealing with clause 5 states:
The other thing which needs to be addressed and
which I am sure the standards council will look at is
the possibility of a teacher shortage. Shortages have
been forecast by many different people and we need
an open and honest debate about how to attract
males into the teaching profession, particularly in
the primary sector. It is another reason to have an
independent body that will foster debate and
address the important issues.

Clause 5 abolishes the existing standards council, and
states that the members of the existing standards
council go out of office. However the clause also
provides that the existing members will become the
first members of the new standards council established
under this bill, and will continue with the same terms
and conditions of appointment that applied under the
previous legislation.

I am also pleased that the standards council will
address many of the outstanding issues in both the
government and non-government sectors. It will
provide the council with an opportunity to expand
its membership and provide information to Catholic
schools, schools that are members of the Association
of Independent Schools of Victoria and government
schools.

That takes us back to exactly where we started. That
is obviously pointless nonsense. At the top of page 2
the text states:

The bill is short and the government will adhere to
the agreement on the time limits set for this debate. I
commend the bill to the house. It is another step
forward in developing education and knowledge in
this state so that we can excite the intellects of
teachers and broaden their experience, as well as
question current practices and procedures in schools.

That is the same position as currently exists, so it is
hardly earth shattering. It continues:

MI5 MADDIGAN (Essendon) - I am glad I was
in the house to hear the contribution of the
honourable member for Ripon because if I had not
heard it with my own ears I would not have
believed anyone could talk such nonsense. I am only
grateful it lasted for only 12 minutes and not the
usual 30 minutes.

The bill allows the council to go on doing exactly
what it already does. Again that is quite pointless. It
states further:

I can understand why the honourable member for
Ripon was trying to find something relevant to say
because the bill is one of the silliest pieces of
legislation I have seen since I was elected. Only
yesterday I heard the Premier say only one real bill
of substance is to be introduced during this sitting
period - the budget. He obviously had this bill in
mind when he made those comments because it is
nonsense and was obviously meant as practice for
the parliamentary draftspersons.

The broad function of the standards council is to advise
the Minister for Education or the Secretary to the
Department of Education about all matters relating to
professional standards for teachers ...

The standards council will retain its present function of
advising on matters such as criteria for the
appointment and promotion of members of the
teaching service.

However it will gain the additional functions of
researching and promulgating information relating to
the professional standards of teachers in both
government and non-government schools.

The bill extends the council's reach to
non-government schools. However, if the
government was that keen to have it involved with
non-government schools there is no reason why
administrative arrangements could not have allowed
the co-opting of people from Catholic and
independent schools two or three years ago when
the legislation was first passed. The standards
council has no power anyway, so what is the point?
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The next paragraph states:
Under the proposed legislation, the standards council
will not be a regulatory body. It will be an expert body
which will be providing infonnation and
recommendations to a range of educational authorities
and the wider community.
It will be an expert body relating to teaching matters
but quite possibly there will be no teachers on it.
Again, what is the point?

The next paragraph deals with the only real change:
Proposed section 52B will expand the size of the
standards council from its present size of 9 members, to
a minimum of 9 members and a maximum of
17 members.
Since being elected the government has cut teaching
numbers by 8000 but now proposes to increase the
membership of a board that has no powers from
approximately 9 to 17. That means more people on
the taxpayers' payroll because under proposed
section 52C(2) a member is entitled to remuneration
and allowances fixed in respect of him or her from
time to time by the minister.
I wonder how many relations the Premier has? I
know he already got his sister-in-law on the library
board, but it seems a bit expansive to include the
standards council as well. I know Ron Walker has
six brothers and I concede that the Williams family
and possibly relations of people involved with BMW
might be interested in being part of the education
system. As the honourable member for Ripon quite
rightly said, these people are part of the business
community.

In 1993 the government made changes to the
Education Act. One can see from the speeches of
honourable members in the second-reading debate
that the bill was a total disaster in the first place. The
honourable member for Malvern is recorded at
page 2056 of Hansard of 14 May 1993 as saying:
I would argue that teachers are held in low esteem in
the community. They too often see themselves as being
in a low-prestige position, and I do not think any
teacher would disagree that the financial rewards for
teaching are modest and that to better their financial
reward they must leave the classroom. That is a
travesty that the bill seeks to address.
This bill has sought to overaddress the low esteem of
teachers and their concern for teaching. It is a
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disaster. Staff are distressed and teachers are
concerned about the education area. It is
extraordinary that members opposite - the
government has a number of members who are
former teachers - have little concern for the
teaching profession and how schools are run in this
state. One wonders how long it will be before the
unions, which rightly represent teachers, will not be
able to do so. To listen to the honourable member for
Ripon, one would think that teachers should not
have a right to join a union.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mrs MADDIGAN - I am glad the honourable
member for Bentleigh interjected because I have a
quote of hers. At page 2061 of Hansard of 14 May
1993 the honourable member for Bentleigh is
recorded as saying:
The Standards Council of the Teaching Profession will
comprise members with skill, expertise, credibility and
standing in the teaching profession - which does not
necessarily mean that the council should comprise
representatives of the teacher unions. The government
is attempting to improve the professionalism of the
teaching service and to raise the standards of teachers.
Union representation has not ensured and will not
ensure that those aims are achieved.
Those are her words. I was not a member of the
house at the time they were uttered. The honourable
member may have forgotten that she said it, or she
may wish that she had not said it. At page 2062 of
Hansard the honourable member for Bentleigh also
said:
I realise many other members would like to comment
on the bill, so I close by commending the minister for
yet another initiative that will improve the quality of
learning and teaching in our schools, raise morale and
eventually improve the public's confidence in the
system.
What amazing words. I am surprised that she can sit
in this place four years later without feeling
embarrassed. When did the honourable member last
go into the state school system to see how teachers
morale had improved?

Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mrs MADDIGAN - She has not taught in the
school system for years, unless she has been
moonlighting when not in Parliament. When she
taught the Labor government was in power and it
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was a good education system. Now things have
changed. It is all right for her to hark back, but she
has been sitting here ignoring the education system
despite her education background.
The honourable member for Ripon appeared to find
some fault with the state government putting money
into the education system. When I was working in
the community it used to amaze me to hear the
honourable member for Bentleigh telling us how the
Victorian system was inefficient during the Labor
government because it put so much money per head
into teaching. The government seems to think that
the least money that is put into the education system
the more efficient it will become. What a nonsense
argument. On that basis one would not put any
money into the education system to make it the best
system in the country!
The reason why the cost per head has decreased is
simply that the government has spent less money on
it. The education system is considerably worse now
than it was in 1992. It is not only me saying that. I
am sure you occasionally read what is happening:
that retention rates are down and class sizes have
increased. You must have the message.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! It has been a
long-held tradition that comments are made through
the Chair and not across the chamber. It has been
going on for a few minutes and I remind the
honourable member for Bentleigh that she should
contain her enthusiasm until she gets the call.
Mrs MADDIGAN - I am sure that members
opposite, including the honourable member for
Bentleigh, are aware that teacher numbers have
dropped dramatically since the government took
over the education system.
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worthy standards that should be debated in this
chamber. The standards council is about the
teaching profession. The honourable member for
Footscray told us that we were a coalition of teacher
haters. I am a member of the coalition bills
committee on education and it has nothing but the
greatest respect for the teaching profession.
When one considers the definition of profession and
the standards of the teaching profession, one realises
that all those involved in education are truly
members of a profession. They must be proud of
that and must have a body that will support them.
What is a profession? It is a group of people in an
occupation that is serious about what they do. They
are well trained and continue training. They
embrace change and look for ways of doing their
jobs in a better way. They are continually updating
and focusing on what their jobs are about. I believe
that definition could not but help be part of the
education and teaching profession.
This bill and the standards council reflect and focus
on recognising and enhancing teacher quality in
Victorian government schools. That will be done in a
number of ways. The council will give advice and
professional development to teachers. Numerous
professional development opportunities are
available to our educationalists these days and that
is part of being a profession. There are new
curriculum initiatives to come to grips with; new
ways of planning; new needs to meet in schools; and
more and more calls on the teaching profession from
the community to do a lot of things that families
cannot do any more. Teachers and the teaching
profession have to find more and more ways of
using their time effectively and efficiently to educate
our children but at the same time meet some of the
concerns of the community.

Mr Brumby - There are 9000 fewer teachers.
Mrs MADDIGAN - Yes, but one can feel better
because the government has increased the board
from 9 members to 17 and therefore everything is a
lot better in the education system! The bill will not
improve the education system at all. It will do
absolutely nothing for the education system,
education standards or the teaching standards in
this state. The bill is absolute nonsense; it has no
substance, and neither do members on the other side
of the house who have spoken earlier this evening.
Mr DrxON (Dromana) - I support the
Education (Standards Council) Bill. We are talking
about educational standards because they are

The council will also provide advice and training to
teachers. Pre-service training is vital to the creation
of a great profession. The training teachers receive
before entering the profession must be relevant, up
to date and in touch with worldwide trends.
Excellent training is sorely needed in teacher
training institutions. Although teachers may receive
a good academic grounding during their training,
they also need practical experience in schools.
The council will also enhance teacher advancement.
If the teaching profession is to grow, it is important
not only that the number of people entering the
profession increases but that those entering the
profession come from many different backgrounds.
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A person need not go straight from school to
wtiversity to become a teacher. It is often a good
idea for prospective teachers to gain experience in
industry, in business and in life before entering the
profession.
I also see no problem with the links between the
business community and teaching. Just because
business is involved, it does not mean business will
end up running education. Those links are
important because, as the honourable member for
Ripon said, they help in the vocational training of
students in secondary schools. The links between
schools, TAFEs, tertiary institutions and business are
vital. It will be wonderful if the work of the advisory
council results in the free training of students and
attracts a wider base of people to the teaching
profession.
The bill will encourage the maintenance of best
practice in the teaching profession - and best
practice is already available at our doorstep. I know
from my experience in education that there are a lot
of examples of best practice in our schools.
However, we are not the only shining light in
education; there are good examples in other states
and countries. Examples of best practice must be
continually collated and introduced into the
teaching community so that teachers can enhance
their professionalism.
The council will not act in isolation, because it must
consult with a range of different groups and
institutions including teachers, principals, the
Department of Education, various working parties,
interstate and national professional bodies and the
business commwtity. Broad consultation such as
that will do nothing but improve and add breadth to
the teaching profession.
The changes to the standards council are not huge or
earth shattering. They will simply make it more
representative and therefore improve the input it
provides to the teaching profession. This council will
act as a facilitator, collecting and publicising
information on standards. The world is fast
becoming a global village. Through our use of new
commwtication technology we will become part of
the worldwide education system. Victoria is a world
leader in this area and the council will only enhance
our position.
The honourable member for Footscray made a
number of comments which are worth referring to.
The council will advise the minister and, contrary to
what the honourable member for Footscray said, he
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will accept that advice. Although the minister does
not have a background in education, he has visited
more schools in 12 months than any other education
minister. I have attended numerous schools and
school functions with the minister, and I can tell the
house that he is all ears: he listens and learns. That is
why he wants a representative body that gives him
the best possible advice. He will listen to the advice
he receives and act on it.

As I said, I have no problem with business having
close ties to education. It is important that those
links exist, which is why I have no problem with
council representatives coming from business. If you
believed the honourable member for Footscray you
would think the standards council will run
education, that it will replace the Department of
Education and the Board of Studies. They are
policy-making bodies, whereas the council will be an
advisory body only. It is not worth getting excited
about business giving advice on education.
I also refer to professional development. I have
spoken to many educators working in different
systems over the past 12 months. They have their
criticisms, but they have their bouquets as well. One
of the bouquets they give the government is for its
provision of professional development programs for
teachers. That involves not simply pieces of paper
but programs that make better teachers. There are
numerous professional development opportunities
that enable teachers to make their schools better
places of learning. Reference was also made to
professional development and bullying. The only
professional development of bullying going on at
the moment is the bullying displayed by some of our
wtion leaders! Some of them must have PhOs in
bullying given the tactics they use.
I fully support this bill because it will enhance the
profession. It will make the education community
more professional and make teaching an attractive
career. It will help to improve teaching standards,
which will result in a better education for our kids
- which, after all, is what education is about.
Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - It is good to hear a
real debate in the chamber, and there is no more
important subject to debate than education. The bill
is important for a number of reasons. Firstly, it is
fundamental to the future of Victoria. However,
government members have lapsed into the rhetoric
of the business world. They should realise that
education is not a business; it is an essential service.
We can have all the Crown Casinos and grand prixs
in the world, but if we do not cater for young people
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and give them a firm foundation through education,
we will end up with a dysfunctional community.
Even more tragically, young people may end up
being so dysfunctional that they can see no way out
of their depression other than to take their own lives.
If there is a real job to be done in education, it must
be to give young people hope for the future so they
see that there is something more worth while than
the almighty dollar.
Until we focus on the community, our quality of life
and on the interrelationships between people - that
is, how we get on with each other - we will have an
undesirable situation. Indeed, given the way it has
been described in the bill, the standards council has
some hope of having an input into that scenario. I do
not object to the aims and objectives as described in
the bill, but I have a problem with the way the
council is to be structured. I also have a major
problem with its proposed role.
If we are to talk about teaching as a profession and I maintain it is the noblest of all professions - it

must be treated like any other profession. The
keystone of a profession is not only that it uses its
peers to set its own standards but that it uses them
to ensure quality, proper training and preparation.
The same situation applies in the law profession. No
group advises the Attorney-General about what
happens in the law profession, nor is there a group
advising the Minister for Health about how we
should train doctors and health professionals. All
that is decided within the profession.
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met any of the left-wing Australian Education Union
members to whom he referred; I don't even know
too many other left-wingers and, as sure as
anything, I do not know too many left-wing
academics - yet I spent 20 years in academia.
Most honourable members can be judged by where
they sit in this place; many people thereby decide
whether a member leans to the left or the right. Look
at where the honourable member for Ripon sits:
everyone is on his right!
Mrs Peulich interjected.

Mr HAMILTON - I have no problem
whatsoever with that! Unfortunately the honourable
member in what I was about to call his eloquent
address, though that may be an exaggeration, talked
about inputs and outputs and technology and used
all the bureaucratic language, but not once did he
talk about education. The real fundamental of
education is not teaching but learning. The good
teacher is not one who can impart knowledge but
one who can teach students how to learn. As we
continue to live in a dynamic society and a rapidly
changing world, the real quest for the future is based
very much on the ability to learn, to have a lifelong
ambition and a joy or even love of learning. They are
the key factors.
Let's not put all the emphasis on the teachers, nor
should we assume that all schools teach students in
exactly the same way. When I commenced in the
teaching profession a prerequisite reading text was
titled Each One is Different. It is a total fallacy to
assume that every student in a classroom learns at
exactly the same rate or in exactly the same manner.
We must be flexible, variable and adaptable to
achieve some of the outcomes - to use that word I
do not like - -

The stated aim of the council is a weakness of the
bill, because the council will be an advisory body; it
surely must be the most contradictory of all the
organisations within the Department of Premier and
Cabinet because I have sat in this place and heard
the Premier repeatedly lecture the opposition; he has
said Victoria could not have the Labor Party in
charge because it - my party - could not run a
business. If the Premier applies those criteria to
determine who should run a business, how can the
Minister for Education and his parliamentary
secretary have anything to do with the education
portfolio? I have argued with the Premier that the
criteria for managing a system do not necessarily
include that a person has had direct experience in
the system. Surely the responsibility of government
is to be responsible for those matters that determine
the future of our society.

Mr HAMILTON - Yes, to achieve learning for
our students. I admit that the standards council has
some laudable aims. I welcome the extension of the
council to the non-government sector because
during my time there has been more
cross-fertilisation between the government and the
non-government sectors. Thank heavens, in some
ways, for the assistance from the non-government
sector after what this government has done to its
education sector; Victoria needs that assistance.

I take issue with the honourable member for Ripon.
He must live in another world because I have never

I was pleased to hear the contribution from the
honourable member for Dromana. He said part of

MI5 Peulich - It is called learning.
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teacher training should not be a situation of moving
from school to secondary school to university to
teachers college and then into the classroom. He
spoke about the advantages of using the wider
community to train our teachers. That used to
happen in the old technical school system when I
was training there more than 30 years ago. At that
time, before a teacher taught any technical subject he
or she was required to have two years industrial
experience. That was wise because it gave teachers a
broader understanding of what their students would
grow into and how they would contribute to the
community.
The standards council has a number of not clearly
defined aims and objectives. Certainly one is to
increase the professionalism, image and morale of
the teaching service. Recently comments have been
made by noted educators about this matter.
Dr David Kemp - who cannot be called a
left-winger - said during an interview that the
standard of the teaching profession could be
improved by increasing the salaries for teachers,
thereby attracting more people of high calibre however one defines 'high calibre'. Some may agree
about necessary criteria; it may not necessarily be a
VCE score of 100, but Dr Kemp said that we need to
offer better salaries and working conditions if we are
to attract more committed people into the teaching
profession. His comment about working conditions
was appropriate because some of our teachers
should not be expected to work in the disgraceful
conditions they are now subjected to. Dr Kemp also
said that survey after survey and poll after poll had
demonstrated that the public is prepared to pay
more taxes to increase education spending in
Australia. I agree with that statement.
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they are doing is getting advice the control is still
central and all the rhetoric about devolution of
control to the schools is utter rubbish. It is
demonstrably not true because he who pays the
piper calls the tune. The purse strings are still tight,
and the global budget reduces the capacity of
schools to manage their affairs. Some schools are still
hanging McDonalds signs on their gates and
running fetes to raise funds for their basic needs.
Until the government addresses the basic needs of
education in this state it will have failed not only the
teaching profession but also and more importantly
the young people in our system who are our
responsibility. If the Kennett government cares
about the future and what will exist in Victoria in
20 years it should start to address the dreadful state
of teaching and education and the way it is
supported and resourced.
You cannot have schools competing with other
schools. You cannot have competition in that area.
An Honourable Member - Why not?
Mr HAMILTON - Because the rich get richer
and the poor get poorer! Have a look and you will
see exactly what is happening. Schools in the rich
areas can raise $2500 per student from parental
contributions while schools in poorer areas such as
the Latrobe Valley are lucky to raise $40 per student.
What happens to those schools and what happens to
those students? It is absolutely immoral for any
government to let that happen. The schools with the
most urgent needs are those which are being denied.
The government should hang its head in shame.
Mr Perton interjected.

The honourable member opposite shakes his head
and obviously disagrees. I remind him that
thousands of parents go to schools and say, 'We are
prepared to pay more taxes if the money goes to
education'. They understand that the future of a
community relies on ensuring that we do our best
for our young people. That aim cannot be achieved
on the cheap. The government may be able to sack
half the power station workers in the Latrobe Valley
yet still be able to turn on the lights - although not
as often as previously - but a government cannot
sack half its teaching service and expect the
remainder to impart the same standard of teaching
to our students.
The bill is a halfway bill; it is a halfway house.
Heaven knows that the minister and his
parliamentary secretary need to get advice, but if all

Mr HAMILTON - It is all right for the
honourable member for Doncaster to sit in his rich
area and see the money pouring in from the
community. The government has dragged funds
from the education budget and has crucified schools.
The honourable member should get out in the real
world and see where the greatest need is. He should
get into country Victoria and see how families there
are battling.
Mr Steggall interjected.
Mr HAMILTON - The honourable member for
Swan Hill has rich cockies in his area! They might be
able to raise the thousands of dollars needed for
education, but he should get to where the working
people are because that is where the kids in the most
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urgent need are being denied support. He should be
ashamed.
Mr Perton - You are out of touch!
Mr HAMILTON - Having got that reaction, it is
a good time to sit down.
MI5 PEULICH (Bentleigh) - I shall make a brief
contribution, although I regret I did not have an
opportunity of making a contribution immediately
after the honourable member for Essendon. One
thing that astounds me, and always has, is the
hysteria of the ALP when it comes to any sort of
educational debate or any sort of effort by the
community at large to share in the responsibility and
claim a stake in public education. It believes
education is a service for the Labor Party, its
members and for the members of the Australian
Education Union. I am sure all parents and students
in the community would vehemently oppose that
view. It is a service for our children and our
community.
The most puzzling philosophy that continues to
underpin the Australian Labor Party, certainly the
Victorian ALP - I suggest they read up on the
British Labour Party leader, Tony Blair, who has
redefined British Labour policy, including
education - is that it believes spending lots of
money and having large numbers of teachers will
inevitably lead to better quality education. We all
know it does not.
I will test my credentials and credibility in education
against those of any member of the house,
particularly the honourable member for Essendon. I
spent many years teaching in the secondary system
and I have managed departments with more than 40
teachers. In 1982 I was selected by the former Labor
government - although my education and expertise
was not developed under the Labor government to represent Victoria as an International Teaching
Fellow. I also have post-graduate qualifications with
a Masters in Education, and I will continue to study.
I am not ashamed of my educational achievements
or the valuable expertise I gained in the state
education system. I was educated in the state
education system, I taught in the state education
system and my child goes to a state school. I am very
proud of that, but I am not proud to continue with
the problems we all know developed under the
Labor government.
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The ideological blinkers of the ALP create the belief
that the system should not be questioned and should
not be subjected to accountability. I am still very
proud of the words quoted by the honourable
member for Essendon because they were words I
uttered in 1993, one year or thereabouts after I was
elected to office. I believe the achievements of the
government are very proud.
The introduction of the Schools of the Future
program was a visionary and progressive
achievement reflecting international research and
experience. The only people who are resisting the
Schools of the Future concept are those in the
Victorian ALP because they are the dinosaurs of
education. The Schools of the Future program
introduces a notion of accountability and ongoing
review annually and externally every three years.
Some of the pilot schools will be subjected to that
review soon. Those mechanisms will ensure that
each school identifies weaknesses and the needs of
students so it can put in place programs in response
to those needs. Nothing the former Labor
government did came close to that. It spent money
as if it were printing it, but the results were not on
the board.
This government has concentrated on changing the
management and administration of the education
system during its first term of office. I am proud that
the Minister for Education is concentrating on
curriculum and teaching matters because you can
get the systems in place but the ultimate test is what
happens in the classroom. The former education
minister introduced the LAP test. We know many
teacher unionists oppose it, but their opposition was
ruled out of order by the Industrial Relations
Commission. Parents value the additional
information the LAP test provides.
The Standards Council of the Teaching Profession is
another means by which the education industry can
continue to enhance the quality of learning and
teaching in the classroom. Who else could be
responsible for issues dealing with pre-service
education, professional development and best
practice in learning and teaching in our schools?
Certainly not the AEU, which was entrusted with
education and failed dismally.
The concept of a Standards Council of the Teaching
Profession is being broadened to bring in the
non-government sector to increase the number of
people on the council so that people are brought in
on a sessional basis for their expertise. It is an
outstanding idea. Some of the achievements of
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1994-95 include conducting a major review of
qualifications of appointment and consulting
extensively with teachers on their individual
professional development needs and the ethics of
teaching. So far as the ALP is concerned,
consultation does not take place unless
representatives of the ABU sit in on the process. That
is absolute baloney and the community at large no
longer subscribes to the notion of representative
committees. It supports the notion of expert
committees.
The expertise of some of the members of the council
has been questioned. Blind Freddy could see that the
educational qualifications and experience of
members is superior; they are high-calibre Victorian
educationalists. Ms Helen William has a Bachelor of
Education Studies, MACE. I do not need to mention
the qualifications of Professor Kwong Lee Dow, but
they include a Bachelor of Science and a Bachelor of
Education.
An honourable member interjected.
Mrs PEULICH - Yes, but he was obviously
instrumental in the first standards council. This is an
expansion and retention of the original function.

Mr Dollis interjected.
MI5 PEULICH - As I mentioned before, the
honourable member for Morwell, who sits on the
extreme left, would see absolutely everybody as
sitting on his right.

The next member is Or Ann Shorten under whom I
studied at Monash University for a period of time;
BA, MEd, LLB and a PhD. These are not
lightweights. Sharon Hollis, TPTC DipEd, trained
reading recovery teacher; Glenys Atkins, BSc,
DipEd, GradDip. Computing; Or Graham Marshall,
BA, DipEd, and so forth. Those qualifications
impressed me and they impressed the community.
They are well placed to conduct some of the
activities which will enhance teaching in schools and
monitoring of pre-service education.
We all know that this cannot be addressed
overnight - what happens in the classroom cannot
be miraculously remedied overnight. Having been a
coordinator of a very large faculty I can honestly say
there would have been a very small handful of
teachers that I would have entrusted with the
education of my child, and I think that is very sad.
The fact that you have a teacher who may not be
highly skilled teaching a class of 20 means nothing
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to me. I would prefer a class size of 27 with an
expert, highly skilled teacher. The whole notion that
class sizes are critical is not correct. What is critical is
that there are highly skilled teachers.
I commend the bill. I believe its expanded functions,
which will include evaluating educational courses
and training for the teaching profession, are
certainly topical and necessary in recognising that
achieving best practice in the teaching profession is
an ongoing task.
An honourable member interjected.
MI5 PEULICH - It is an ongoing task, and
enhancing the status of the teaching profession in
the community is not something the AEU can be
proud of. It turned the teaching profession into a
group of militant teachers who lost a lot of
credibility and respect in the community. The ABU
believes the service is designed for their members'
needs. It is not; it is designed to serve the needs of
our children and our communities. I commend the
bill and I commend this government's initiatives in
education.
MI5 SHARDEY (Caulfield) - I support the bill.
It is apparent to me that, unlike a number of
members on this side of the house, the shadow
minister has very little knowledge of the standards
of the teaching profession and certainly has no love
of teaching or the teaching profession. I was
concerned to hear him talk about the way teachers
view their own profession and the concept that they
are disgruntled and hate what they are doing. In
fact, people who go into teaching do not do it for the
kudos or the money; they do it because they are very
professional about their jobs and really enjoy
passing on learning to children. That was my
experience as a teacher and it has been my
experience within my own electorate.

I have visited all the schools - private and
government - in my electorate of Caulfield. In
every case I found people totally committed to their
profession. Certainly I have not come across the
concept within government schools of a teaching
profession at loggerheads with the government.
Quite the contrary, I found people taking up the
initiatives of the government and being excited
about the future.
I recently visited Caulfield Primary School, which
has taken advantage of the government's offer in
relation to buying computers. That school views the
project as one which will benefit the children. That
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same school has been fortunate enough to gain some
hundreds of thousands of dollars for maintenance to
return the school to its original heritage state.
In my electorate, where we have seen the
amalgamation of three schools into Glen Eira
College, we have reached a situation where
education is something of which the government can
certainly be proud. It was because of my interest in
education that I joined the council of Glen Eira
College, and I look forward to participating strongly
in that school.

The Standards Council for the Teaching Profession
was established in 1993 to advise and consult with
the minister. The council did not exist under the
Labor Party. I am not aware of an organisation that
provided advice to that government on education certainly not on educational standards among
teachers. The ALP always seems to focus on the
need for power. Far more important is the process of
consultation and advice, and certainly the Minister
for Education takes that advice and is responsive to
teachers.
What is important and what some people have
failed to talk about is that the bill extends the
function of the council to the wider profession that is, to non-government schools. That has been
glibly recognised by the opposition, which mostly
pays little heed to the non-government sector. I
think the opposition views the non-government
sector as being somewhat elitist. The opposition
should recognise that non-government schools
provide education to some 30 per cent of
school-aged children, which was recognised by the
coalition which was the first government to offer
non-government schools a subsidy for recurrent
funding. The government is very proud of that
achievement.
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as an undergraduate wondering how suitable the
economics I was learning at Melbourne
University - I did a double degree in economics would be in the classes I would be teaching further
down the track.
If you took a teaching bursary as I did at Melbourne
University you were obliged to take typing and
shorthand lessons for 1 hour a week. Armed with
1 hour a week of typing and shorthand lessons we
were then supposed to go into secondary schools
and teach shorthand. Quite clearly that training was
not sufficient and not appropriate. I cannot imagine
that happening today, especially with something
like a standards council to assess the suitability and
appropriateness of such a course.

The opposition criticised the membership of the
standards council, and the honourable member for
Bentleigh adequately addressed that issue. Further,
she addressed the high academic standard of those
on the current council. It should be noted that there
are four teachers as well as two deans and a lecturer,
and the standards council may now include
someone from industry. That is a plus and will bring
an added dimension to the work the council can do
in providing a link between schools and industry
and therefore schools and employment. That is a
very important element and I certainly hope the
standards council incorporates that sort of person.
The honourable member for Morwell also talked
about fundraising as if it were some sort of strange
elitist thing. The schools in my electorate are not
elitist and are not wealthy, but the parents take
fundraising and participation in the school
community seriously. They are proud of the money
they raise to enhance the curriculum their children
are taught.
Debate interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

The bill also recognises that teachers who have
trained mostly within the Victorian tertiary
education system move between sectors. A teacher
who starts off as I did working in the government
sector is liable to move to the non-government
sector. People who do that gain a wealth of
understanding of both sectors and therefore can
contribute a great deal of advice to something such
as the standards council.
A new - and probably the most important function of the standards council is that it will not
just set minimum standards for teachers but will
also look at the suitability of the subjects being
taught to people who are to become teachers. I recall

ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUfY SPEAKER - Order! Under
sessional orders the time for the adjournment of the
house has arrived.

Former Minister for Finance
Mr HULLS (Niddrie) - I raise a matter for the
attention of the Attorney-General. Yesterday during
question time she was asked to release the legal
advice the government had obtained from the
Victorian Government Solicitor on matters initiated
by Cheryl Harris against Ian Smith, the honourable
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member for Polwarth, and the state government in
the Equal Opportunity Commission.

evidence about the employment relationship
between Mr Smith and Miss Harris.

That legal advice is not covered by any
confidentiality arrangements or agreements between
the parties involved in the action. The
Attorney-General refused to release that advice. I
now ask her to reconsider her position, particularly
in light of the Administrative Appeals Tribunal
decision in 1992 that dealt with an almost identical
set of circumstances.

To save himself the embarrassment the Premier has
approved this settlement. It is a disgraceful cover-up
for the Attorney-General, in light of the previous
AAT ruling, to continue to refuse to release
Mr Beazley's advice. She can be doing this only on
the specific instructions of the Premier. She must
release this advice forthwith; otherwise she will be
part of this conspiracy.

In 1992 the then opposition made an application to
the AAT to obtain the legal advice the government
had received in relation to a payment made to a
Ms Trish Jones as a result of an Equal Opportunity
Board action.
Interestingly, the then shadow Attorney-General,
Mrs Wade, expressed serious concern about the
secrecy of settlements made in private Equal
Opportunity Board conciliation meetings. In
expressing her frustration at this she said, as
reported in the Sunday Herald Sun of 11 August 1991:
I do not even know if it is taxpayers' money that is
being used in these settlements.

The AAT in that matter ordered that the legal advice
be released, and in so releasing the legal advice the
AAT found, and I read from the head note:
The public interest required the release of some of the
legal privilege documents which recorded matters
concerning the propriety of a minister's conduct and
the propriety of expending out of the public purse
moneys in settlement of claims made against the
minister in respect of alleged improper conduct on his
part. It was important that the public be able to judge
for itself the advice on which the government had acted.

In light of this, I ask that the Attorney-General now
reconsider what can only be described as her
outrageously hypocritical position of yesterday and
release the legal advice. A failure to do so will
enmesh her in this sordid controversy and will
confirm the growing suspicion that the government,
with the direct approval of the Premier, has paid
hush money using taxpayers' funds in an effort to
dig a mate of the Premier out of a hole.

More importantly, the reason the Premier is so coy
about revealing whether taxpayers' funds were used
to quash the action of Cheryl Harris against Ian
Smith is that there was speculation back in June 1995
that the Premier himself may be called to give

Men's health
Mr LEIGH (Mordialloc) - The government has
entered into an admirable arrangement on behalf of
the women of this state, in which $30 million has
been made available for what is called an Institute
without Walls, which involves the investigation of
breast cancer. It is probably one of the largest
amounts of money made available for this purpose
in the world. I had the pleasure of attending the
launch. All the Labor members sat there looking
green because they could see what a great thing the
state government was doing on behalf of women.
However, I am also concerned for the health of men.
Last night I addressed the opening of a
Vichealth-sponsored function in my electorate
concerning the health needs of men. Some
interesting statistics have become available.
According to the statistics, in 1994, 1025 men died
from heart disease, as against 897 women; 444 men
died prematurely from heart disease, as against
167 women; premature death from stroke claimed
the lives of 99 men as against 68 women; for all
forms of cancer, 1150 men died as against
1059 women; for lung cancer, 273 men died as
against 150 women; and in traffic accidents, 59 men
died as against 22 women. The total number of
premature deaths was 1849 men as against
1283 women. The total number of men who suicided
was 102 as against 31 women; 23 men between the
ages of 15 to 24 years suicided as against 2 young
women. These statistics show that we need to do a
lot more about men's health. More men than women
die at a young age.
In the past few years great emphasis has been placed
on women's health, which is as it should be. Rather
than being macho as men we should be more
concerned to ensure that we live to enjoy the fruits
of our labours and not leave them to our widows.

I hope the state government will consider those
statistics from the City of Kingston which clearly
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show that we need to do more as a Parliament on
behalf of the men in our community.

Dunolly hospital
Mr CAMERON (Bendigo West) - I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Health in
the other place concerning the future of the Dunolly
hospital. The hospital is now part of the
Maryborough District Health Service and is
administered by the board.
The government had a report prepared by KPMG, as
a result of which a decision was made to close the
hospital's four acute and nine nursing home beds.
The report said that based on ratios for aged people
there should be not only 9 nursing home beds but
also an additional 13 hostel beds. However, the
report says that the hospital is unviable given
present funding models. I quote from the report,
which states:
The transfer of acute services to Maryborough will
effectively result in the remaining aged care services
becoming unviable.

The report further says there is a need for more aged
care and hostel beds. Instead, nine nursing home
beds are to close and the residents are to move out of
town, and the four acute beds are to go.
The Dunolly public totally rejects these moves. The
hospital received an enormous boost of $1.8 million
under the former Labor government to undertake a
redevelopment in 1990, and the people of Dunolly
want to see this government express confidence in
that hospital.
A Coopers and Lybrand report has been
commissioned to look at aged services in the whole
Maryborough district, including Dunolly. The
Minister for Health says that Dunolly is to be given a
reprieve until the report is completed. However, the
public wants a commitment that its hospital will
stay open, although this partial back-off is welcome.
At a meeting to be held this week members of the
Dunolly subcommittee - made up of locals - will
discuss the service model redevelopment in light of
the board of management's decision to change the
role of the Dunolly hospital. I have no doubt the
subcommittee will not want to discuss that matter
because of the so-called reprieve. Because it is on the
agenda there are fears that this reprieve is a
smoke screen and nothing but a farce.
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On behalf of the people of the Dunolly district I ask
the minister to cast aside this so-called reprieve and
immediately give an assurance that the hospital's
acute and nursing home beds will remain open. I ask
the minister where possible to encourage and
promote the concept of hostel beds in Dunolly.

Ragwort: N arracan
Mr ANDRIGHEITO (Narracan) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management the spread of ragwort in the electorate
of Narracan, especially in the Strzelecki Ranges.
Ragwort is an ever-increasing problem. It is
associated with the growth of noxious weeds such as
blackberry and thistle, which are also a problem in
the area.
I particularly speak of ragwort because it is
becoming a significant problem for the genuine
farmers of the region. Ragwort is a noxious weed
which is, coincidentally, found only in the Otway
Ranges and the Gippsland Ranges - that is, the
Strzeleckis. Obviously, the climatic conditions are
suitable for the plant, and it is contained within
those two areas. That is some relief for farmers who
do not reside there, but for those who have to make
a living from the area it is an ongoing pest that has
to be kept under control.
My attention was recently drawn to the problem by
one of the local land-holders, Mr David Williamson,
who came to me representing a group of
land-holders near the Mount Worth State Park area.
He insisted that I accompany him on an organised
tour. The honourable member for Morwell also
accompanied me and saw first-hand the spread of
ragwort in that area.
This is a genuine cry for help from the farmers in
that area - those who derive a living from the land.
That in itself raises a question of the absentee
landlords who really see land ownership up there as
a pastime. The genuine farmers up there, who have
actually set benchmarks in efficiency, do not need
this extra burden, which is time consuming and
difficult to deal with.
I ask the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management whether any relief is in sight for
farmers given the enormous spread of this noxious
weed, which is incredibly difficult to control. The
farmers cannot do it on their own; they need extra
support. I ask the minister whether any assistance
will be available for them in the near future.
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PIe: contracts
Mr BATCHELOR (Thomastown) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Transport his
preparedness - in fact, his eagerness some might
say - to tear up contracts awarded to companies
which have been won through a legal tender
process. The minister has done that without any
regard to due process, without any regard to the
impact of his actions and without any regard to the
disastrous impact that will have on Victoria's
reputation.
I refer the minister to the contract that was awarded
to the Public Transport Corporation by the
Department of Transport to run services from the
Footscray and Sandringham bus depots. In recent
times, the minister claimed that he did not know
these contracts existed. He said there was none and
challenged the opposition to come up with the
evidence.
Tonight I present the evidence to him. One can go no
further than quote the previous Minister for
Transport, Mr AIan Brown, who on 23 August 1993
in this press release said:
The Department of Transport, which is assuming
responsibility for bus regulation from the PTC, will
now enter into contract negotiations with both NBC -

the National Bus Company and PTc. In total there will be six separate contracts,
three with NBC and three with PTc. Contract expiry
dates will be staggered with the PTC having five-year
contracts and NBC seven-year contracts.

I also refer the minister, if he is Wlaware, to a
decision of the Australian Industrial Relations
Commission which was finally certified by way of
an agreement in Melbourne on 28 October 1993 and
which clearly sets out a tendering process and the
contracts expected to be entered into.
I ask the minister to come into the house to explain
why he is prepared to say the contracts do not exist,
why he is prepared to figuratively tear them up by
virtue of the advertisement he placed in today's
Herald Sun and why he is not prepared to honour
contracts that have been awarded through a legal
tender process? The minister should also explain
why he misled the house last night.

It is a sad day for the Parliament of Victoria when
the Minister for Transport is prepared to mislead the
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house. There are contracts; they were awarded.
Either he is wrong or the previous Minister for
Transport, Mr AIan Brown, is wrong. Both cannot be
correct; one of them is telling lies.

Hampton beach: renourishment
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) - I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Conservation and Land
Management the plans Wlder way for the
renourishment of Hampton beach in fulfilment of a
state government promise first mooted by the
current Treasurer, AIan Stockdale, back in 1985. An
amount of $3 million of government money has now
been committed for the renourishment of Hampton
beach and considerable work has been Wldertaken
by the department. Expert guidance has been
received about the proposed plan by people such as
Ray Tyshing, who has provided good engineering
oversight, and GHD McKnight.
One matter is of concern to a number of local
residents with an acute Wlderstanding of tidal
patterns in the area and a wealth of knowledge, and
in one case Significant dredging experience. I refer to
Colin Downie and Ron White, in particular, and also
to Jim Brighthope, the president of the Bayside
Foreshore Recreational COWlcil. The concern is that
in the renourishment of Hampton beach not one
grain of sand is programmed to be excavated from
the Sandringham harbour; all the sand currently in
the Sandringham harbour, which has been filled in
over the past 40 or 50 years or so, will remain intact.
The proposed dredging site is a couple of kilometres
off shore. I understand four reasons are advanced as
to why that is the case. The first is that the grade of
sand further off shore is superior and as a result the
beach will be more stable. The second is the
economic cost. Once the drilling equipment is
established, it will be cheaper to maintain and
operate it from one site. The third is the possible
existence of sea grasses within the existing Hampton
or Sandringham harbour area and the fourth is the
possibility of there being contaminants within the
harbour.
On behalf of the Sandringham Anglers Club, the
Guide-Scout Sailing Centre, the Sandringham
Sailboard Centre and the Hampton Sailing Club I
raise with the minister the possibility of sands being
dredged out of the Sandringham harbour for the
renourishment program so that two constructive
outcomes can be achieved at the same time - that is,
the renourishment of Hampton beach and the partial
dredging and clearing of the Sandringham harbour.
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Webb Dock
Mr BRACKS (Williamstown) - I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Planning and Local
Government to plans for Webb Dock. They have
been arotmd for some time; they were arotmd
during the time of the previous government.
Because of the actions of the Premier in intervening
to ensure the construction of a low-level bypass as
part of the City Link project, the plans for Webb
Dock have been considerably advanced.
The plans are remarkable in their breadth and scope;
they will extend Webb Dock from its current
location out to the edge of Point Gellibrand and
across to Port Melbourne, which is quite significant.
I seek clarification from the minister about the
government's vision for the bay, Webb Dock and the
port facilities. What is the government planning to
open up the waterways and establish a livable
environment? How do the two separate studies, the
Webb Dock environment effects statement and the
Port of Melbourne master plan, relate to each other?
Which plan will end up being government policy?
I also ask the minister to clarify what is meant by
'urgent works'. I believe they are classified as
matters that cannot wait for environment effects
statements. In a bipartisan way other opposition
members and I accepted the need for urgent works
at Webb Dock. We tmderstood there was a need for
temporary work and that the EEs study process
might not be followed. More works have now been
loaded on to the project. Included in the 'urgent
works' classification are work on a warehouse and
other developments that were not previously
deemed to be urgent. Although there was agreement
on the EEs, the plan has now been subverted.
On behalf of the communities of Williamstown,
Newport, Port Melbourne, Albert Park and South
Melbourne I seek an assurance that provision will be
made to open up the bay for residential
development and that it will not be closed off by the
need to use large cranes and construct port facilities.
I know the minister will seek to get good value from
the current berthing facilities and dock
developments and improve Swans on and Appleton
docks, rather than throwing in the towel and saying
it is all too hard.

Banks: customer service
Mr LUPTON CKnox) - I raise for the attention of
the Minister for Fair Trading a problem a constituent
had when he deposited four cheques at his local
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Commonwealth Bank branch. Two days after
Mr Beyer deposited four cheques in the accotmt of
Beyer Pump Repair Service, he received a letter from
the bank saying it had not received the four cheques
and that it would withdraw $190 from the repair
service's accotmt. Beyer Pump was asked to see the
person who drew the cheques, put a stop on them
and deposit new cheques in the accOtmt.
A number of mistakes occurred. The
Commonwealth Bank later acknowledged that it
had received four cheques, so what it told Beyer
Pumps was incorrect. But the bank ripped $190 out
of the accotmt and told Mr Beyer that he would have
to put a stop on the cheques and negotiate with the
person who drew them.
I raised this matter with officers from the Office of
Fair Trading and Business Affairs, who were very
helpful and approached the Commonwealth Bank.
The bank apologised for its action and said that its
officers had made a number of mistakes. It said the
branch should not have withdrawn the money from
the accotmt. Given that the Commonwealth Bank
took that action, I am concerned that other banks
may do the same thing. The Commonwealth Bank
told the minister's office that the correct action is to
notify a customer that a cheque has had been lost
prior to the bank presenting the cheque for payment.
I ask the minister to ensure that other banks in
Victoria adopt the same principles as those set out
by the Commonwealth Bank. A customer who has
not done anything wrong has had $190 ripped out of
his accotmt because of the inefficiency of the staff or
management of the branch. It is not fair to expect a
customer to go begging to a person drawing a
cheque when the bank is 100 per cent incorrect. I ask
the minister to ensure that other banks operating in
Victoria adopt the same principles as those stated in
the letter from the Commonwealth Bank to the
Office of Fair Trading and Business Affairs dated
19 March 1997.

T AFE: course cancellation
Mr HAMILTON (Morwell) - I ask the Minister
for Tertiary Education and Training to issue perhaps
his first ministerial direction to TAFE institutes in
this state. At the moment we are apparently in a
period of the destruction of the reputation and
integrity of what was a world leader in technical and
further education.
Today I heard from one student in particular, a
Miss Geraldine Burke, who is a special student in
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that she is studying for an associate diploma in
electronic engineering. It is unusual for young
women to be undertaking engineering and
science-based courses. This young woman had
completed most of her course, and this year she
enrolled to complete her final four units at the
Northern Melbourne Institute of TAPE. After classes
had been going for two weeks she was informed by
the administration of that institute that they would
be cancelled and there would be no further classes in
the units she required to complete her course. She
complained and appealed to the management of the
institute saying she had enrolled in good faith to
complete the course. She had been given no warning
that she may not be able to complete the course at
that institute. That left her with only two choices so
far as the institute management was concerned: she
could shift somewhere else to complete the course or
enrol in some other associate diploma course.
This is not an isolated case. Similar cases have been
reported to me concerning a large number of TAFE
institutes. The practice has destroyed the confidence
of our students that if they can start courses at TAPE
institutes they can complete them. This is
commercialisation gone mad. The minister must
direct the institutes to guarantee students that they
will be able to complete their courses, otherwise
confidence in the integrity of the TAPE system will
be destroyed. The minister must stop sitting on his
hands and ensure that we retain the reputation of
having the best technical and further education
system in the whole of Australia, one that sets an
example to the rest of the world. The matter I direct
to the minister's attention is serious. I hope he will
take action to guarantee that students can finish the
courses they start.

Abandoned cars: legal recourse
Mr SPRY (Bellarine) - I ask the Minister for
Transport to raise a matter with the Minister for
Roads and Ports in another place. It involves a
response to an article from the Red Tape Alert
section of the Herald Sun of 17 February 1997, which
incensed a constituent of mine, Mr Robert Kenyon of
4 Janet Court, Newcomb. The article is headed'In
limbo over dumped car'. This is a bizarre case.
A 52-year-old invalid pensioner, Mr Max Juchau of
Caulfield North, had a car abandoned under the
carport on his private property. He approached the
police over the matter and a police spokeswoman
told him that because the car was not stolen and had
not been involved in an illegal act the police had no
jurisdiction over it. On 2 July last year legislation
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was passed in this Parliament which dealt with the
vexing question of wheel clamping.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member should call for some action in
the 30 seconds he has left.
Mr SPRY - This leaves Mr Juchau and others
like him in the difficult situation of not knowing
where to go or to whom to turn. I ask the minister in
the other place to consider the issue and provide
peace of mind for people like my constituent
Mr Robert Kenyon so that they will have some
understanding of the law when people leave cars on
private property and when there is no relief
available from police and no direction on how to
remove them.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member's time has expired.

Responses
MI5 TEHAN (Minister for Conservation and
Land Management) - The timing could not have
been better for the honourable member for Narracan
to raise with me the matter of his farming
constituents who are concerned at the onset of
ragwort, a weed that is found predominantly in the
Otway Ranges in the south-west of the state but also
in the Strzelecki Ranges in West Gippsland.
This morning I had the privilege of launching the
Victorian government's weeds initiative, a package
of $12 million that will be spent over the next three
to four years to address a major land and water
management problem across Victoria. It is probably
the first time that any government has had a specific
strategy to deal with a common and longstanding
environmental and economic problem.
It is estimated that Victoria loses approximately
$360 million a year in productivity as a result of
weed infestation. The environmental impact is
equally serious, as can be seen when we look at
weeds on public land and along river banks, streams
and roadside reserves.
The $12 million will be spent over the next two to
four years, and there will be six major components.
The first will be an awareness campaign. A number
of people, especially new farmers, part-time farmers,
hobby farmers and farmers on small holdings, do
not really understand the technical basis of weeds;
they look at the purple flowers and say, 'Isn't that
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pretty', without recognising the plant as Paterson's
curse, or admire the yellow flowers on the ragwort.
I am often asked, 'Why doesn't the department
enforce the weed control requirements more
strongly?'. Mainly it is because it is very difficult to
prosecute if people can plead that they did not know
or understand the requirements because they do not
have the necessary background. Therefore the
funding of a weeds awareness initiative is a major
component of the S3 million to be spent this year.
The balance of the substantial amount of money is to
be used for community schemes to deal with weeds.
Landcare groups, committees of management of
public land, river management authorities and
conservation groups will be able to make
submissions. Provided they are within the priorities
set by the catchment and land protection board
strategies they should be able to receive assistance to
deal with weeds.
The honourable member for Narracan referred to
ragwort in his area, and I notice that in the regional
catchment strategies put out and endorsed recently
one of the high priorities for West Gippsland is to
reduce the impact of blackberries, thistles and
ragwort. I make one historical comment in terms of
thistles: I am told that one of the first pieces of
legislation passed in the first 10 years of this
Parliament, during the 186Os, was the Thistle
Control Act. We have been seeking to control thistles
for about 150 years, and we are still grappling with
the problem. As I said, this is a concerted effort to
address the problem.
The last point I make is that there has been a marked
reduction in ragwort in the Otway Ranges, and the
honourable member for Polwarth can take pride in
the measures taken there to control it. He was
constantly complaining to the departmental officers
about the range of ragwort, and they have
developed an innovative program whereby the
money that was used for funding full-time officers is
now used for funding part-time facilitators. These
are local farmers who understand the problem and
are willing to go about talking to other farmers,
bringing about action plans and taking a collegiate
approach.
It would be worth while for the honourable member
to be briefed by Department of Natural Resources
and Environment staff either in the area or in
Melbourne and perhaps to get similar initiatives
started in his electorate.
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With regard to timing, it is the first initiative of its
kind in Victoria. There is now the chance to have a
cohesive attack on weeds, in conjunction with the
regional catchment strategies, using the money that
is available.
The honourable member for Sandringham raised an
interesting problem with the program to renourish
Hampton beach. As he indicated, the Treasurer, as
the honourable member for Brighton, raised this
matter in 1985. The government has been able to
provide $3 million towards the renourishment of
Hampton beach.
The honourable member has raised with me the
technical problem of whether the sand to renourish
the beach should be taken from inside or outside the
harbour. If I have learnt one lesson over the past
12 months it is about how difficult technical
construction is in a marine environment. It seems
that whenever you build up walls, beaches or
anything, the sea just comes and washes it away. I
do not claim to have the answer to the matter raised
by the honourable member for Sandringham, but he
has put it to me in a concise way.
Four factors must be considered: the seagrass that
might be affected; the possible contaminants from
the inner as opposed to the outer harbour; the
different grades of sand, light or heavy; and the cost
factor. I am more than happy to have the proposal
considered by the regional and head offices and to
get a thorough briefing on the difference between
the two proposals and on whether we have chosen
the right one. I am more than happy to have the
honourable member for Sandringham similarly
briefed, and between us, using the expertise of the
department, I hope we can come up with a suitable
and satisfactory arrangement for the continuation of
the renourishment program.

MI5 WADE (Attorney-General) - The
honourable member for Niddrie raised a number of
matters and referred to a question he asked
yesterday in question time about the release of legal
advice received by the government in various
matters involving Miss Cheryl Harris and the
honourable member for Polwarth. He said that any
advice would not be covered by the confidentiality
clause in the settlement agreement and should
therefore be released.
He referred to a decision of the Administrative
Appeals Tribunal in the Mier case. I shall make a
number of points in response to this first issue.
Firstly, the Department of Justice was not the client
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department in this particular matter. I was not
provided with any written advice.
Mr Batchelor interjected.
Mrs WADE - I cannot table oral advice, if that is
what you mean. Tabling oral advice is beyond my
capacity.
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Mier case but also on numerous other occasions
when I was shadow Attorney-General and spoke
about mediations and conciliations conducted by the
former Office of the Commissioner for Equal
Opportunity. I had concerns dating back to the time
when I was president of the Equal Opportunity
Board regarding mediations and conciliations in the
office of the commissioner because of the lack of
accountability in that area.

Mr Hulls interjected.
Mrs WADE - Wait for me to finish. Any advice
in this matter would have been given to the client
department. I do not agree with the honourable
member for Niddrie that any such advice, assuming
such advice was given, would not be covered by the
confidentiality clause in the agreement. As with
virtually every other statement the honourable
member for Niddrie makes on a legal issue in this
house, that is certainly wrong and misleading.
In the Mier case the advice was released following
an order of the Administrative Appeals Tribunal. If
the confidentiality clause is not waived, it may well
be that any advice given in the case currently under
consideration would be released if there were an
order of a court or tribunal. But until such an order
of a court or tribunal is made, that advice would be
covered by the confidentiality clause.

In those days the Commissioner for Equal
Opportunity was responsible for conciliation and
mediation proceedings in the office. There were no
accountability procedures in place to allow an
independent assessment to be made of the way in
which those mediations and conciliations were
carried out. If people felt they did not get a fair go in
mediations or conciliations, the only remedy they
had was to appeal to the then commissioner, herself.
Of course, she was responsible for the running of the
office and naturally would not be seen as
independently assessing complaints made about it.

I should also point out that under the Labor
government's administration and legislation the
Commissioner for Equal Opportunity would not
permit the Ombudsman to examine files relating to
complaints in that office. So there was no way at all,
if anyone was dissatisfied, that he or she could get
an independent assessment of a matter.

Mr Hulls - Absolute nonsense, and you know it.
MI5 WADE - The honourable member for
Niddrie may shout and scream, but I will leave the
sort of legal advice he gives in this house to the
consideration of people who have expertise in this
area.

Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUfY SPEAKER - Order! The
honourable member for Niddrie had the
opportunity to raise his matter in reasonable silence,
as did the honourable member for Mordialloc. I call
on both of them to afford the same opportunity to
the Attorney-General.
Mrs WADE - I am confident that anyone with
any legal expertise will agree with me on this matter.
The honourable member for Niddrie went on to say
that I had expressed concern about the secrecy of the
Equal Opportunity Board conciliations, quoting an
article from the Herald Sun. If he reads that article he
will see that the comments he quoted were those
that I made not only around about the time of the

When we came to the government we made some
changes. As a result of consultations I had in
Australia, the United Kingdom and the United
States while I was the shadow Attorney-General I
formed the view that we should restructure the
equal opportunity commissioner's office. We
replaced the commissioner with a board which
consists of one full-time commissioner and a number
of part-time commissioners. So the situation now is
that if a person has a complaint about conciliation or
mediation within the office of the commission, he or
she can go to the board, which has a majority of
part-time commissioners who are not responsible for
the day-to-day running of the office. They can access
the file and assess whether the complaint has been
appropriately dealt with. We have now achieved a
situation in the Office of the Equal Opportunity
Commission where there is accountability and
where the public has much greater confidence in the
mediations and conciliations carried out in that
office.
I take this opportunity to advise the house of the
increased confidence the public has in the Equal
Opportunity Commission, particularly under recent
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legislation. Under the Labor government the number
of complaints brought under Victorian legislation
was significantly lower than at present. The Equal
Opportunity Commission has found that under the
Labor government's legislation 65 per cent of
complaints were made under the commonwealth sex
or racial discrimination legislation, which is handled
within the equal opportunity office. Under the
coalition government's equal opportunity
legislation, 65 per cent of the complaints have been
made under Victorian legislation and only 35 per
cent under commonwealth legislation. That
demonstrates the improvement in Victorian equal
opportunity legislation in the past 18 months or so.
Returning to the matter raised by the honourable
member for Niddrie, I note that the Premier and the
honourable member for Polwarth have said that if
the parties to the settlement are agreeable, the state
and the honourable member for Polwarth are willing
to waive confidentiality. Also the honourable
member for Niddrie talked about the use of
taxpayers' money to settle cases brought against the
government.
Mr Hulls interjected.
MI5 WADE - It is a case brought against the
state of Victoria! Without referring to this particular
matter I remind the honourable member and all
opposition members that myriad cases have been
brought against ministers of the former Labor
government; many have been settled by the
payment of state funds. The $70 000 paid out in the
Mier case is probably the smallest of all those
settlements. A number of cases against former Labor
ministers who entered into agreements or made
various statements have been settled for more than
$1 million.
The honourable member for Knox raised a matter
that had been brought to his attention by a
constituent who had deposited four cheques at a
branch of the Commonwealth Banle He was
subsequently advised that one or more of the
cheques had not been received. Apparently an
amount of about $190 was deducted from his
account and he was asked to find a replacement
cheque. He was dissatisfied with that request.
He visited the honourable member, who responded
appropriately by seeking the assistance of the Office
of Fair Trading and Business Affairs. I was pleased
to hear that that office came to the rescue and was
successful in pointing out to the Commonwealth
Bank the error of its ways. The bank has now
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rectified the matter and has not asked its account
holder to sort out the matter for himself.
The honourable member for Knox asked me to
ensure that this sort of behaviour does not occur in
other banks that may not have had the benefit of
similar advice from the Office of Fair Trading and
Business Affairs. I will ask the office to write to other
banks operating in Victoria explaining that the type
of behaviour in that example is not acceptable. I will
ensure the banks are so informed.
Mr MACLELLAN (Minister for Planning and
Local Government) - The honourable member for
Williamstown directed to my attention a matter
regarding Webb Dock and the nature of the works
there, which he described. He asked a number of
rhetorical questions about what I regard as being
emergency works that could precede the outcome of
the environment effects statement. I will seek some
advice on the matters he raised if he gives me details
about which particular works, other than the
erection of a shed which he mentioned, he regards as
being inappropriate.
When the honourable member asked me for a big
picture vision for the bay he was asking a lot of me
as minister. Matters involving port usage should be
responded to by the Minister for Roads and Ports,
the Honourable Geoff Craige in another place. The
honourable member for Williamstown mentioned
Appleton Dock and the replacement of Victoria
Dock wharfage, although he was primarily
concerned about port usage. I shall get that
information from my colleague.
Dr NAPTHINE (Minister for Youth and
Community Services) - The honourable member
for Bendigo West raised an issue concerning health
services in Dunolly, which have been run by the
Maryborough District Health Service for some years.
That service combines the previous operations of the
Maryborough hospital, the Maryborough
community health centre and the Dunolly hospital.
The board had some concerns about the ongoing
viability of the bed-based services at Dunolly and
sought to review their future. My understanding is
that the bed-based service in Dunolly consists of
four acute beds and nine nursing home beds. A
range of primary care services are also provided
through the Maryborough District Health Service.
The issue is the ongoing viability of the bed-based
service. The Minister for Health - and, I am sure, all
members - is concerned to ensure that a
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high-quality service is provided not only in areas
such as Dunolly but right across rural Victoria.
There is an increased emphasis in the community on
home-based services, primary care services and
health prevention and health promotion services.
We wish to expand those services not only in
Dunolly but right across the state.
The issue raised by the honourable member relates
to aged care services. As I said, currently the
bed-based service includes nine nursing home beds,
but there are no hostel bed services. It is my
understanding that the previous report suggested
that the bed-based service would be viable if it had
13 hostel beds, which certain population studies
have indicated is the appropriate number for the
area.
I understand that the Minister for Health has met
with representatives of both the Maryborough
District Health Service and the Dunolly community
and that he has offered his support for their
application to the federal government for an
allocation of hostel beds. The federal government is
responsible for the funding of aged-care, bed-based
facilities. I am sure the Minister for Health will
continue to work with the local community and the
federal member in the area, Mr Bruce Reid, to ensure
that the federal government gives due consideration
to providing the appropriate number of beds for the
area.
The honourable member for Mordialloc raised the
issue of men's health. It is timely and appropriate
that this issue is raised in the public forum because
the figures presented by the honourable member
clearly show that across Victoria men are dying
prematurely at a higher rate than women. That is not
to deny the importance of women's health
programs, particularly in the areas of breast and
cervical cancer. Regular Pap smears and
mammograms for women of certain ages are
important in reducing the risk of those diseases. But
premature deaths from heart disease, stroke,
cancers - and in men, that includes prostate
cancer - accidents, suicide and a whole range of
other diseases are higher among men that they are
among women.
It is important that men recognise the need to
address some of these issues themselves. Through
our health services we need to make men more
aware of the actions they can take themselves to
enhance their chances of living longer and healthier
lives. Regular exercise, weight control, not smoking,
the moderate use of alcohol, and regular check-ups
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for blood pressure, cholesterol and triglycerides are
the sorts of things men can do to improve their
longevity and health.
An honourable member interjected.
Dr NAPTHINE - Absolutely. I had my blood
pressure and cholesterol checked only a week ago. I
also had my doctor check for skin cancer and
melanoma, which is a high risk in my family. It is
important that those things are done on a regular
basis.
I take the honourable member's point. It is an
important issue for the Minister for Health and
health authorities. I am pleased Vichealth is
involved in a program at the federal and state levels
to continue to promote men's health issues and to
make men more aware of the need to take action to
improve their health, given what can be described
only as the poor performance of men in looking after
their health and the resulting premature deaths.
Mr COOPER (Minister for Transport) - The
honourable member for Bellarine once again
demonstrated his strong sense of commwtity
responsibility when he brought to my attention a
matter involving Mr Robert Kenyon of Newcomb.
Mr Kenyon brought to his attention a bizarre
episode involving a cream Ford Gemini, according
to the Herald Sun, that was dumped in somebody's
carport before Christmas last year. Mr Kenyon has
asked the honourable member for Bellarine to find
out why nobody can remove the vehicle legallythere is no legal recourse for having it removed.
Imagine the concern we would feel if we returned to
our homes one night and found other people's cars
in our garages or carports, knowing that under the
present law they could stay there forever.
The matter is of concern to all of us. I will ask the
Minister for Roads and Ports to investigate whether
amendments can be made to the wheel-clamping
legislation and report to the honourable member for
Bellarine so that he can advise Mr Kenyon of the
results.
The other matter was raised by the honourable
member for Thomastown. He is well known in this
place for being wrong; he is wrong on virtually
every occasion he gets to his feet. We all remember
his epic last year when he was involved in a
$60 million error. He stood up in this house and
made allegations against a company and is now
wearing a writ from the company for his trouble.
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Not content with that, the honourable member for
Thomastown made some allegations last night
regarding an alleged contract which he said would
enable Met Bus to remain in its present state until
the end of the 1998. When I responded to the
honourable member for Thomastown last night I
said to him, 'No such contract exists', but no, when
the honourable member for Thomastown hears the
truth he is not able to recognise it. If the truth leapt
out of his Weeties bowl in the morning and bit him
on the nose he still would not know what it was.
What has he done today? He has gone scrounging
around in his dirt tray of press releases and dragged
out one from August 1993 that he says proves a
contract exists. He said:
The Department of Transport ... will now enter into
contract negotiations with both NBe and PTC.

That is all the proof the honourable member for
Thomastown needs. If a contract exists he should
start doing some work instead of getting other
people to do it. If he thinks he has told the
truth - and that would be a first - he should put in
a freedom of information claim to the Department of
Infrastructure. I guarantee the freedom of
information officer at the department will process it
quickly because he will be able to say to him: 'No
such contract exists'.
The press release from which the honourable
member for Thomastown has quoted does not say a
contract exists; it says negotiations will be entered
into. He is wrong again, only this time it is better: at
least he is not wrong by $60 million.
The honourable member for Thomastown is
renowned for being lazy and incompetent, and he
should try to correct those traits. He should start
doing some work because he is getting a reputation
around the place as a loser. I suggest that from now
on when he wants to raise a matter he should at least
get his facts right. Then he might get some
credibility, because at the moment he has none.
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would have been able to give him a copy of the letter
I had sent to Miss Burke from the Northern
Melbourne Institute of TAFE in which I have allayed
many of the concerns she raised with the honourable
member for Morwell. One of those concerns was
about her inability to complete a course of study
upon which she had embarked.
Unfortunately, from time to time very specialised
courses such as the one she is doing - the associate
diploma in understanding electronic
engineering - have high drop-out rates towards the
end. For many years both universities and TAFE
colleges found it difficult to meet the demands of the
small number of finishing students.
Therefore, the Northern Melbourne Institute of
TAFE has offered to provide access to alternative,
close-by TAFE colleges offering the completing
modules to provide a pathway for Miss Burke to
complete the course. If that does not suit her - and I
understand she would rather complete the course at
the same TAFE - in the second semester of this year
and the first semester of next year, on a staggered
basis, those specialised modules will be offered to
the limited number of students who remain in that
course. A compromise has been offered. I have
offered the name of an officer from my department
for Mrs Burke to liaise with to ensure that her course
is completed.
The state government is proud to announce that it
spends approximately $640 million per annum on
tertiary education and training in Victoria. Rather
than reducing funding the government is increasing
it. Rather than reducing the number of student
contact hours and the range of specialised courses
being offered, the government is constantly
increasing the millions of student contact hours
offered in this state every year. TItis is to meet a
demand where increasingly not only young people
but mature-aged students engaged in lifelong
learning wish to embark on specialised courses.

Mr HONEYWOOD (Minister for Tertiary
Education and Training) - Unlike the shadow
Minister for Transport, the shadow minister for
tertiary education is an informed gentleman. I am
pleased to say that in a long chat across the chamber
we sorted out this problem.

The honourable member for Morwell will agree with
me that TAFE is the appropriate way to go for
completing specialised education training courses.
The reason is that often those courses are very much
focused on an upgrading of skills in particular
careers; they are also much more inexpensive than
university courses.

For the record, normally the relationship I have with
the shadow minister is so amicable that he comes to
me and I write back to him and we fix it up that
way. If he had come to me on this one earlier I

We all know the terrible situation that was imposed
on university students by the previous Hawke and
Keating governments when they introduced the
higher education contribution scheme. We went
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from free education at university level to the
imposition of approximately one-third of the cost of
tuition on higher education students. That situation
has got worse rather than better.
The Victorian government is proud that the most
expensive TAFE course in the state, averaged across
Australia in exactly the same way as other states and
territories, will cost a Victorian student only $500.
Most TAFE courses in such professional areas as
accountancy will cost approximately $150 a year,
which is a very reasonable course fee structure.

Wednesday, 19 March 1997

The government did not increase fees for this or last
year because it has a commitment - particularly to
schoolleavers but also increasingly to mature-age
students - to provide world-class education
outcomes for lifelong leaming.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER - Order! The house
stands adjourned until next day.
House adjourned 11.06 p.m.

