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Thursday, 10 April 2003
The SPEAKER (Hon. Judy Maddigan) took the chair at
9.35 a.m. and read the prayer.

PAPER
Laid on table by Clerk:
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice under
s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Statutory Rule No. 16/03.

SHOP TRADING REFORM (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Introduction
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Shop Trading
Reform Act 1996 to make clear that for 2003 exempt shops,
irrespective of the number of employees, may trade on Good
Friday, Easter Sunday, Anzac Day and Christmas Day.

The SPEAKER — Order! Is leave granted?
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — By
leave?
The SPEAKER — Order! By leave.
Mr BATCHELOR — Leave will be deferred at
this stage. I understand discussions are taking place to
try to find an appropriate way through resolving this
difficult issue, which dates back a large number of
years.
Dr Napthine interjected.
Mr BATCHELOR — We are going to fix up your
mess. This is a Kennett mess. This is a mess of the
Kennett government of huge proportions. We are
cleaning up the mess of the Kennett government, and
you — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
House, through the Chair!
Mr Cooper — On a point of order, Speaker, my
understanding is that when you ask whether leave is
granted or leave is refused the only opportunity
available to the Leader of the House is to say leave is
granted or leave is refused. Your question does not
entitle him to make a speech. He is now making a
speech, and you, Speaker, should be bringing him back
to saying either leave is granted or leave is refused.
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Mr BATCHELOR — On the point of order,
Speaker, I indicated that leave was refused and I sought
leave and was granted leave to make a statement, and I
ask that I can continue making that statement.
Mr Cooper interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister did seek
leave to make a statement, and leave was not refused.
Mr BATCHELOR — Discussions are taking place
at the moment.
Mr Cooper interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I understood that the
minister did seek leave. It may be correct that I did not
formally say that leave is granted, but as no objection
was raised I assumed that leave was granted.
Mr Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, at the
opening of the Parliament each day there are
discussions across the table that just by dint of
circumstance and as a matter of sheer practicality not
everybody, unfortunately, can be party to. There was an
exchange of conversation at the table which has
enabled this process to occur, and whilst, may I say
with the greatest respect, the member is right in what he
says, practicality decrees that this is the way it was
agreed to be dealt with.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am quite happy to put
the question if the house wishes me to. Is leave granted
for the Leader of the House to make a statement?
Mr Ryan — Yes.
The SPEAKER — Order! Leave is granted.
Mr BATCHELOR — I thank the Leader of the
National Party and the Leader of the Opposition for
facilitating this. There have been discussions between
the parties, and there is a meeting scheduled for
10.00 a.m. this morning to identify a solution to this
problem of long standing. I believe a solution will be
achieved, and I understand, while allowing the
opposition, the National Party and other members of
this Parliament to reserve their positions, it is likely that
a solution will be found to this problem. It is the
government’s intention to bring it back to the
Parliament today to try to reach a resolution on the
issue. It could only then proceed by leave, and we will
seek leave to do that.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 29 April.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Housing: Footscray estate
Mr MILDENHALL (Footscray) — As part of
Housing Week I had the pleasure of attending the
official opening last Tuesday, 1 April, of the memorial
garden, a community building project at the high-rise
residential estate in Gordon Street, Footscray.
After 18 months of community consultation and
horticultural and artistic endeavour, tenants and
participants in the Community Jobs Project have
created a truly beautiful piece of public open space that
will be enjoyed by generations to come.
Gordon Street, like the rest of the City of Maribyrnong,
is home to people from all walks of life and with many
disparate pasts. Many have come to the area with
memories of loved ones left behind, which are now
captured in individual ceramic tiles artistically arranged
in this garden.
The project is a local tenant initiative, and I pay tribute
to the residents of Gordon Street for their achievement,
along with the community groups and others who have
supported the project: Klara Blazivic and the Doggies
to Highpoint community building project, Maribyrnong
City Council, the Tenants Union of Victoria, the
Garden of Eden and the Office of Housing, particularly
local residents, Dorothy Carruthers and Irma Vaughn,
and Nada Stojkovic from the Maribyrnong council.

Sorrento: settlement site
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I wish to remind the
government that this year is the 200th anniversary of
the first European settlement in Victoria, and I refer to
two issues that are relevant to that.
The First Settlement site at Sorrento has an information
centre and a museum which will have to be closed and
will be demolished because of erosion. There has been
no commitment from this government or from Parks
Victoria to replace those facilities, which are located on
the site of the original settlement.
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In addition, a large area of private land on the headland
owned by the Rand family is for sale. It would be a
wonderful birthday gift to the people of Victoria if the
government made a commitment to purchase some or
all of that land so all of the site of Victoria’s first
settlement would be available for a new museum and
interpretive centre.
The celebration of the 200th anniversary of this state
will be held in October, with events including the Tall
Ships, a plane race, golf tournaments and a
re-enactment sponsored by Tattersalls to the tune of
$150 000. The Premier opened this event a couple of
years ago, but it now needs government support to
make it a worthwhile event. Some sponsorship from the
government would be very welcome.

Royal Australian Air Force: Sale base upgrade
Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — I rise this morning
to call on the federal government to honour the
commitment it made during the last election campaign.
During that campaign the federal member for
Gippsland, MIA — Missing in Action — promised to
upgrade the Sale Royal Australian Air Force (RAAF)
base; but sadly the federal government now appears to
be slipping and sliding away from honouring that
commitment.
There are now grave fears that the federal government
will not honour that commitment to the community of
Sale. I call on our local state member, the Leader of the
National Party, to force the federal National Party
member to honour the commitment he made to the
community. It is a tragic situation when the federal
government gets elected on the basis of massive
promises and then slips and slides away from them after
the election.
It has no intention of looking after the people of Sale. I
call on the people of Sale to demand that the National
Party look after the communities it claims to represent.
Certainly I will not rest until Sale people get what they
were promised. A lot of other people in the community
will be fighting for the federal government to deliver
what it promised. The massive upgrade of the RAAF
base must go ahead.

Benalla: community events
Dr SYKES (Benalla) — I am not sure that I can
match the passion of the last presentation! Last
Saturday I attended two events in my electorate which
exemplify the can-do attitude of the people in the
electorate of Benalla. At Mount Beauty David Ollie,
Emma Coulson and team conducted a highly successful
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adventure travel boomerang mountain bike two-day
event. Over 50 riders attended from throughout the state
and had an exciting day, including running into some
cattle coming down from the high country. I was
pleased to help the event come about and also to
officiate, and I say well done to David and his team.
On the same day at Benalla the Grassroots Festival was
held, with the objective of highlighting the community
strengths and talents through the celebration of Benalla
stories. There was a combination of poetry, music and
displays by various local groups. The key people
involved in organising that were Marg Welsh and
Karen Roben, but they were ably supported by many
groups within the area. It was a great event, including
the participation of many of our children from Benalla
East, Benalla West and 31 other primary schools,
Wangaratta District Specialist School, St Josephs,
Baddaginnie and Swanpool primary schools, the Red
Cross, the Country Women’s Association, Central
Access, the Rose City boot scooters and the Lake
Mokoan sailing club. It was very successful, and we
appreciate the sponsorship of Vichealth, Delatite
Community Health and the Rural City of Benalla.

Changes in the Ranges event
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk) — I would like to
highlight a successful community event held on
Saturday, 5 April, at the Dandenong Ranges National
Park. The event was titled Changes in the Ranges, and
through music, drama and puppetry the performance
told the story of the Dandenongs.
The aim of the event was to stimulate community
understanding and debate and promote positive
messages to address issues of change and sustainability.
For the Dandenongs that meant addressing issues such
as water conservation, environmental protection and
bushfires. It did so in a thought-provoking and
innovative way. The most encouraging aspect of the
performance was the strong community support the
event enjoyed and the partnerships that were formed. It
included the excellent Dandenong Ranges Music
Council, 11 primary and secondary schools, the Upper
Ferntree Gully and Kalorama Country Fire Authority
brigades, Parks Victoria and the Shire of Yarra Ranges.
I was happy that the government, through the rural
leadership and community events program, supported
the event by a grant to the Dandenong Ranges Music
Council.
I congratulate everyone involved in the event. It was a
spirited and original performance that had the huge
crowd really buzzing. I am hopeful that this will not be

971

a one-off event because the performance was too good
for that.

Stamp duty: tenanted property
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — In recent years the State
Revenue Office has begun resorting to various novel
and distorted interpretations of the law in order to raise
ever-increasing levels of revenue for its rapacious and
insatiable master, the Bracks government.
Most recently the SRO has begun to claim that when a
tenanted property is sold duty must be paid on the value
of any tenant’s equipment installed on the property,
even though the equipment remains the property of the
tenant and the tenant has the right to remove it at any
time. This means, for example, that if an investor builds
an industrial estate and is successful in attracting
tenants who establish businesses, install equipment and
create jobs, then if that investor subsequently wants to
sell the estate, the purchaser will be required to pay
stamp duty on the value of all of the tenants’
manufacturing equipment installed in all of the factories
on the estate. This absurd approach by the SRO has
investors and potential investors shaking their heads in
disbelief and vowing never to invest in Victoria again.
In making its outrageous demands the SRO is relying
on a bizarre and distorted interpretation of a recent High
Court case involving Pioneer Concrete, a case which in
fact held virtually the opposite of what the SRO is now
claiming to taxpayers.
The SRO’s position is also contrary to the amendments
to the stamp duties law made by this Parliament in
1997 — amendments passed with the enthusiastic
support of the then Labor opposition and in particular
the then shadow Treasurer, our current Premier. The
Treasurer must bring the SRO into line over this issue.
If not, the government will be held to account for it.

Dr John Birrell
Mr TREZISE (Geelong) — As the member for
Mildura did on Tuesday, I take this brief opportunity to
mark the life and I would say untimely passing of
Dr John Henry Winter Birrell on 25 March 2003. I do
so not only as the member for Geelong, given that
Dr Birrell lived in the Geelong region, but also as the
chair of the parliamentary Road Safety Committee.
As the member for Mildura pointed out, Dr Birrell was
a true pioneer and crusader who was instrumental in the
introduction of numerous Victorian road safety
initiatives, in particular the compulsory wearing of
seatbelts and the drink-driving laws.
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In 1957 Dr Birrell was appointed Victoria’s first police
surgeon by the minister responsible for police,
Sir Arthur Rylah. And it was through this work that
Dr Birrell with great vigour and commitment promoted
the introduction of compulsory seatbelt wearing and
drink-driving laws. It is accurate to state that during the
late 1950s and the 1960s Dr Birrell was a lone voice in
advocating for these then radical ideas. And pressure
from interest groups labelling these initiatives as
infringements on people’s rights and civil liberties did
not sway Dr Birrell one iota, to his credit, and of course
to this state’s long-term benefit.
Dr Birrell was one of those remarkable people who you
could genuinely say made a real difference to the world
in which he lived — a difference for the better. These
people are few and far between, but Dr Birrell is one
such person. The benefit of the work of Dr Birrell on
road safety is immeasurable, but if it could be measured
it would be measured in terms of hundreds if not
thousands of lives saved on our roads.
I express my condolences to his wife, Jacqueline, and
his sons, John, Michael and Simon, and their respective
families.

Iraq: conflict
Mr SMITH (Bass) — I wish to offer my
congratulations to the world leaders who had the
courage to stand up to Saddam Hussein and fight for
the freedom of the oppressed Iraqi people. People like
George W. Bush, the United States President; the
Labour Prime Minister of England, Tony Blair, the only
Labor leader to have the guts to stand up to his
dysfunctional party members — not like Simon Crean,
the weak ALP leader who could not make up his mind
because he and the other ALP wimps appeared to have
a closer affinity with Saddam Hussein than with the
Australian people; and of course our own great Prime
Minister John Howard, who took the insults and
obscenities from a minority of Australians such as the
academics, the minority left-wing journalists and the
ALP politicians who called this an unjust, illegal and
unnecessary war.
We will ask the Iraqi people now whether it was unjust
and unnecessary. Ask the families of those who had
been tortured and murdered by Saddam and his
henchmen. Ask the millions who once again will have
some freedom in their country to live a life of peace,
not a life of fear and terror. I say congratulations to
George W. Bush, Tony Blair and John Howard. You
are the true leaders of this free world. This has been a
magnificent triumph in Iraq.
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Planning: Bulleen drive-in site
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — I rise to commend the
Minister for Planning for her recent announcement on
the old Bulleen drive-in site. The minister recently
announced the way forward for the site, which has been
an eyesore. It has been an abandoned site along the
Yarra River in Bulleen for quite some time, but the
minister has made an announcement which takes a step
forward.
Unfortunately the member for Bulleen should be
condemned for his political comments in this house,
trying to make politics out of an issue which should be
above politics. The minister’s announcement has
basically secured half the site for parklands and the
other half will go back to the council, the City of
Manningham, to make its decision. What an
undemocratic process, to allow a council to make a
planning decision!
The member for Bulleen seems to have difficulty with
this process, but the Minister for Planning has put into
action some plans that will make, as I said, half the site
safe as wetlands along the river. She should be
commended for that, and I do so now. The member for
Bulleen should be condemned for making political
comments and trying to make dirty, guttersniping
politics out of the issue. He should get on with the job
of representing the people of Bulleen. Even the owner
of the site, the Greek community church, is supporting
what the minister has done, but the member for Bulleen
seems to have difficulty with that concept as well. So I
stand here to commend the minister and condemn the
member for Bulleen.

Building industry: warranty insurance
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — I rise to speak
on behalf of the builders and developers in my
electorate who are having major troubles with building
warranty insurance. This is having a severe impact on
those businesses.
I refer to a release put out by the Master Builders
Association of Victoria. It conducted a survey recently
which showed that 74 per cent of respondents said they
were dissatisfied with the current warranty insurance
system; and 85 per cent regard it as a matter of
importance that an equitable warranty insurance system
be put in place. The survey also indicated that 80 per
cent of builders surveyed believed the criteria to obtain
warranty insurance was unreasonable; and 58 per cent
of builders surveyed had to restructure their business to
accommodate the requirements of insurers, including
restructuring their taxation facilities and not being able
to use companies or family trusts.
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Many builders lost work through those problems, with
40 per cent losing 1 to 4 projects while 31 per cent lost
5 to 8 projects. It indicated that 14 per cent did not have
any warranty insurance and were unable to get any and
16 per cent were in the process of getting it. It is a
significant impediment to a lot of builders throughout
Victoria and needs to be addressed.

Pilipino Elderly Association of the South East
Region
Ms MUNT (Mordialloc) — I wish to draw to the
attention of the house the recognition and appreciation
ceremony and social dance held by the Pilipino Elderly
Association of the South East Region of Victoria
(PEASER) on the evening of Saturday, 5 April. This
event was proudly supported by the Victorian
Multicultural Commission and the City of Kingston.
PEASER is a voluntary support group for elderly
Pilipinos. It provides, among other services, outings and
ethnic meals and reaffirms Pilipino culture for their
children and grandchildren.
I particularly applaud the hardworking dedication of the
president, Mr Libertado Guevarra, the vice-president,
Nati Sonza, Julie Nyitray, the committee and volunteers
and all PEASER members who were recognised by
certificates on the night. The member for Bentleigh and
I had a wonderful evening of conversation, food and
dance with the members of PEASER and their families.

Emergency services: Warrnambool
headquarters
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — The 2003–04
state budget is currently being finalised. and I urge the
government to include in the budget’s capital works
program funds for new headquarters for both the
ambulance service and the State Emergency Service in
Warrnambool. The current state emergency service
facilities in Nicholson Street, Warrnambool are outdated,
too small and inadequate for proper storage of equipment,
vehicles and for the training of SES volunteers.
SES volunteers in Warrnambool, under the control of
Gerry Billing, do a great job with road accident rescue,
sea search and rescue, storm damage and the range of
other activities they are involved with. They deserve a
proper facility for their equipment, for training and
looking after the volunteers. The current site is largely
in a residential area with poor access in an emergency
situation. It is important that they get a new
headquarters very soon. I urge it to be included in this
year’s state budget.
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Similarly, the ambulance station in Koroit Street,
Warrnambool, is overcrowded with inadequate
facilities, particularly with the newer ambulances
currently in use. The ambulance officers again have
been waiting a couple of years now for this government
to respond to its urgent request for a new ambulance
facility. I urge the government not to take away funding
that is properly allocated to these important capital
work projects in Warrnambool in the upcoming state
budget.

Relay for Life: Lancefield
Ms DUNCAN (Macedon) — On 29 and 30 March I
had the pleasure of attending a Relay for Life event at
Lancefield Park. The Relay for Life is a 24-hour team
event fundraiser for the Victorian Cancer Council and
on this occasion over $80 000 was raised with 49 teams
participating. I was pleased to be part of the team called
ALP and Friends. I pay tribute to those members of my
team who worked into the small hours of the night,
because it is a 24-hour event.
The aim is to raise funds, to celebrate the lives of
cancer survivors, to support those fighting cancer and to
honour those who have lost their battle with cancer. It
also aims to support family, friends and carers. It was
an extremely life-affirming experience, but I have to
say there were lots of tears along the way, together with
lots of laughter.
Participants came not only from the local area but from
right across the state. Evening entertainment included a
candlelight vigil and singing by Debra Byrne. The
whole town contributed to this event, including the
Romsey-Lancefield Rotary Club, the
Romsey-Lancefield Lions Club, the Lancefield footy
club, the local pub and local businesses.
I would like to make special mention of Bronwyn
Wilson and her fantastic committee members, who put
so much effort into organising this event, and I also to
pay tribute to the Cancer Council of Victoria.

Kangaroos: Heathcote–Rushworth area
Mr MAUGHAN (Rodney) — I wish to bring to the
attention of the house the excessive numbers of
kangaroos in the Heathcote–Rushworth area.
I have raised this matter with the minister or his
predecessor on five previous occasions, but to date the
government has done virtually nothing to address this
problem. Kangaroos are still there in plague numbers.
They have been causing damage and distress to
farmers, motorists and local residents for some
considerable time.
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Every morning there are four or five dead kangaroos on
the Northern Highway in the Heathcote area. The cost
and inconvenience to motorists is considerable.
Because of the drought kangaroos are now moving into
town looking for food.
My electorate officer recently drove through Heathcote
at 1 o’clock in the morning and had to cope with
looking out for 20 kangaroos in the main street of the
town. Numerous residents of Heathcote have reported
up to 10 or 12 kangaroos at a time coming right up to
their homes in search of food. Elderly people and
children are afraid to leave their homes because these
kangaroos are dangerous, and they are in poor condition
because of the drought.
The government appears to be willing to let them starve
or be killed on the road rather than do the responsible
thing and cull them in a humane manner. I call on the
government to urgently take action to reduce kangaroo
numbers in the Heathcote–Rushworth area.

Eltham Football Club
Mr HERBERT (Eltham) — I would like to more
fully inform the house about the strengths of the Eltham
football team in the local Diamond Valley Football
League.
The opening game between the Eltham Panthers and
Lower Plenty was a terrific game of football. It was
enjoyable to watch, it was feisty and aggressive, and
good fun was had, I am sure, by all the players. The
Panthers eventually won.
There were some outstanding players on both teams,
but I would particularly like to acknowledge the
contribution of the Eltham centre half-forward, Kalev
Jones, who set up numerous goals for the Panthers.
Kalev is of course not only a great footballer but also
the opening bowler for Eltham — and he is also one of
our excellent, hardworking officers of the Parliament,
being the Premier’s orderly.
I would also like to congratulate SBS for supporting the
Diamond Valley league and televising the game. It is
that sort of support that I would like some of the other
major TV stations to provide for the benefit of local
football.
I would also like to acknowledge the Bracks
government for recently agreeing to fund new
change-room facilities for the club. The Panthers will
now be able to look forward to enormous
improvements in facilities — facilities worthy of a great
club and a formidable side in the Diamond Valley
league.
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Lastly, I invite all members and staff of the Parliament
to come and join me down in Panther Place and watch a
terrific game of football between some of our fantastic
sides out there.

Templestowe Heights Primary School: toilet
block
Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — I stand to once again
condemn this lazy, inept Labor government for
ignoring the needs of students in my electorate of
Bulleen.
The toilet block at Templestowe Heights Primary
School is in very poor condition. I ask that the minister
visit the school and see for herself the shabby and
dilapidated condition of the toilets and to instruct her
department to provide sufficient funds to ensure that
this run-down block is upgraded to an acceptable
standard that is fit to be used by students. Templestowe
Heights offers first-class education with dedicated
teachers and an excellent curriculum, but the condition
of the toilet block is appalling.
I hope the minister does not use the tired excuse of
blaming the former government for the condition of
these toilets. Her party has been in government for three
and a half years, so there is no point in avoiding the
issue or blaming someone else. She is the minister and
it is her government, and therefore she must fix the
problem.
As the local member I once again invite her to come to
my electorate and visit a number of local schools.
Rather than enjoy the perks of government, increased
staff and a large office, I ask her to come and look for
herself at the poor conditions that students have to work
under. I understand that she is very lazy and enjoys the
perks of office, but I again ask her to come out and visit
the electorate.

Children First Foundation: charity auction
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — I wish to
congratulate the local business people in the Mill Park
electorate who helped make the first charity auction day
held by the Children First Foundation on 5 April a great
success. The Children First Foundation was established
in 1999 by Moira Kelly, AO, who was recently named
Victorian of the Year for 2003. Auctions were held
during the day at the Epping homemaker centre in High
Street.
I was pleased to represent the Premier at the charity
auction dinner held that evening at the Epping Rug Rats
Retreat children’s play centre, one of the local
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businesses within the homemaker centre. Trevor
Tobias, owner of the Rug Rats Retreat, donated the use
of his centre for the auction dinner. More than $10 000
was raised on the day, all of it going to life-saving or
life-enhancing operations for overseas children who
would otherwise die or suffer ongoing poor quality of
life if not for the remarkable efforts of Moira Kelly.
A number of local businesses made significant
donations of items for the auction. The hard work and
generosity of so many local business people and
residents spanned several months and are an example of
what can be achieved through a concerted community
effort. It was a delight for me to have been in the
company of many of the generous, community-minded
local business people of the Mill Park electorate.

Helping Children Deal With Anxiety booklet
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — I rise to
congratulate the Seymour School Focused Youth
Service for producing a booklet called Helping
Children Deal With Anxiety. It is a very timely
document given this time of drought, fire and war.
Those major events have a great effect on our children
and cause anxiety.
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Morwell. It is a beautiful village, but like many others
the community has found it increasingly difficult to
maintain community infrastructure and organisations.
A little over a year ago the community of Boolarra
formed the Boolarra Community Association to
coordinate and assist local community, sporting, social
and reserve management organisations. It has become a
successful umbrella organisation for the community of
Boolarra, and it is to be congratulated on that.
Last week I was fortunate to be able to chair the first
annual meeting, where a new committee was elected. I
congratulate Colin Brick, Rick Teychenne, Marrietta
and Rob Hurney, Neil and Kate Cartwright, Serge
Braun, Catherine Thomson, Bruce Craddock, Ray
Stewart and John Carghill on their election to the
Boolarra Community Association. I look forward to
their continued success in providing such activities as
the Boolarra–Mirboo North rail trail, the Boolarra
village square, the Boolarra folk and drum festival, the
Morwell River falls reserve, the Lyrebird Walk, the
Boolarra community hall refurbishment and their many
youth development activities.

Cheryl Rowan

I have read through this booklet, and I have learnt many
new things from the insights and strategies it contains.
It reminded me to talk with my own child about those
events. I highly recommend the booklet to members,
who can get a copy of it by telephoning the Seymour
School Focused Youth Service on 5799 0039. The
service is happy to email the booklet to people who
would like copies of it.

Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — I rise today to
acclaim Cheryl Rowan as one of the Pascoe Vale
electorate’s great community contributors. The world is
a better place for Cheryl and her enthusiasm, smile and
good work. There could be no better place to acclaim
Cheryl than here on the floor of the Victorian
Parliament, because we can all recognise her decades of
voluntary contribution to a vast array of worthy causes.

I congratulate the many agencies that put together the
booklet, including Children and Adolescent Mental
Health Services in Seymour, the Berry Street
organisation in Seymour and Alexandra, the Mitchell
and Murrindindi Community Health Service, Common
Ground, Goulburn Valley Family Care in Seymour,
Cutting Edge youth services, the Biame network,
Young Media Australia, Open Family and The Bridge.

Cheryl is one of those individuals who delivers
actions — and more actions than even her very grand
words suggest. I have known and admired Cheryl since
the late 1980s. When I first met her she came with
community acclaim for her work at her children’s
primary and secondary schools.

Some of the strategies include active listening, which is
about listening to the children and encouraging them to
talk about their fears and making sure you do not
dismiss their fears. I encourage members to look at this
great booklet.

Boolarra Community Association
Mr JENKINS (Morwell) — I am pleased to be able
to highlight the activities of the Boolarra Community
Association. The village of Boolarra is nestled in the
Strzelecki Ranges in the south-west of the seat of

This week’s Moreland Leader again features Cheryl in
the events column and the kids column, this time with
two community items, the first being the Easter Festival
in Morgan Court, Glenroy, and the second being her
work with the Rotary Club of Pascoe Vale. During the
seven years in which I have had the pleasure of
representing Pascoe Vale Cheryl has played an
impressive community and committee leadership role
with the Glenroy traders. The traders have enjoyed her
hospitality provided at Post Office Place. They have
also had, as a result of her work, improvements in the
Glenroy Shopping Precinct. She has also worked

MELBOURNE AIRPORT ENVIRONS STRATEGY PLAN
976

ASSEMBLY

extensively on car park beautification and trading
promotions.

Frankston: community
Mr HARKNESS (Frankston) — I am standing up
for the people of Frankston, I am delivering for the
people of Frankston, and that is why I am out there — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired.

MELBOURNE AIRPORT ENVIRONS
STRATEGY PLAN
Ms DELAHUNTY (Minister for Planning) (By
leave) — Speaker, by agreement we do not wish to
proceed with the Melbourne Airport Environs Strategy
Plan and the Planning and Environment Act 1987 at
this time, but we wish to have it remain on the notice
paper to be dealt with at the next sitting.
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) (By leave) — I note
that this will be the first time that these provisions have
been debated in the house, and we are more than happy
to accommodate the government at a future sitting date,
noting that the legislation provides for this debate to
occur within seven sitting days of the tabling.

CONSTITUTION (WATER AUTHORITIES)
BILL
Second reading
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.
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special three-fifths majority of all of the members of
both the Legislative Council and the Legislative
Assembly before it can be submitted for royal assent.
Members should also note that this bill will also need to
be passed by a three-fifths majority of the members of
both houses, as it seeks to amend section 18(2) of the
Constitution Act as a consequence of the recently
enacted Constitution (Parliamentary Reform) Act 2003.
A new part VII will be added to the constitution to
require public ownership of water authorities. If a
public authority has the responsibility for ensuring the
delivery of a water service, that responsibility must be
carried on by that authority or another public authority.
This does not exclude public-private partnership
arrangements whereby the private sector provides
infrastructure or performs services under contract with
a water authority. This bill makes it clear that a public
authority may enter arrangements with the private
sector for the provision of water services but cannot
abdicate its ultimate responsibility for ensuring the
delivery of water services under these arrangements or
have that responsibility removed from it.
I am sure that all members will support the retention of
water authorities for the benefit of future generations.
I commend this bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr DOYLE (Malvern).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 24 April.

WATER (VICTORIAN WATER TRUST
ADVISORY COUNCIL) BILL
Second reading

Honourable members will agree that the provision of
water services, at reasonable cost, is a matter of primary
importance to our community. It was for this reason
that, at the last election, this government made a
commitment to ensure that our water authorities remain
publicly owned and directly accountable to the people
of Victoria. To secure the public control of water
services, an amendment to Victoria’s constitution was
proposed to entrench the public ownership of our water
authorities.

This bill establishes an independent advisory council, to
be known as the Victorian Water Trust Advisory
Council, to implement the $320 million Victorian
Water Trust. The trust is a key element of the Bracks
government’s commitment to securing Victoria’s future
water needs.

This bill implements that commitment. The ownership
of our water authorities that deliver water to Victorians
will be entrenched in state ownership by amendments
made to the Constitution Act 1975. Any bill that
removes the responsibility for ensuring the delivery of
water services from a public authority will be governed
by those entrenchment mechanisms and will require a

The commitment to establish a Victorian Water Trust
was outlined in Labor’s Water for the Future policy
statement. The Bracks government recognises that
Victoria’s future growth depends on our capacity to
manage our water wisely and overcome past neglect of
the resource base and water infrastructure. A long-term
investment strategy is a central part of this

Mr THWAITES (Minister for Water) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.
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government’s plan for ensuring Victoria’s water
resources are protected and available to sustain future
generations.
The purpose of the trust is to:
provide measured investment to meet Victoria’s
future needs;
enhance the health and sustainability of Victoria’s
water resources, including river health
encourage increased water recycling and reuse and
efficiencies in water use across the state; and
generate additional investment from sources other
than the state government.
The government has already committed $160 million to
major initiatives to be funded through the trust over the
next four financial years commencing in 2003–04.
The establishment of an independent advisory council
will play an important role in ensuring that the funding
arrangements for Victoria’s precious water resources
are sustainable and well targeted.
The independent advisory council will advise the
minister on the allocation of funds for initiatives that
meet the objectives of the trust.
The establishment of the advisory council will assist in
the long-term planning and action necessary to sustain
investment to meet Victoria’s future water needs.
The advisory council will consist of between three to
five members appointed by the minister. Members will
have experience in the environment, finance, water
infrastructure, community services or a field
appropriate to the functions of the advisory council.
Members of the advisory council will be appointed for
a period of up to three years and may be reappointed.
Ambitious targets have been identified to protect
Victoria’s water resources, as outlined in Labor’s Water
for the Future policy. These will underpin the programs
of the Victorian Water Trust and include:
to increase the efficiency of irrigation systems across
the state by 25 per cent by 2020 through piping open
channels and other improvements and reforms;
to reduce Melbourne’s water use per capita by 15 per
cent by 2010;
to significantly improve the ecological health of
Victoria’s rivers by 2010 by increasing
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environmental flows and undertaking riverbank and
other catchment management works; and
to increase water recycling to 20 per cent by 2010
for Melbourne.
Funding for the trust will be identified each year by
way of a separately identified amount provided for the
trust in the appropriations legislation. Funding will not
be available for projects that have been completed or
are part of the normal business of existing authorities.
The Bracks government is committed to providing
genuine leadership in sustainable water management
and will work with catchment and water authorities as
well as the private sector to encourage innovation and
attract investment.
Broad community discussion and awareness of
Victoria’s future water needs is critical, and one of the
advisory council’s first tasks will be to inform the
community on its activities and the processes for
funding these initiatives.
The Victorian Water Trust is an important part of
achieving the government’s commitment to enhancing
the health and sustainability of Victoria’s water
resources, providing greater security for meeting
Victoria’s future water needs and encouraging greater
efficiencies in water use across the state.
The advisory council will play an important role in
promoting the trust and ensuring that the Victorian
Water Trust is effective in achieving its objectives. The
advisory council will be supported by the Department
of Sustainability and Environment.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PLOWMAN
(Benambra).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 24 April.

WATER LEGISLATION (ESSENTIAL
SERVICES COMMISSION AND OTHER
AMENDMENTS) BILL
Second reading
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Water) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this bill is to enable the Essential
Services Commission to regulate the water industry and
to make a number of amendments to the Water Act
1989.
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The establishment of the Essential Services
Commission as the economic regulator of the water
industry is a critical component of a program of reform
initiatives implemented by the government to protect
our most important natural resource. The reform
initiatives recognise that water is a finite resource and
that safe and sustainable water supply and wastewater
services are essential to our quality of life. These
initiatives include:
enactment of the Water (Irrigation Farm Dams)
Act 2002;
development of the Victorian River Health strategy;
restoration of flows to the Snowy River;
establishment of a statewide water trading exchange;
and
development of strategies such as the water
resources strategy for Melbourne and the Victorian
water recycling action plan.
In addition Labor’s election commitments included the
establishment of the Victorian Water Trust as outlined
in Labor’s Water for the Future policy statement. The
Bracks government recognises that Victoria’s future
growth depends on our capacity to manage our water
wisely and overcome past neglect of the resource base
and water infrastructure. A long-term investment
strategy through the Victorian Water Trust is a central
part of this government’s plan for ensuring Victoria’s
water resources are protected and available to sustain
future generations.
The establishment of the Essential Services
Commission as the economic regulator of the water
industry will complement these reform initiatives to
ensure that water and wastewater services are provided
in a transparent, efficient and sustainable manner.
In establishing the Essential Services Commission as
the economic regulator of Victorian utilities, the
government expressed its intention to include the water
industry in those arrangements. The Essential Services
Commission currently has jurisdiction over electricity
and gas distribution, certain ports and grain handling
services, rail and freight access and aspects of
Melbourne’s metropolitan water and sewerage services.
The proposed move to independent economic
regulation of the water industry by the Essential
Services Commission is also consistent with the
government’s agreement to implement the Council of
Australian Governments national competition policy
and related reforms and implements an important
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component of the government’s response to the
national competition policy review of water legislation.
The move to economic regulation of the water industry
by the Essential Services Commission has been
developed following extensive consultation with key
stakeholders.
In November 2001 the government released an issues
paper that canvassed matters associated with
implementing the government’s policy commitment
and set out the following objectives for bringing water
under the jurisdiction of the Essential Services
Commission:
protecting the long-term interests of all customers in
terms of price and quality of water services;
facilitating a financially viable water industry;
ensuring environmental, public health and safety and
social obligations are fully considered;
ensuring transparent and accountable processes for
regulatory decision making; and
providing incentives for long-term investment.
The issues paper formed the basis for preliminary input
from key stakeholders which assisted in the
development of a proposals paper setting out the
government’s initial views on arrangements for the
transfer of economic regulation of the water industry
from government to the Essential Services
Commission. The proposals paper was released for
comment in April 2002 and following a number of
workshops and information sessions drew nearly
40 written submissions. These submissions
demonstrated a high level of interest in the proposed
new regulatory arrangements and expressed strong
support for the establishment of the Essential Services
Commission in most areas of the water industry.
The bill as drafted is designed to ensure that the
government’s objectives for the water industry are met
and that the Essential Services Commission is given
appropriate guidance. The bill establishes a framework
within which the Essential Services Commission can
undertake its independent economic regulatory role.
The provisions of the bill will also provide certainty to
water businesses and their customers in the transition to
regulation by the Essential Services Commission,
particularly in relation to pricing arrangements.
In line with good business practice and government
policy, the bill also includes provision for the removal
of the immunity for officers and members of the
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regional urban water authorities and rural water
authorities. Removal of the immunity will bring the
arrangements for these entities into line with those that
apply to the metropolitan water entities and the
Melbourne Water Corporation.
Provision is also included in the bill to reinstate a
provision inadvertently removed in 1997 from the
Water Act 1989 which allowed the Central Gippsland
Region Water Authority to accept certain types of
waste material at its Dutson Downs waste treatment
facility.
I turn now to the contents of the bill.
As stated, the bill provides the necessary structure for
the transfer of economic regulation of the water
industry from government to the Essential Services
Commission. The bill links the proposed legislation
with the Essential Services Commission Act 2001 to
enable the Essential Services Commission to make
pricing determinations for the regulated entities in
accordance with that act. The proposals will also allow
the Essential Services Commission to carry out
regulatory functions in relation to service quality
regulation as well as providing necessary monitoring,
auditing, reporting and dispute-resolution functions.
Various transitional arrangements are to be put into
place to provide for an orderly transition to economic
regulation by the Essential Services Commission. It is
proposed that the first price determination by the
Essential Services Commission will take effect on
1 July 2005 and that the price-setting arrangements
presently provided for will apply until that time. The
metropolitan water businesses currently have provisions
under which a pricing order is made by the Governor in
Council. This arrangement will continue until the first
price determination. The existing arrangements for
price setting for the regional urban water authorities and
the rural water authorities under the Water Act 1989
will similarly apply until that time.
The approach adopted in the bill recognises that a ‘one
size fits all’ approach is not a suitable model for the
water industry. Accordingly, the measures proposed
reflect the government’s intention to recognise the
differences that exist between the various regulated
entities and the existing arrangements in place. The
proposed objectives recognise the particular nature of
the water industry by providing specific objectives in
legislation to which the Essential Services Commission
must have regard in carrying out its functions under the
proposed legislation. The objectives include recognition
of the differences between the metropolitan, regional
and rural water sectors and, importantly, that regulatory
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decision making has regard to the health, safety,
environmental sustainability and social obligations of
the regulated entities.
To underpin the move to economic regulation by the
Essential Services Commission and to recognise the
particular nature of the water industry, the bill
establishes an integrated framework of regulatory
instruments — the water industry regulatory order,
codes, and statements of obligations.
The water industry regulatory order, to be made by the
Governor in Council, will provide the ongoing structure
for economic regulation by the Essential Services
Commission of the services provided by the regulated
water entities. It is intended that it will have the
capacity to:
declare the particular goods and services for which
prices are to be regulated by the Essential Services
Commission;
declare the particular goods and services for which
the Essential Services Commission will regulate
standards and conditions of service and supply;
declare the goods and services for which the
Essential Services Commission will have the
function of regulating market conduct;
set out the approach and methodology the Essential
Services Commission is to adopt in relation to
regulating prescribed prices; and
declare other functions of the Essential Services
Commission. In particular, these may include
auditing, monitoring and performance reporting and
dispute resolution functions.
The bill also provides that the Essential Services
Commission can be given the function of reviewing
whether particular goods or services should be
regulated and making a recommendation to the
minister.
These provisions, together with the broader framework
set out in the bill and the Essential Services
Commission Act 2001, will ensure that the
government’s objectives for bringing the water industry
under the jurisdiction of the Essential Services
Commission are achieved.
In line with the government’s commitment to ensure
transparency in government decision making, it is
proposed that the minister will cause the water industry
regulatory order to be published in the Government
Gazette.
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The bill provides for codes to be developed and
implemented by the Essential Services Commission
and with which the regulated water entities must
comply. It is intended that the codes will primarily
relate to services quality issues. Under this proposal, the
Essential Services Commission will be responsible for
setting benchmark customer performance obligations.
The regulated entities will then be required to develop
customer charters that comply with the benchmark
established by the Essential Services Commission. In
the metropolitan sector these charters will replace the
current customer contracts. Accordingly, the existing
provisions in the Water Industry Act 1994 relating to
customer contracts are to be repealed.
It is also intended that a code developed and issued by
the Essential Services Commission could address
various matters in relation to the provision of regulated
bulk water and bulk wastewater services. Service
standards and other arrangements will be determined by
negotiation between bulk suppliers and their customers
consistent with arrangements set out in the code. It is
envisaged that these could include principles for the
negotiation of services standards, general matters to be
addressed in agreements, benchmark terms and
conditions of supply, provisions relating to procedures
for dispute resolution and other relevant matters that
would assist the parties to reach agreement regarding
service standards and related issues.
The bill also provides for the minister administering the
Water Industry Act 1994 to issue statements of
obligations for each of the water entities. The
statements will allow the government, as the owner of
the water entities, to specify obligations relating to the
performance of an entity’s functions and the exercise of
its powers. Specific obligations could include, for
example, community consultation, obligations in
relation to governance, asset management, emergency
and risk management, environmental sustainability, and
community service obligations. A water business will
be required to report on any breach or failure to comply
with any obligation. Before making a statement of
obligations the minister must consult with the Treasurer
and the Essential Services Commission. This will
ensure that any new financial impact can be considered.
Under the new arrangements for economic regulation
of the metropolitan water retailers, the existing
legislative role of the Essential Services Commission in
relation to its water and sewerage licences is no longer
necessary or appropriate. The bill therefore provides
that the minister will assume that role. A water or
sewerage licence may be made by the Governor in
Council, but the minister is required to consult with the
Treasurer before recommending the making or
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amendment of a water or sewerage licence. The bill
also provides for a change to the current limitation on
the term of a licence and to provide that these may be
issued on an ongoing basis.
To ensure that the Essential Services Commission may
be provided with the necessary information by the
regulated entities to enable it to exercise its powers and
to carry out its functions, the bill includes a requirement
for the regulated entities to provide it with such
information as it may require in the manner and form
and at a time decided by the Essential Services
Commission and as notified to the regulated entity.
Apart from the specific provision relating to the
proposed move to economic regulation by the Essential
Services Commission, in accordance with modern
business practice the bill also removes the immunity
currently provided in section 90 of the Water Act 1989
for officers and members of water authorities. This
would apply to members only after their current terms
of appointment expire. This proposal accords with
government policy and would place members of the
boards of these water authorities on the same basis as
officers and board members of the metropolitan
licensees and the Melbourne Water Corporation.
A further amendment to the Water Act 1989 is
proposed to reinstate a provision inadvertently removed
in 1997 which provided for the Central Gippsland
Region Water Authority (Gippsland Water) to accept
certain types of waste at its treatment facility at Dutson
Downs some 15 kilometres south-east of Sale. This
waste includes asbestos, oily sands containing naturally
occurring radioactive material and other contaminated
soils. A number of significant industries in the Latrobe
Valley rely on Gippsland Water’s acceptance of this
waste. Reinstatement of this provision will provide for
Gippsland Water to continue this activity. The proposed
provisions will also make Gippsland Water’s capacity
to accept this waste since 1997 clear.
However, since the licence provisions now provided for
in other legislation, such as the Environment Protection
Act 1970, include various conditions in relation to
Gippsland Water’s activities in relation to this waste, it
is not proposed to reinstate the provision requiring
ministerial approval for Gippsland Water to accept
waste from outside its sewerage districts.
It should be noted that Gippsland Water has a licence
issued under the Environment Protection Act 1970 to
accept waste material of the type delivered for disposal
by landfill with the exception of radioactive waste for
which it has an exemption issued in accordance with
the Health (Radiation Safety) Regulations 1994.
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The proposed amendments are sought to clarify
Gippsland Water’s arrangements with respect to its
current activities. Any extension of those activities is a
matter for consideration under other processes.
The proposed Water Industry (Essential Services
Commission) Bill 2003 represents an important
landmark in the water industry and will play an
important role in ensuring that future economic
regulatory decision making for the water industry will
reflect the government’s health, safety, environmental
and social commitments and provide long-term benefits
for all Victorians.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PLOWMAN
(Benambra).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 24 April.

SAFE DRINKING WATER BILL
Second reading
Ms PIKE (Minister for Health) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The Bracks Labor government is committed to
improving services to all Victorians in a financially
responsible manner. In particular, this government is
committed to protecting and improving the quality of
drinking water in Victoria.
Access to a reliable supply of good quality drinking
water is fundamental to community health and
wellbeing, and is essential for the development of many
sustainable value-adding industries in regional Victoria,
particularly the food and tourism industries.
Through this bill, this government is proposing a
comprehensive, statewide regulatory framework that
addresses these matters.
We believe that this bill significantly protects and
enhances the quality of drinking water supplies in
Victoria in a sustainable manner, therefore fulfilling a
major policy commitment of this government, as
encapsulated in our Growing Victoria Together policy.
The proposal also satisfies the government’s objective
of creating transparent processes for service delivery.
Scope and philosophy of the bill
The regulatory framework will cover drinking water
supplied by the state-owned water businesses around
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Victoria, principally the 3 Melbourne metropolitan
water companies, the 15 regionally based urban water
authorities and Melbourne Water.
The regulatory framework will also, for the first time,
cover drinking water supplies that are provided at
alpine resorts and supplies managed by Parks Victoria.
Rural water authorities are also covered in relation to
water destined for drinking in communities around
Victoria.
The bill also allows for the formal identification and
regulation of water that, although not intended for
drinking, is supplied in a manner that may lead to it
being confused with drinking water and inadvertently
consumed by the public. The bill will not apply to the
supply of packaged water or water for irrigation.
The bill embraces the total water cycle philosophy
through adoption of a sound and proactive
catchment-to-tap approach to drinking water quality
management. Further, environmental improvement is
likely to result from closer coordination between water
suppliers, catchment management authorities and local
government.
The bill addresses concerns raised in the past by the
Auditor-General and the Office of the
Regulator-General that, within the existing Victorian
water quality regulatory framework, responsibilities for
managing risks are unclear in a number of areas. The
bill provides the required clarification and also clarifies
roles and responsibilities among stakeholders for the
management of incidents of contamination of drinking
water in Victoria.
The framework is consistent with the Council of
Australian Governments national competition policy
principles for institutional reform. Its implementation
will also meet Victoria’s commitments under the
Council of Australian Governments water reform
agreement.
The framework has been developed over recent years
with considerable public, water industry and
stakeholder consultation. There were three consultation
stages during 2000, 2001 and 2002 covering the public,
industry and key government stakeholders.
In summary, the legislative proposal once enacted will
place Victoria in a leading position in Australia in the
regulation and provision of safe drinking water
supplies.
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Principal objectives
The bill is designed to require water suppliers to
develop and implement an integrated risk management
framework for drinking water quality, comply with
standards for water quality, communicate effectively
with all stakeholders and publicly disclose relevant
water quality information.
The proposed Safe Drinking Water Act will describe
the regulatory regime and contain key obligations
relating to risk management and public disclosure.
Regulations to be made under the act will include
necessary standards for water quality and associated
monitoring requirements.
The principal objectives of this bill are to:
protect public health in Victoria in relation to
drinking water supplies;
create a consistent statewide regulatory framework
for drinking water quality;
establish and implement comprehensive risk
management strategies for drinking water quality
that covers the overall delivery chain from the
catchment to consumer supplies;
give Victorians access to objective information about
the quality of drinking water that they receive;
provide communities with the opportunity to
establish local non-health-related standards for
drinking water quality;
ensure that proposed drinking water standards are
subjected to a rigorous benefit-cost analysis;
provide clarity of roles of the various parties who
may be involved in the management of incidents
concerning drinking water.
Key aspects of the bill
I will now turn to the key aspects of the bill.
Part 1 of the bill contains definitions and outlines the
purpose and application of the act.
Part 2 of the bill obliges each water supplier to develop
and implement drinking water risk management plans
and systems to cover risks and hazards that may affect
the quality of drinking water, from the catchment to the
tap. Water storage managers will also be required to
have in place and implement risk management plans.
These plans will be required to be independently
audited.
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Part 3 of the bill obliges the water suppliers to supply
drinking water that meets a set of water quality
standards, generally measured at or near the point at
which the drinking water is supplied to consumers. The
standards will cover health-related criteria, such as
microbiological and chemical safety, as well as
aesthetic criteria, such as taste, odour and
discolouration.
Part 3 also provides flexibility for specific local water
quality standards to be established through community
consultation, provided any risks to public health have
been adequately addressed. The water supplier will also
be required to report to consumers on the quality of
water supplied and disclose instances where the quality
of water may, for whatever reason or however briefly,
be suspected of posing a risk to public health.
Part 3 also requires that the drinking water quality
standards and the more detailed aspects of the risk
management requirements will be set through
regulations recommended by the Minister for Health,
after consultation with the Minister for Water, the
Minister for Environment and the Treasurer.
This will ensure that standards are set in a transparent
and appropriate manner, with the community benefits
and costs of particular standards clearly identified. The
intention is to develop standards based on the latest
version of the Australian Drinking Water Guidelines,
which is published under the auspices of the National
Health and Medical Research Council, whilst ensuring
that the standards are relevant to the needs of
Victorians.
Part 4 of the bill sets out the powers and functions of
the Secretary to the Department of Human Services in
relation to drinking water quality. In particular, this will
include powers to enter into undertakings with water
suppliers to achieve specified requirements and powers
to request information. Part 4 of the bill establishes the
mechanism for the exercise of these powers.
Part 4 of the bill also grants the secretary the power to
provide directions to a water supplier or a water storage
manager if the secretary believes that drinking water
may pose a risk to public health. Authorised officers
may enter water supply premises if the secretary
believes that drinking water may pose an immediate
risk to public health.
The bill requires the department to report annually to
the Minister for Health on the status of drinking water
quality in Victoria. It also requires the minister to
ensure that a copy of the report is laid before each
house of Parliament.
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Part 4 of the bill also sets out the mechanism by which
the cost of regulating the water suppliers can be funded
by the water supply industry in Victoria.
The total levy will be imposed having regard to the
costs that are incurred or are likely to be incurred by the
secretary to the department in relation to additional
activities carried out under the new regulatory
framework. The levy is estimated in total at less than
$1.5 million per annum.
The bill will complement the Food Act 1984, which
contains certain relevant offences and emergency
management powers. In particular, it will continue to be
an offence under the Food Act for a water supplier to
sell unsafe drinking water.
Part 5 of the bill empowers the Governor in Council to
make the necessary regulations. This part also provides
penalties for the provision of false and misleading
information to the secretary or to the public.
Part 6 of the bill proposes consequential amendments to
existing legislation that clarifies the regulatory
requirements placed on water suppliers. The bill will
repeal several water-related provisions of the Health
Act 1958 and a section of the Water Act 1989 that
provided a water authority with immunity from liability
for any action taken in connection with the treatment of
water in accordance with the Water Act or any other
act.
Implementation and operation
The proposed regulatory framework allows a staged
implementation of its requirements, to enable water
suppliers a reasonable time to comply. The act will
come into force on 1 July 2004.
In recent years the quality of drinking water in Victoria
has significantly improved. Nevertheless, there is still a
way to go in some areas, and undertakings from water
suppliers will provide a mechanism through which the
implementation of any new works required to meet the
standards can be achieved in stages, while all residual
risks are adequately managed.
It is anticipated that new capital and operating costs
arising from the framework can be managed as part of
the overall business improvement process undertaken
by water suppliers in Victoria.
The Minister for Health will also initiate a review of the
size and scope of the regulatory activities of the
department after the initial two years of full operation,
to determine the ongoing resources required to meet the
new functions under the act.
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Benefits to the community
The benefits to the community of the proposed
framework are provided through the increasing use of
risk assessment and management with regard to
drinking water supplies, improved confidence and
assurance in the delivery of good quality drinking
water, improved emphasis on catchment-to-tap
management and improved transparency of processes.
This is expected to result in a reduced frequency of
incidents of contamination of drinking water and
reduced severity of such incidents when they do occur.
Closing remarks
As I stated at the outset, regulatory reform of this nature
and the provision of good quality drinking water can be
expected to enhance the overall business
competitiveness of the Victorian economy. This will
facilitate sustainable and value-adding business,
tourism, cleaner agriculture and quality of life
opportunities in Victoria, especially in regional areas of
the state.
In closing, I would like to thank the many people who
have contributed to the development of this bill, in
particular through the extensive public and industry
consultation.
I believe that the bill strikes the right balance between
quality of drinking water supplies and affordability of
services.
I am confident that this legislation, and the bill which I
currently put before you, enhances the quality and
safety of drinking water supplies for Victorians and
therefore fulfils a major policy commitment of this
government.
I commend this bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mrs SHARDEY
(Caulfield).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 24 April.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
Valuing Victoria’s Water — Securing Victoria’s
Future
The SPEAKER — Order! In accordance with
sessional orders I have received advice that the Minister
for Water wishes to make a ministerial statement and
that seven members will speak in response.
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Mr THWAITES (Minister for Water) — I wish to
make the following ministerial statement.
Introduction
The biggest long-term challenge facing our nation is
securing sustainable water supplies for our future.
We live on the driest inhabited continent in the world,
yet we are one of the highest users of water per person.
If we do not act now to change the way we use water
and repair the long-term damage done by past practices,
our children will inherit a shrinking agriculture sector, a
weaker economy, and an increasingly arid and sick
environment.
In Victoria, the warning signs from the current drought
are stark: 273 of our towns are now on water
restrictions; our reservoirs are at their lowest levels in
more than a decade.
Many farmers are up against one of the worst seasons
on record, exacerbated by bushfires and poor
international prices for produce.
Soil salinity costs Victoria $27 million every year in
lost agricultural production, and is getting worse.
Reported algal blooms in lakes and streams have
increased since 1995, at a significant cost to Victoria.
Only a quarter of Victoria’s rivers are considered to be
in good health. Half our fish species are threatened with
extinction, including Australia’s largest freshwater fish,
the Murray cod.
These are not isolated problems needing a quick fix and
they will not disappear with an end to the current
drought. They are deep problems that are all linked —
and we all face the challenge of solving them, both for
today and for coming generations.
The challenge
The challenge is to build a sustainable and
world-competitive economy at the same time as
restoring the health of the environment.
Water is critical to Victoria’s economic performance
and quality of life. After manufacturing, agribusiness is
Victoria’s largest export earner. About $1.8 billion of
Victoria’s gross value of production is produced in the
northern irrigation regions.
Tourism from the Murray River and Gippsland Lakes
regions is worth more than $650 million and keeps
many rural communities alive.
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Over a quarter of a million Victorians enjoy inland
fishing each year, and they spend $260 million as
tourists across regional Victoria.
Safe, clean water is vital to the wellbeing of every
community.
The Bracks government has a fresh agenda for
sustainable water management to keep jobs on our
farms, restore the health of our rivers and floodplains,
and meet the demands for growth in our towns and
suburbs.
We will meet the challenge by:
protecting water flows in rivers, waterways and
groundwater systems;
reducing our use of pure drinking water and greatly
increasing the use of recycled and reclaimed water
for irrigation, industrial and urban use;
investing in efficient irrigation systems to lift
production with less water; and
better catchment management, recognising that
water supply, river and farm management, sewerage,
reuse of water, drainage, coastal protection and flood
control are linked and part of one system.
We have done much already, by beginning to restore
flows to the Snowy and other distressed rivers. The
community has responded to the drought, achieving an
11 per cent reduction in Melbourne’s water usage
against the original forecasts.
Now we must go further.
A prosperous future requires doing more with less
water, and forgetting the idea that any water can be
wasted.
A progressive and environmentally sustainable water
sector will be developed under our 10-year plan, Water
for the Future, which sets bold targets to change the
way we use water.
This session marks the first major steps forward with
the introduction of five key bills to:
establish the Water Trust Advisory Council to
implement the $320 million Victorian Water Trust;
give the Essential Services Commission power to
regulate price and quality of water services in the
long-term interests of all Victorians;
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amend the Victorian constitution to entrench in
public hands the responsibility for ensuring the
delivery of water services, as well as dams and
related major pipelines, so future governments
cannot wash their hands of their responsibilities;

reducing Melbourne’s drinking water use per capita
by 15 per cent by 2010; and

protect Victoria’s water rights from the River
Murray, and require the Murray-Darling Basin
Ministerial Council to develop a strategy for
increasing the environmental flows to the River
Murray; and

I am pleased to announce today that the government
will introduce a new permanent water-saving measure
for Melbourne to be in place by next summer, to help
achieve our targets.

establish a new drinking water regulator to ensure
proper monitoring of drinking water standards.
These key pieces of legislation demonstrate our
commitment to a sustainable future that balances the
economic, environmental and social imperatives for
Victoria.
Future directions
The priorities over the next four years will centre on six
key areas that together protect the environment,
properly value water and drive efficiencies on our
farms, in our factories and homes.
Smarter water use in cities and towns
We must get smarter in how we deliver and use water
in urban and regional Victoria.
The drought has brought the issue of water
conservation into every home.
Melbourne is experiencing the lowest level of water
supply in many years. Yet we consume, on average,
400 litres of water each, every day.
This cannot continue. The answer is not to build more
dams and further damage the environment. Dams have
already been built at the cheapest and most accessible
sites. The costs of any new dams will increase steeply
as more remote sources are tapped, and the impact of
further reduced river flows would be dramatic.
The answer is clear — water is a scarce resource. We
must value it as such and start living within our means.
Currently, the average home uses over half of their pure
drinking water to flush toilets and maintain gardens. In
the future, we must match the quality of supply to the
purpose for which it is used.
We have set bold targets to achieve this significant
change, starting with:

recycling 20 per cent of Melbourne’s ‘waste’ water
by 2010.

The water-saving measure will be based on the
successful by-law introduced by Barwon Water that:
banned the use of sprinklers between 10.00 a.m. and
5.00 p.m.;
banned hosing driveways, footpaths and other
impervious surfaces; and
introduced compulsory use of trigger hoses for car
washing.
We will consult widely with the community on the
details of this, and hold discussions with other water
authorities to investigate introducing similar restrictions
in other regions.
Over the next six months we will hold a major series of
community forums to showcase water-saving ideas
from individuals and businesses.
We will also build on the success of our rebate scheme
for rainwater tanks and other water-savings devices for
the garden. Already, more than 2000 people have
received rebates under the Water Smart Homes and
Gardens scheme. We will extend the scheme later this
year by considering rebates on water-saving appliances
inside the home.
The Bracks government will also continue to take the
lead on improving the choice for consumers, with a
national program of water-efficiency rating labelling —
similar to the successful energy rating system.
The commonwealth government has taken up our
labelling initiative with a report expected back next
month.
Victoria is also developing two major action plans to
drive water efficiency to reach our 20 per cent
reduction target in water wasted.
The water resources strategy for Melbourne, developed
last year with Professor Nancy Millis, will assist
Melbourne’s top 200 industrial water users to develop
water management plans, as well as help individuals
and households to reduce water wastage.
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And a water recycling action plan currently under way
will coordinate the development of recycling across the
state. Already, initiatives such as third pipe systems for
everyday use are being piloted in the new suburb of
Aurora in Epping North and the Sandhurst Club, a
development in Carrum Downs/Cranbourne.
These projects are being urgently progressed before
next summer so that we can put our water supply on a
sustainable footing.
Another innovative development from this government
is the vision for Werribee Plains — to create up to
1000 jobs by using recycled water for agriculture,
tourism and environmental improvements to the
wetlands and rivers. We are currently preparing a
business plan for this project, which is due for release
by the middle of this year. It will set out a framework
for the sustainable development of the region, and
outline strategies for attracting investment.
Smarter water use on farms
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Many farmers are already leading the way — we need
to help all farmers to make smarter use of water, and
improve how soils and crops are irrigated.
We will meet our targets by providing $320 million
through the Victorian Water Trust, including the
following projects to support innovative infrastructure
investments focused on water efficiency:
$40 million to upgrade irrigation systems on the
Goulburn and Broken rivers;
$20 million in upgrading systems in
Sunraysia–Mildura;
$30 million for country towns water supply and
sewerage program;
$20 million for the Gippsland Lakes and Macalister
River; and
$10 million towards the Werribee Plains vision.

Farmers live in the environment and understand better
than most that change is needed for the survival of the
farming sector.

We will also continue progressive improvements in our
water trading systems. Victoria’s reliable, clear rights to
water are already generating immense benefits. We
recognise that the water market has an important role to
play in the efficient management of the resource, both
inside Victoria and nationally.

About a quarter of water in Victoria’s irrigation system
is currently lost through evaporation and leakage, and
rising salinity levels are eating productive land.

Victorians have shown a real willingness to help
change water use. We will support communities to turn
that willingness into real outcomes.

Again, this is not sustainable. To be an international
leader in the production of clean and green food,
Victoria must build its competitive advantages and be
more efficient with water. The long-term viability of
the irrigation industry depends on the smart use of
water.

Protecting the environment

Lifting productivity on farms — while using less
water — is a major priority.

The Bracks government has confidence in the future of
Victoria’s farming sector, and is investing heavily over
the next 10 years in water infrastructure to support
innovative and efficient farming practices.
We will increase the efficiency of irrigation systems
across the state by 25 per cent by 2020 through
replacing channel systems with pipelines and other
improvements and reforms.
We will work with our farmers and water industry to
achieve this.
Beyond this, the CRC for Irrigation Futures has
identified a vision for Victorians of doubling
agricultural production while halving farm water use.

The Bracks government recognises the importance of
protecting the source of our water — our catchments,
rivers and ground water systems.
The quality of our water will decline without adequate
water flows in our rivers.
But rivers are complex systems. Their health depends
on a combination of river flow, water quality, the
condition of in-stream and riverbank habitat and the
management of their catchments and ground water.
When we trap winter stream flow in dams and weirs we
starve the river of water in winter and send it back out
in the heat of summer — reversing the natural flows
and isolating the river from its flood plain. When we
interfere with the system by taking large quantities of
water, discharging pollutants or poorly managing
adjacent land, the health of the river deteriorates.
Sick rivers bring great costs to the community, both
economic and social. Algal blooms cause higher costs
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because of the need for alternative water supplies and
treatment, while the closure of recreational lakes takes
away tourist revenue that regions depend on.
There are also high environmental costs of damage to
our rivers. For example, changes in river flows can
devastate native fish populations, reducing water
quality and food availability, preventing natural
migration, destroying breeding habitat and sometimes
leading to local extinctions.
Currently, the health of our rivers and aquatic systems
is poor:
only one-quarter of major rivers and streams are in
good or excellent health, and one-third are in very
poor condition;
water quality has deteriorated in the majority of our
catchments;
nineteen of Victoria’s 40 species of native freshwater
fish are considered to be threatened;
since European settlement, 35 per cent of the original
wetlands have been drained and converted to other
land uses.
This is not a situation that future generations should
inherit.
We have already acted through our river health
strategy. We have acted to secure a better future for the
Snowy, Wimmera, Glenelg and Murray rivers, with an
investment in water savings to increase environmental
flows. We are also better managing salinity and water
quality.
With our Water for the Future policy, we will
significantly improve the ecological health of our rivers
by 2010 by increasing environmental flows and
undertaking riverbank and catchment management
works.
This requires an integrated approach for it is not enough
simply to increase environmental flows. Better natural
resource management will make sure Victorians get
good value out of those increased flows.
The Environment Protection Authority is developing
strengthened environmental targets and the catchment
management authorities have been entrusted as the
caretakers of river health.
The Victorian Water Trust will also invest to bring
significant improvements in environmental flows.
Major work already under way includes our:
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Stressed Rivers program;
the Woorinen pipeline project — which is nearing
completion;
the $25 million package of water-savings projects in
northern Victoria;
the projects currently in progress under this program
include the Normanville pipeline, the Caseys Weir
pipeline and domestic and stock metering projects.
These upgrades will generate some 25 000
megalitres savings annually for the improvement of
environmental flows to the Snowy and Murray
rivers; and
Victoria’s $77 million commitment to the Wimmera
Mallee pipeline — a project of national importance.
This project will improve the health of our western
rivers systems and generate new economic
opportunities, but we are still awaiting matching
support from the federal government.
Pricing for sustainability
Water has been undervalued in the past and sold at
prices not reflecting its true cost and scarcity.
Melbourne householders pay more for 1 litre of milk
than they do for 1000 litres of water. This provides little
incentive to conserve a resource that is limited and
crucial to our future.
The debate today is not on whether the price of water
should go up by how much and how the transition can
be managed.
Victoria’s water authorities need to be financially viable
so our water assets are world class, using the new
technologies that can save water and improve
productivity. We also need to provide for responsible
management of the environment that supports our water
resources.
Delivering results through a progressive water
industry
The future directions for the management of water, as I
have outlined today, depend on a progressive water
industry.
The government will move to entrench in public hands
the responsibility for ensuring the delivery of water
services and in doing so will continue to be accountable
for the performance of these authorities.
Steps are already being taken to improve regulatory
arrangements for a new framework for drinking water
quality and establishing the Essential Services
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Commission as the economic regulator of the water
industry.
Today I am pleased to announce that I will be preparing
a green paper on all areas of the water industry.
The green paper will provide a framework for
consultation with the community and industry so the
next round of water reform is well founded and enjoys
broad support.
The green paper will look at a holistic approach to
managing water in the context of the complete
catchment. The interrelated issues of water supply, river
and farm management, sewerage, reuse of water,
drainage, coastal protection and flood control need to
be considered together.
National leader in water management
Victoria already is a national leader in water
management and will continue to lead by example.
Victoria will continue to push nationally for
comparable water entitlements to support trade across
state boundaries where this is physically possible.
Victoria is closely involved in Council of Australian
Governments discussions about the nature of water
property rights. It is widely acknowledged that it is
beneficial to have rights on the farm.
These projects together will ensure that we have the
right framework for the future.
Conclusion
Water lies at the heart of a sustainable and thriving
Victoria. Ultimately if our rivers, lakes, wetlands,
estuaries, bays and flood plains lose, so will our
economy and society.
It is time for Victorians to change the way we use
water. The water challenge runs deep, but we have the
expertise, the leadership and the dedication to make real
change and avoid a water crisis.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
expired.
Mr PLOWMAN (Benambra) — I move:
That this house takes note of the ministerial statement.

Victoria is undoubtedly facing the worst crisis in the
water industry that we have seen in our lifetimes. It is
undoubtedly a crisis that will wreak havoc on not only
the farming community but also the metropolitan
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community and our town communities right across
Victoria unless we receive above-average rainfall this
winter and spring.
We are faced with drought conditions that are
appalling. We are faced with the effects of the fires —
and I noted that there was no mention in the
statement of the fact that very many towns will be
extraordinarily adversely affected by the fires and the
outcome of those fires. We are affected by water
storages that are at an all-time low. We are affected by
the fact that we have drinking water in country towns
which is approaching Third World standards. Country
towns in central Victoria are having water carted in to
them by trucks. This is not what we expect in Victoria.
So, although I welcome the statement by the minister, is
this really it? Is this really all we have got to overcome
a crisis that is worse than any of us have ever seen in
the water industry? Is this really the answer to all the
problems we are facing in the water industry over the
next 12 months or two years, or over the next 10 to
15 years when it comes to agricultural water supply? I
find it incredible that this statement is so short on the
actual government support that is required for a
program when we are facing these circumstances.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PLOWMAN — I take up the interjection by the
minister. He said the coalition government put in
nothing. I tell you, Acting Speaker, that when we were
faced with a water crisis across Victoria, in order to
improve the quality of water delivered to towns across
Victoria and to supply the wastewater treatment that
was required right across Victoria, we put in
$1.4 billion — and that is the sort of money that is
required in these circumstances.
Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr PLOWMAN — It was not a promise, it was
actually $1.4 billion going into water authorities right
across Victoria. That made the most substantial
difference to water quality and water treatment. It gave
water treatment plants to towns that never believed they
would get that water treatment. That is the sort of
money we require. That is the sort of commitment I
was expecting from this ministerial statement.
I am horribly disappointed by the fact that the minister
has, by way of comparison to our $1.4 billion, really
only put up $320 million for the Victorian Water Trust.
When you read the details, you find that that
$320 million is going to be injected as the government
wishes to inject it. It is not up-front money; it will be
injected over a period of time. It is not a commitment
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that we will see in the immediate future, which is what
we need. It is quite extraordinary that the government is
not able to compare its commitment to the commitment
the former government made when it needed to do so.
I was also dismayed to read that the major projects will
not proceed without federal government financial
support. I quote from page 24:
The major projects under the Victorian Water Trust also need
commonwealth support to proceed beyond their first stages.

What a meagre promise that is, and what a cop-out it is!
In other words, for all the promises about what the
water industry requires, we have got a commitment of
$320 million, which I commend the minister for
introducing, but it is only for $320 million with the
proviso that the major projects that are required by
Victoria will not proceed unless the commonwealth
government comes in to financially support them
beyond the first stages.
Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr PLOWMAN — The minister says it is not true,
but that is in his statement. Obviously the minister’s
commitment to this is not what I expected it to be, it is
not what Victorians expected it to be and it is certainly
not what we need given the seriousness of the state of
the water industry at the moment.
I am pleased to be able to respond on behalf of the
opposition, because members of the opposition
certainly recognise the seriousness of this situation. I
can tell each member here that if we do not have
reasonable rains over the winter and spring this year we
will be in the middle of a catastrophe that nobody in
this state has ever seen before.
What is the government’s response? A meagre
$320 million that is to go to a trust and be spread over a
number of years. There are no increased water
restrictions immediately placed on Melbourne.
Melbourne should be faced with increased water
restrictions that should apply immediately.
The reason they should apply immediately is that it
gives the opportunity — —
Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr PLOWMAN — Stage 2 — and immediate! The
minister says there are restrictions applying at the
moment — and I have to say again that we applaud
that — but we need the city to go straight to stage 2
restrictions in order that people can — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr PLOWMAN — It is easier to accept these
restrictions during the winter and spring. It would mean
that if we were faced with a bad winter and spring we
would go into summer with Melbourne residents ready,
equipped and able to handle that further restriction if it
is required.
You can always take off a restriction. If we get
substantial rains over the winter and we find that we do
not need restrictions next summer, we can reduce them.
The government has the power to do that, and it should
do it, but I must say that I am concerned that the
government is not taking the situation as seriously as it
should.
Right across the state we will be faced with something
we have never seen before unless we get enough
rainfall to make a difference to our storages. In country
Victoria it is even more serious; we have never seen our
supplies at a lower level at this stage of the year. Since
Dartmouth Dam was built we have never seen our joint
supplies at a lower level. That means that farming and
irrigation operations that demand water to keep
perennial pasture crops or horticultural operations alive
will not get the water they require. I am sure the debate
will go into that more thoroughly, but that is the risk we
are facing running into winter and spring.
Again I applaud the minister for making this statement;
it is something that needed to happen. However, I am
extraordinarily depressed by the fact that the
government is not taking this issue as seriously as it
should. I certainly know that the opposition recognises
how serious this is, and it recognises that the
government must commit more to this project. The
government has got to commit dollars — dollars that
will let us see what is going to happen.
An Honourable Member — Not just words.
Mr PLOWMAN — Having been in California and
southern Canada in July last year looking at the water
industries that most closely replicate our water industry
in Victoria, I reckon we are 20 years behind. I cannot
point the finger of blame at this government for that —
the blame has to be accepted by all of us — but what I
can say, having seen that, is that I recognise what is
required in this state and what has to happen over the
next few years in order to start catching up on the
20 years we are behind. The paltry amount of
$320 million is not going to go near it. We will need the
sorts of amounts the former government put into the
water industry when it saw the need. It has to be in the
$1 billion to $2 billion bracket to do what needs to be
done.
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Again, I accept what the paper states, that the minister
has said we are going to increase the piping of open
channels. That is the first project; it should start at the
farm gate. That is where the major savings start. Then it
should come back through the smaller channels, which
can take up to 2-metre or 3-metre pipes. The saving in
many of those channels will be up to 50 per cent of the
water delivered from the major channel into the smaller
channels going out to farms and then into the channels
actually on farming property.
The other area where I think major improvements are
required is in the bigger open channels that cannot be
piped. In the main those channels have been built on the
tops of ridges, and most of the large sand deposits are
on those ridges, so where those sand deposits are and
how much water we are losing through them can be
clearly identified. It is imperative that we follow
Canada’s lead and instead of looking at concrete lining
consider lining with polyurethane and a nylon mesh
base to give it strength. Canada is finding savings of up
to 30 per cent in its channels. It is estimated that only
about one-third of the water that is released from the
Mulwala canal, for example, ends up irrigating plants.
The third area that really requires government attention
is assistance to farmers to change their farming
practices. From what I saw in California and in Canada,
changes that lead to the introduction of central pivot
irrigation instead of flood irrigation can result in an
uptake of 80 per cent of water used for plant growth
and savings of up to 50 per cent of the water that is
delivered to farmers. I saw a system in Canada that I
think the government should look at and apply. There is
an incentive system for Canadian farmers in the eastern
irrigation district whereby they are given 10 per cent of
the cost of a central pivot irrigator. That is the cost of
the deposit.
Over the next 10 years the savings made by the farmers
who take up the offer actually pay for the balance of the
central pivot irrigator. When central pivot irrigators
replace broadscale flood irrigation they save 50 per cent
of the water — sufficient to more than repay the
government’s initial 10 per cent deposit on those central
pivot irrigators. It is a first-class scheme that works.

Thursday, 10 April 2003

protecting water flows in rivers, increasing the use of
recycled water and improving catchment management.
All of these I applaud, but there is nothing new there.
These are things that the opposition did in its seven
years of government and this government has been
doing in its three and a half years in office. I repeat:
these are not new things.
The statement claims that government has done a lot
already and makes the point that the increased flows in
the Snowy River are significant. I would suggest that
the increased flows in the Snowy this year are an
embarrassment. To let those flows go down the river
when water is at a premium across Victoria and New
South Wales is an embarrassment for this government.
The statement that the 11 per cent reduction in
Melbourne’s water use is a direct response to
government action is not correct. The citizens of
Melbourne achieved that 11 per cent reduction because
they wanted to play their part in overcoming the
implications of this drought. I applaud the citizens of
Melbourne for doing that. But the government cannot
take the applause for it because, frankly, it has not been
responsible for it.
The major thrusts of the statement are the provision of
$320 million for the water trust, which is a start, and I
am delighted to see it; giving the Essential Services
Commissioner the power to regulate the price of all
water, which is an interesting move; and amending the
constitution to entrench the delivery of water services in
public hands, which again is a move I have no
argument with. There was no way in the world that the
Kennett government was going to privatise the water
services of this state. Yet this was thrown at us time and
again. I am quite happy to see that entrenchment; it
does not worry me a bit. But what does worry me a bit
is this government’s insistence, while it has the
opportunity, on entrenching all sorts of things that will
require a difficult set of circumstances to change if
there is a need.

As I said, we are 20 years behind California and
Canada in the way we give incentives to our farmers to
increase their water efficiency and make the savings
that we need.

I will say one thing on the issue. When the water
authorities were being amalgamated under the Kennett
government there were some which did not go through
that process but which in hindsight maybe should have.
Does the process mean that we will have to go through
the entrenchment requirement to see a merger of the
authorities? If that is the case, I think it would be an
entirely unnecessary use of the requirement.

Many issues come up in this paper; I cannot cover them
all, and I hope they will be well and truly covered by
the other six speakers. However, I have to ask: what is
new? The main thrust of the statement is about

There is also the requirement that the Murray-Darling
Basin Commission increase the environmental flows to
the Murray. Clearly the federal government, the
Council of Australian Governments and all the states
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involved in the MDBC now have this as their objective.
I cannot see that Victoria is taking the lead on this.
Yesterday in a very fine briefing on the water industry
the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research
Organisation made it clear that it is not just the
increased flows down the rivers that make the
difference, it is the way we manage those flows. I
recognise that the statement refers to bringing the
management of the water in the rivers and the flood
plains together to ensure the right environmental
outcome. I applaud that being in the statement, because
it is necessary. But I continually hear that we have to
increase environmental flows, and the point is made
that the state will be pushing for this.
I personally believe that the way we manage our rivers
and streams will give us the environmental outcomes
we need, and we can do that without adversely
impacting on the farmers and the productivity of this
state. I note also the claim that there will be a 50 per
cent increase in production on our farms using 50 per
cent less water. Frankly, that is an extraordinary claim
to make.
I am delighted to represent the opposition in its
response to the ministerial statement. I congratulate the
minister on introducing it, but I say that it is certainly
not enough. If the minister is fair dinkum about this, he
has to commit this government to providing much more
funding to meet those requirements.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kotsiras) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Mr HARDMAN (Seymour) — Firstly, I would like
to congratulate the minister and the government on
their vision in bringing forward this ministerial
statement. Our challenge is to pre-empt future water
issues and to show leadership by acting to address them
and ensuring a secure future for our economy, our
environment and the people in our communities.
In my brief speech I will talk about the drought, which
is affecting the Seymour electorate and the areas that
surround it. That includes Lake Eildon, just outside the
electorate; the Goulburn River; Broadford down to
Wallan and the Sunday Creek Reservoir; and even
Kinglake, where there are water issues. I will also talk
about how this statement may help and why I think it is
important, given the reliance of rural and regional
economies on water.
As many members know, Lake Eildon is at around
10 per cent capacity and falling. It is a major economic
factor that is affecting tourism in my electorate in
places such as the township of Alexandra and the
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surrounding districts, as well as the Lake Eildon area
and everywhere downstream from there along the
Goulburn River, right through to the towns of Yea,
Seymour, Nagambie and Shepparton and beyond, down
to the Murray.
At present the Sunday Creek Reservoir is at 10 per cent
capacity, and it has not been that low before. It is a
relatively new piece of water infrastructure, but even
20 years ago when it was being planned the local water
authority probably would not have foreseen or
understood the kind of urban growth that is occurring
now. That is why the ministerial statement, including
the work that is to be done into the future on water, is
so important. We need to be able to balance the
planning of our infrastructure for water and the growth
plans and demand projections for water use into the
future.
Recently I visited Lake Wallace at Edenhope, which I
once looked out on from my front veranda. It was
always full, and I had many fun fishing trips on that
lake. I would say it is now at nought per cent: there
does not seem to be a drop of water there. Although the
farms around the area are not too badly affected by the
drought, there is something wrong there, and we need
to look at the infrastructure in that area. I do not know
how people are utilising water in Edenhope now, but
we had tank water for drinking purposes and the local
water supply was just for washing — and, I suppose,
garden use. I would imagine it is a big issue for the
future for that area, and that issue travels across the
state.
The effects of the drought stop and slow farm
production. That means that on-farm jobs decrease and
the value-adding jobs that flow on from there go down.
Therefore our whole economy is at risk because our
export earnings are decreased significantly. I believe
Victoria’s farm exports are about the second-largest
part of this state’s exports, and they result in lots of jobs
and a lot of money coming into our economy.
The member for Shepparton would know that at present
many of the milk trucks that are not working in
Shepparton are being employed to bring water from the
Goulburn River to Broadford so that the town can have
a water supply for drinking and, obviously, hygiene and
health purposes. That is a stage 10 water restriction.
Goulburn Valley Water tells me that restrictions cannot
get any worse than stage 10 and that water will have to
be brought from the Yarra Valley to the southern parts
if the reservoir continues to drop.
Members might ask what we are doing about it. In late
November last year the Premier said he would establish
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a high-level task force. It has now started and is
working on the future of that area. Hopefully some of
the ideas that come from the task force will be able to
be utilised to plan for and protect water security for
urban areas into the future.
It is great to see that the project is off and running, and I
encourage members of the public to take the
opportunity to put in submissions and make
presentations to the task force, because they will be
taken into account. The government needs to ensure
that the report is completed by July 2003 as promised.
Just briefly, the Kinglake area has no water
infrastructure per se. It is a growing area with a large
population. The government needs to look carefully at
communities such as that where there is a high rainfall.
It may be that you do not need reticulated water if you
want tank water but where does the waste go in some of
the smaller subdivisions? Obviously, it goes into septic
tanks, but is that good enough? Some good ideas are
being implemented to save, reuse and recycle water that
could be used in other areas, but we need to support the
Kinglake area in the future. Hopefully someone will
take some responsibility for that.
The Victorian government, and indeed all other state
and territory governments along with the federal
government, has taken up its responsibility for the
challenges that lie ahead. In this sitting we will see a
number of bills come before the Parliament establishing
a framework for Victoria to tackle the important issues.
The bills will address matters such as safe drinking
water and keeping public ownership of water
authorities through the constitution and water authority
bills. Many of us see the importance of ensuring
responsibility for those authorities to the Victorian
community not to the shareholders. That is essential, as
is the Essential Services Commission, which will be
given regulatory powers on quality and pricing. That
will help give Victorians confidence in how water will
be managed into the future.
The water trust will be important for our future. As far
as implementation of the government’s election
commitments is concerned — the $320 million —
$40 million is to going to the Goulburn and Broken
River systems. That is great news. Like everybody in
the house, including the shadow Minister for Water, I
know there are millions and millions of dollars more to
be spent to bring up that system: from the dam wall at
Lake Eildon, to delivery to the farms and investment on
farms to make sure that the water that comes from that
area is being used in a way that is sustainable for our
future.
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The way we deliver and utilise water provides an
economic benefit and ensures that the social aspects of
our quality of life in country Victoria and across the
whole of the state are maintained and hopefully
improved into the future for some areas which at the
moment do not have the quality of water that we, who
live in urban areas, expect. The benefits that will come
from the implementation of the statement through
environmental flows and the reduction of salinity are
extraordinarily important.
Our rural and regional economies and communities rely
on the leadership of the Bracks government in this
issue. I will be the first to admit that it will not be easy.
There will be tough decisions about prices for
consumers, and responsibility has to be accepted by
governing bodies.
Mr Mulder — That’s what it’s about!
Mr HARDMAN — It is about having independent
and transparent arrangements for price setting. It will be
important and a cultural shift for many people. I am
really hoping that the opposition takes this opportunity
as a chance to show leadership with the government in
a bipartisan way and not to react in a self-interested
way. That is an important aspect of making sure
Victoria has a sustainable future and will be a challenge
not just for the government but also for the opposition
parties.
In the past Victoria has done a reasonable job in
managing its water, but we know that by 2030 there
will be an additional million people in Victoria. We
need to grow our regional and rural economies. Our
urban areas are probably at most risk of not coping in
the future if we do not fix up our water supply and
arrangements.
I congratulate the minister and the government in
general, the Department of Sustainability and
Environment employees, the previous minister, who
started the work with the department, and the Bracks
government leading up to the election commitments on
bringing the statement before the house. I also
congratulate all members of my own community for the
resilience they have shown through the hard times they
are suffering at the moment.
Mr RYAN (Leader of the National Party) — It is
my pleasure to join the debate on this ministerial
statement on an issue that is vital to Victoria’s future.
Indeed one of the views I share with the minister is his
opening statement that this is the biggest long-term
challenge facing our nation — that is, the securing of
sustainable water supplies for our future. That
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sentiment is strongly endorsed by the National Party,
and as everybody in this chamber would know, is
pivotal to so much of the policy development and work
that we have done in accommodating the needs of
country communities over the years and indeed the
decades.
I must say that if timing is everything in life, the timing
of the ministerial statement is very poor. I say that
because if we are going to get the sort of outcomes the
government is championing in this document we are
going to have to build on the basis of cooperative
participation by all stakeholders. At the present time we
simply do not have the proverbial level playing field.
That is because country Victoria and our regions are
still stricken by drought and are suffering the
consequences of the fires. In the totality of the
communities which are reliant upon our water — I
speak about our agricultural communities and our
general communities at large — for stock, domestic and
drinking water, now is not the time to be talking about
the issues which underpin the sentiments expressed in
this paper.
That is so because these people are frightened for their
future. On page 2 of his statement the minister has the
temerity to talk about the northern irrigation region and
the $1.8 billion of production that comes from there.
What he does not talk about is that by 16 April in the
Goulburn system up near Shepparton they have to pay
the final instalment of $14 million for water for which
they are being billed when they are only getting 57 per
cent of their allocations.
The farmers are paying for water they are not getting.
Quite frankly it is a bit rich for the government to come
in here and put forward sentiments about making better
use of water and doing more with less — and I will
return to that in a moment — when only last week I
asked whether this government, in the prevailing
circumstances, would see fit to make money available
to the water authority to give some sort of relief to
farmers who are struggling with the disaster they are
confronting.
Mr Thwaites interjected.
Mr RYAN — I take up the minister’s interjection:
there are other places around the state which are in a
similar situation. In Lowan the local municipality is
facing a similar outcome. If this government wanted to
do something practical right here and now, it would
ensure that the various communities who are having to
pay for water they are not getting are forgiven that debt.
That would be an immediate and enormous relief to
them. They need $14 million by 16 April, and they are
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not getting the totality of their allocations — and indeed
they are down to a miserable 57 per cent. To be having
this debate when we are going to need the cooperative
efforts of everybody involved to get anywhere is utterly
inappropriate!
This is an issue of vital state importance. About 75 per
cent of our reserves of water is devoted to the
agricultural sector; the remaining 25 per cent goes to
the other sectors. The 75 per cent that is devoted to
agriculture underpins an absolutely magnificent
industry that takes in not only our farms but some of
our manufacturing enterprises and so much of our small
business sector. When talking about these issues you do
not just stop at what is happening on the farms. For
example, you have to talk about the fact that, while it is
true that milk is produced on farms, it then goes to
processing plants such as Murray Goulburn, Bonlac
Foods Ltd and the other industry participants, and from
there it goes to the service industries. There are all sorts
of people involved in small business enterprises which
are making an enormous contribution across country
Victoria. They, as a collective, have an enormous
interest in the discussion which is provoked by this
statement.
So I repeat: it is an issue of vital state importance. Not
many people know that the major export product out of
the port of Melbourne is processed milk. Holden
engines are terrific, but the major export product out of
this port is processed milk. Taken in its totality, the
product that is derived from the work undertaken on our
farms and in the other areas of industry activity is based
around irrigation, and it is imperative to the way in
which this state functions.
A lot of those people are reflecting on the relativity of
this debate. When I look at this ministerial statement I
see the rather far-sighted, so it would seem, initiatives
that the government is proposing for Melbourne. At
page 5 of the statement the government talks about
banning the use of sprinklers between 10.00 a.m. and
5.00 p.m., banning the hosing of driveways, footpaths
and other impervious surfaces, and introducing the
compulsory use of trigger hoses for car washing.
Enabling that to happen will require extensive
community consultation, and that is what it is going to
do.
Meanwhile out in country Victoria, beyond
metropolitan Melbourne, we have farming communities
on their knees and going broke — they are going out
backwards — because of the drought. How do I know
that? Because I have seen it happening to them. I have
been to their kitchens, I have sat in their backyards and
I have walked around their farms. The relativity of this
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debate is important to these people. My concern is that
while those sorts of issues are being given currency by
the government, the people out there on the farms and
all those enterprises which are dependent upon them are
grappling with the fact of having to find the money to
put food on the table.
This document is dotted with simplistic statements that
I do not have enough time to talk about, because I only
have 10 minutes. It refers to dams being a complete
anathema. The fact is that if, for example, we did not
have the Thomson Dam, there would be no water in the
Thomson River today. While I am on the issue of the
Thomson Dam, I want this government to guarantee in
the context of this debate that it will not take any more
water away from Gippsland and that it will ensure that
what we Gippslanders have left will remain out of
consideration for any future use of water from the
Thomson.
Rather than making simplistic statements about dams,
the government should be having a proper and realistic
look at the prospective options to see whether we can
do it in a way which ensures we look after the
environment issue. Environmental balance is absolutely
vital; there is no doubt about that. But the whole theme
of this paper is about taking away the water rights
farmers have while they are supposed to produce
double.
Mr Thwaites interjected.
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involve the same thing, but time does not permit me to
do so.
The last thing I want to suggest to the minister is this: if
he is fair dinkum about this debate, he has to teach his
own backbenchers what this is all about. If the minister
is serious about it, government members need to be
instructed about this industry. They need to understand
that the cap is not something you stick on your head
when you are going outside in the sun but something
very relevant to water allocations up around northern
Victoria. And they need to understand that when we
talk about a megalitre of water we are, roughly
speaking, talking about the size of an Olympic
swimming pool.
Government members should be given some idea of the
relativity of the whole thing. Get them out on site to
look at how water is being used these days, because the
political reality is that the Labor government will be
shaping policy and passing legislation, the nature of
which is before us today. It is therefore important that
the government be taught the complexity of this
amazing industry and what it does for us all in country
Victoria.
Finally, the government should be aware of the
vulnerability of the people who are at the sharp end of
the stick over this, because at the end of the day they
are the ones being asked to bear the brunt of the terms
of this miserable ministerial statement.

Mr RYAN — The minister asks, ‘Where does it say
that?’. In his statement the famed Cooperative Research
Centre is quoted by him as saying that farmers are
going to halve their water supply while getting twice
the production. That is where it comes from, Minister:
it is in your blasted statement! But it does not deal with
the issue attended to that. What happens to property
rights which are locked up in the water rights? The
statement says nothing about that. It is going to take
away their water rights, but what is going to happen by
way of compensation if all these fine aims and ideals
are achieved? That does not even rate a mention! I will
be interested to hear what government members say
about that.

Ms LINDELL (Carrum) — I congratulate the
minister and the government on bringing down today’s
ministerial statement, Valuing Victoria’s Water —
Securing Victoria’s Future. Government is all about
leadership, and that is what we are seeing today.

Time is on the wing, I regret to say, and I would have
loved to run through some of the initiatives referred to
in the statement. I support most of them, because most
of them are National Party policies — for example, on
the issue of water tanks. When we suggested that
during the campaign we were pooh-poohed by the then
minister. Two weeks later the government produced a
policy which was the same. Two weeks later! There are
about six or seven initiatives I could refer to that

On that note I would like to start my contribution,
because we have to acknowledge that if we stay the
same and do nothing, if we continue to use water as we
have in the past and to view it as a means to prosperity
only, we will destroy the very basis of all our prosperity
and this continent.

I refer to a quote from the Wentworth group of
scientists’ reform agenda entitled Blueprint for a Living
Continent:
Our land management practices over the past 200 years have
left a landscape in which freshwater rivers are choking with
sand, where topsoil is being blown into the Tasman Sea,
where salt is destroying rivers and land like a cancer, and
where many of our native plants and animals are heading for
extinction.

The Bracks government’s 10-year plan, Water for the
Future, which was released during the election
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campaign, includes a number of very important
measures which are contained in the water legislation
that was read a second time today — and they are also
included in the ministerial statement. One, of course, is
the Victorian Water Trust’s handing over of power to
the Essential Services Commission to regulate price and
quality of water services, to amend the constitution, to
place responsibility for delivery of water services in
public hands, to establish a new drinking water
regulator and to amend the Murray-Darling Basin Act
to enable the development of a program to increase
environmental flows to the Murray River.
Mr Delahunty interjected.
Ms LINDELL — I will take up an interjection from
the member for Lowan. When I was a small child the
very best of my times were spent on a dairy farm on
irrigation on the Loddon River at Appin, just near
Canary Island.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms LINDELL — A lovely place, or it was.
Recently I had some photos sent to me of the Loddon
River, and I nearly cried. My forebears who farmed
there did not intend ever to do what has happened —
they would not want to see what has happened — to
that area. What we have to do — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms LINDELL — Yes, it is a drought. We live in a
country of drought and of floods. We must change our
practices to reflect that. Although we can all sit and try
to hang on to our sectional interests, we must
acknowledge that the Murray River no longer flows
into the ocean. Surely it is time to step back from
party-partisan views and to say, ‘We must do
something, we must take hold of our destiny for our
grandchildren’s sake’. I know that my grandmother
would be crying inconsolably to see what has happened
to the Loddon River at Canary Island where she lived.
This is a much bigger argument than the one about who
put in how many billions of dollars or who is going to
contribute how many millions of dollars. This is an
argument about how we view the most precious
resource on earth.
Last year I had the amazing pleasure of hearing Peter
Cullen speak at a conference in Adelaide. He told the
remarkable story of a friend of his in Africa. He was
having an Internet conversation about what the water
problems were in Africa, and the response was that
where they lived they did not have water problems
because they went 5 miles daily and got the water from
the well. They did not have a water problem!
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We all know the scientific fact is that the higher our
standard of living, the more water we use. We know
this, yet we decide that we can carry on as though that
is not a fact.
What we have today is a statement about how we want
Victorians to view their water. The member for
Benambra said that the government was trying to take
credit for Melburnians saving 11 per cent in their water
usage. Nothing could be further from the truth.
Government is about leadership. We need to encourage
all Victorians, whether they live in rural areas or urban
areas, whether they use water domestically, industrially,
agriculturally — —
Dr Sykes — Or recreationally.
Ms LINDELL — Or recreationally, thank you. We
need to consider drinking water, grey water,
stormwater — these are all very different components.
As a city dweller the only time I ever thought about
drinking water was when I went to the farm. The
drinking water came out of the rain tank and the
washing water came out of another pipe. I did not
realise, but, of course, it had all been recycled.
As I say, Melburnians can contribute an extraordinary
amount to how Victorians change their views of water.
I certainly commend the introduction of new permanent
water-saving measures. They will go a long way
towards changing how people perceive what is our
most precious resource.
I welcome the fact that there will be consultation on the
details. I am hopeful — I think it is most probable —
that through those consultations Melburnians will come
up with other ways that we can save water, perhaps
with new plumbing adaptations — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms LINDELL — We saw that in Kingston not so
long ago. Across Australia farmers and graziers are
striving to make primary production sustainable. I agree
with the member for Benambra that probably the most
environmentally aware Australians would be our
primary producers. They do understand.
There are very different ways that we can use our
water. The cotton industry uses 7 per cent of Australia’s
total water. All the urban areas on the eastern coast also
use 7 per cent. When we look at the value of the cotton
industry we could question whether it really is the best
way, the most cost-efficient way that we can use 7 per
cent of Australia’s water.
An honourable member interjected.
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Ms LINDELL — No, I am using it simply as an
example that there are other ways of using water. In
particular I mention the 20 per cent wastewater reuse
target for Victoria. As people would know, the Eastern
Treatment Plant at Carrum Downs is very close to my
electorate.
I commend it for the work it is doing at the moment in
looking at working with all the golf courses in the area.
Many members of Parliament would know of the
magnificent sand-belt golf courses down through my
electorate and beyond. It is looking at how recycled
water from the Eastern Treatment Plant can be used on
these courses, and turf manufacturers are already using
reused water.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Smith) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I rise to contribute to
the debate on the ministerial statement on implementing
water policy for the future. I start by recognising the
comments of the member for Benambra, who asked
what was new about this entire ministerial statement. I
have gone through the statement from page 1 right
through to page 15 and put a line through anything that
has already appeared in the press or been part of a
would-do-if-you-could-do policy or appeared as
information in departmental brochures. Once you start
to cross out those sections of the minister’s statement,
there is not an awful lot left to discuss.
However, I recognise the contribution of the member
for Seymour, who at least had the gumption and the
spine to say in his summing-up that the entire
ministerial statement is about jacking-up the price of
water. He at least had the gumption to come out and say
that, when almost all the other Labor Party contributors
did not.
Page 5 of the statement says that the Essential Services
Commission will be given the power to regulate the
price and quality of water services in the long-term
interest of all Victorians. Further into the document,
and this relates to his proposed green paper, the
minister talks about directing the Essential Services
Commission on further water price increases. We have
all heard the waffle about community consultation and
setting up new commissions, but clearly what will
happen in the end is that the minister will direct the
Essential Services Commission. The decision on what
level of price increase can be dragged out of Victorians
will be made by the government of the day in the best
interests of Treasury, not the people of Victoria.
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The next issue relates to the establishment of a new
drinking water regulator to ensure the proper
monitoring of drinking water standards. Why do we
need another layer of bureaucracy? What is wrong with
the existing water authorities? The coalition
government put over $1 billion into improving drinking
water, particularly in rural and regional Victoria. We
have world-class drinking water: our supply is regarded
as one of the safest supplies in Australia, if not the
world. Why then would the government go through the
process of establishing another water regulator, with
another line of bureaucracy?
It is saying to the water authorities and their boards,
‘We do not have any confidence in the way you are
running your process. We are going to bring in another
level of bureaucracy to further add to the cost of water
around the state’. This is about another statutory
authority and another regulator. It almost appears that
each time members come into this house they debate
another line of bureaucracy being introduced by the
government.
The next issue intrigues me. On page 8 of the statement
the minister said:
I am pleased to announce today that the government will
introduce a new permanent water-saving measure for
Melbourne to be in place by next summer, to help achieve our
targets.
The water saving measure will be based on the successful
by-law introduced by Barwon Water that:
banned the use of sprinklers between 10 a.m. and 5 p.m.;
banned hosing driveways, footpaths and other
impervious surfaces, and
introduced compulsory use of trigger hoses for car
washing.

It has taken a regional water authority to tell the
minister what is wrong and what he should do. Why
does the minister not bring Stephen Vaughan, the
chairman of Barwon Water, down here? At least he and
the board of Barwon Water had the backbone to
implement the restrictions. They even came down to
Colac, where I live, where there is no shortage of water.
The reserves were well and truly up, yet the people of
that region accepted the recommendations and the
by-law. Yet the minister is going out and talking to
everybody about it, and another major consultation
process has to be undertaken. Show some backbone,
Minister! Barwon Water did it, and there was no
downside to it.
Why does the government have to go through a
massive community consultation process when water
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levels continue to drop? It is extraordinary. The
minister does not have the backbone to do what a
regional water authority has done. He has had to take its
lead. Surely the minister, recognising that water is such
an important issue in rural and regional Victoria as well
as in Melbourne, should show some leadership and say
to other water authorities, ‘This is what you should be
doing’. He has allowed a regional authority to dictate
terms and show leadership. He has had absolutely
nothing to do with it.
Even following the historic instance of Barwon Water
getting community acceptance, the minister is still not
sure whether he is game enough to take the next step
and do some of the hard yards himself. It is appalling
that a regional authority has had to lead the way and
that the minister has followed along on its coat tails.
In his statement the minister said:
We will also build on the success of our rebate scheme for
rainwater tanks and other water-saving devices for the garden.
Already, more than 2000 people have received rebates under
the … scheme.

The minister did not mention how much of the
$10 million has gone out. The information the
opposition has received is that up to the end of
February, the figure was less than 5 per cent. In one of
the worst droughts on record, when $10 million is up
for grabs, only about $50 000 has gone out. Because it
was a policy announcement, as soon as the Labor Party
won government it went flat. The government said,
‘Don’t anyone talk about the rebate scheme, because
people will apply for money’.
That is what has happened. The money has not gone
out and the scheme has not been well managed — it has
not been advertised and has fallen flat on its face. In
one of our worst drought periods the Minister for Water
has once again done absolutely nothing to promote the
scheme and to promote rain water tanks, except before
the election. After the election the scheme fell flat on its
face and nothing more has happened.
You have to go through another four or five pages of
government waffle in the ministerial statement before
you get to page 9. There the minister refers extensively
to the health of our rivers, including the problems we
have had extracting water from our rivers over a long
period and the need to look after them. As we speak an
environmental impact study is being carried out on an
icon river, the Gellibrand, which sits in the middle of
the proposed expanded Angahook park.
Of the 21 000 megalitres of water that comes down
from the head of the river there is a proposal to harvest
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about 6000, which on top of the existing bulk
entitlements would mean that that icon river would lose
about a third of its entire environmental flow. One
cannot imagine why this option is even being pursued
by the Bracks Labor government when it is aware that
right around the state and in other jurisdictions the word
is that we need to look after our rivers, which includes
looking at means of returning flows. Yet we have a
study being carried out in the proposed expanded
Angahook park that is looking at draining almost
one-third of the Gellibrand River.
I absolutely support Barwon Water and its board in the
work it is doing to find additional water for the people
of Geelong and the region. But there are other
alternatives in the Barwon bore field and further afield
at Bambra. The government should get off its rear end
and do something about the Werribee reuse project.
There are a host of other options, but they are hard
options, and they are dollar options. At this point in
time, due to the inability of the minister and the Bracks
Labor government to deal with the issue of water
shortages, there is a proposal to drain around one-third
of additional water out of an icon river, the Gellibrand,
which sits in the middle of the Otways. That is
completely and totally unacceptable. As I have said, I
support Barwon Water, and I will work with it to do
whatever it can to establish its water resource.
Mr HELPER (Ripon) — I also join with members
on this side of the chamber in congratulating the
Minister for Water on an excellent ministerial statement
that shows his leadership and the previous minister’s
leadership and the way in which the Bracks
government has supported their leadership on the water
issue.
I very much welcome the opportunity to add my
comments to this ministerial statement, because like all
members in the house I believe the issue of water
applies directly to my community and effects it in a
tangible away.
We should all accept the issue underpinning the
minister’s priority on the issue of water — that the
water resource is finite and we are consuming it in an
unsustainable away. When our communities face such
fundamental challenges, individuals react in a variety of
ways. Some react by ignoring the problem, hoping it
will go away. Others react by simply not caring and not
allowing the issue to register on their radar screen. A
third category work towards solutions in their own lives
and solutions within their communities. Clearly the first
two categories of response are unacceptable, and all
members should join in condemning such reactions.
The third category is clearly the only reasonable
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response. I am proud to be a member of a government
that has clearly aligned itself with the third category of
response on this issue.
I do not want in any way to erode the historic nature of
the ministerial statement by dwelling on the
opposition’s response, so I will only say three words to
describe the shadow water spokesman’s contribution —
whingeing, whining and carping.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HELPER — That would be four words and
would give it excessive airplay!
The comments of the Leader of the National Party were
beneath contempt. His vision extends to being part of
the previous government that held back reform in the
water industry. An example was the freezing of water
prices. Contrast that to the government’s leadership on
this issue, through the minister. There is a raft of
legislation on the notice paper through which we are
establishing our leadership credentials on this issue. We
are establishing, for example, the Water Trust Advisory
Council to implement the decision of the $320 million
water trust. That is an election commitment and will
very much go towards improving infrastructure that has
for so many years been neglected in this state.
We are also introducing water pricing through
legislative reform by giving the Essential Services
Commissioner the power to regulate the price of water
services. If we are to be fair dinkum about the reform of
our water sector we need to have a pricing structure
which recognises the scarcity of water and the true
supply cost of water and which in a fairer and more
transparent way builds those pricing signals into the
way we orchestrate the sector.
Another landmark piece of legislation that illustrates
our leadership on this issue will enshrine in the
constitution the government’s responsibility to operate
and own the water sector on behalf of the community.
Many of the contributions on the ministerial statement
by opposition members sounded very shallow and
transparent, given their track record of having moved
inexorably towards water privatisation, only being
stopped by the election of the Bracks government in
1999. The fourth piece of legislation will maintain the
Victorian government’s leadership on the
Murray-Darling Basin Ministerial Council by ensuring
the quality of drinking water in our communities.
The government has set a number of ambitious but
eminently achievable targets, both in its ministerial
statement and previously. It has already put in place
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enormous infrastructure projects and the reform of the
water industry to achieve those targets. Those targets
will not be achieved alone. Governments never operate
the water sector alone, because every tap and every
irrigation channel gate interfaces with the real
community and real individuals. Ambitious but
achievable targets will only be achieved in conjunction,
in cooperation and in consultation with the broad
community that we are all here to serve.
As Victoria accepts the reality of the water issue there
will be difficult issues to face. It will not be easy. There
will be changes, and change is never easy in any sector
of our community. Some people will be perceived as
losers, and some people will be perceived as winners.
But this government’s dedication to ensuring that
change is, firstly, managed in a fair and transparent
way, and secondly, for a common good outcome,
stands us in good stead as we move into an era where
there will be significant reform not only of the water
industry and water infrastructure, but also the way we
as a community see the stuff that comes out of taps.
The water issues are clearly highlighted through the
current drought. One does not have to go too far
through my electorate to recognise that — for example,
we have water restrictions in all towns in my electorate.
There are lakes that are empty — for example, Lake
Learmonth. It is amazing the flow-on problems that
come from those sorts of issues. Learmonth as a
township relies enormously on Lake Learmonth for
recreational and tourist attraction purposes. When it is
empty there are an enormous number of challenges
faced.
But honourable members may be interested to know
that Learmonth could become the world capital supplier
of a weed called fairy grass that grows profusely in dry
lake beds. Apparently the only reasonable use for it is
nesting material for finch breeders. So I think with Lake
Learmonth we have cornered the world market on finch
nesting material. I look forward to that industry
flourishing only until it rains again and Lake
Learmonth actually fills, which I hope happens very
shortly.
As to supplementary temporary supplies of bore water
for small towns, when bore water is used as a
temporary supply there are a number of issues with it.
Usually it is not efficient and effective to put
dehardening plants in on a temporary basis. Therefore
water quality becomes a problem when temporary bore
water is used. All of those issues impact — —
An honourable member interjected.
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Mr HELPER — We will introduce in Clunes a
dehardening plant.
Mr Mulder interjected.
Mr HELPER — It has been interesting in the last
few seconds. Let us just reflect on the honourable
member for Polwarth’s response on the issue of water.
He is only outdone by the member for Benambra in
terms of the spoiling game he plays on an issue that
ought to be bipartisan. It is shown again here today,
through his interjections, that he does not have the
capacity to provide the slightest bit of leadership on
issues of water, or any issues that affect regional
communities. Thank heavens he is in opposition and his
lack of leadership does not impact directly on
communities!
Mr INGRAM (Gippsland East) — It is always a
pleasure to join in the debate on such an important
subject. I would like to first recognise that the first stage
in water reform is recognising the enormity of the
problem we face right across our water industry and our
rivers in this country.
I think it is highlighted in the second paragraph of the
ministerial statement that we live in the driest inhabited
continent in the world, yet we are one of the highest
users of water per person. When you combine that with
the fact that our environment is also the most irregular,
because enormous amounts of water come down in
flood periods and there is no such thing as an average
rainfall in this country, which most farmers are feeling
the effects of at this moment, you realise the significant
problem.
I would like to start off with a statement: for the
survival of Australia in the driest inhabited continent on
earth we must preserve the quality and quantity of our
key elements — our air, our soil and our water. If we
do not conserve those basic elements, our survival and
biodiversity will be severely impacted. I would have to
say that we are doing pretty dismally at that in a whole
range of areas across our environment. Our water
quality has diminished quite substantially right across
our state and our country. We have major pollution
problems. We have overextraction problems, algal
blooms, declining fish stocks and salinity. We have
basically built our country around our river systems and
our coastal systems. We have loved our rivers to death.
I would like to give a couple of examples of that. As
national president for Native Fish Australia, one of the
biggest impacts of our overuse and loving our rivers to
death has been the decline of our native fish
populations. If you look at the Murray–Darling Basin
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native fish strategy which has recently been released
and endorsed by both the state and federal
governments, the scientists there estimate present levels
of native fish communities in the Murray–Darling
Basin to be about 10 per cent of the pre-European
settlement levels. Without intervention this is likely to
fall to near 5 per cent in the coming 40 to 50 years, so
basically we are going to lose our species diversity with
the numbers of our native fish population continuing to
decline, even if we make the changes necessary now.
The reasons are flow regulation, habitat degradation
and lowered water quality. That includes things like
cold water pollution and increased nutrients, increased
turbidity, sedimentation, salinity, and barriers to
migration where we stop the flow of species up and
down rivers. It includes alien species — the
introduction of fish like carp, gambusia, weatherloach,
redfin and trout. It includes the commercial and
recreational catch of species and illegal fishing. It
includes diseases which impact on Macquarie perch. It
includes translocations — actually mixing up the
genetic diversity of individual species and introducing
not only alien species but fish from another area. It is
bringing the genetics of another area within the
Murray–Darling Basin to an area where the potential
survival of the fish is threatened.
The other issue that needs to be addressed as an
example is the Gippsland Lakes, and what we have
done to the Gippsland Lakes, which is the playground
of large numbers of Melburnians. We have had tourism
on the Gippsland Lakes. It is the largest inland
waterway in Australia, but that suffered severe decline
as soon as the Thomson Dam was built. Basically one
of the biggest impacts on the Gippsland Lakes is
Melbourne’s water use. We need to address that as part
of the overall picture of returning some environmental
sustainability in our water use.
The key to achieving cultural change in water reform is
genuine commitment to this cause. This has to come
from the grassroots, and I think the Snowy River story
is a classic example of that. That is a grassroots
campaign from local communities that said we should
not accept the fact that a large portion of the Snowy’s
water is diverted out of its catchment which has led to
significant decline of that river.
I congratulate the government on returning the first
flows back to the Snowy. We are not there yet. We
have a long way to go, but that was a great and historic
day — the fact that we have actually recognised that we
have caused a problem to the environment and are
returning sustainable use of water. As soon as you take
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out 30 per cent of water from a river, you have
longstanding environmental impacts on that system.
The other issue we need to address is the Melbourne
water use. We had a forum yesterday which was quite
informative. As we have said, Australia is the driest
continent in the world with a variable climate, yet there
is a consistent desire within Melbourne to make it look
like Europe. We are trying to bring in European
cultures and an environment into the city. To do that we
plant European trees and we have to water our lawns
and median strips. That is an enormous waste of water.
You only have to drive around Melbourne in the early
hours of the morning — luckily we do not have too
many late night sittings here — as you go home from
this place or as you come in early in the morning to see
sprinklers turned on on the median strips with water
running down the roads and into the drains. It is an
enormous waste of valuable water.
The community has been isolated from the impact of its
water usage. A classic example is that when you live in
the country and survive on water from a tank you know
that when you turn the tap on the water comes out of
your tank. If it does not rain, the tank will not be
refilled. Then you will run out of water. As soon as we
put ourselves on reticulated systems we end up with
high-pressure hot and cold water, but the community is
not exposed to the impact. We need to create an
environment where the community knows that every
time a tap is turned on, it has an impact on the
Gippsland Lakes, the Thomson River and on the Yarra
River.
Not only that, but the overuse of water has an impact
downstream when we stick it into treatment plants and
pump it out through the ocean outfall at Gunnamatta.
That has an additional impact. We need to get the
message home about irresponsible use of water. We
have not done a good enough job on that, and until the
government creates a link between water usage and the
environmental effects of that usage we will not solve
the problem.
One example used in East Gippsland recently was in
relation to the extremely dry conditions. The Mitchell
River irrigators wanted a total ban. That would be to the
large financial detriment of farming communities in
Bairnsdale, yet at the same time the town water supply
was being used to do exactly what it is used for in
Melbourne — to irrigate all the town’s median strips.
That does not send a very good message, and there is
inequity between the water use in rural areas and the
water use in urban areas. Everyone has to share the pain
of water reform.
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The other issue which has been around for a long time
is the Australian water dream. I am sure all members
have seen that, with the engineers saying that all we
need to do to solve the problem of water usage in the
Murray–Darling Basin is to divert the Clarence River
inland. There was also a proposal to divert all the
northern rivers to flow down into the Murray–Darling
Basin. Another suggestion that was of interest to me
was to divert one of the major rivers in New Guinea,
pipe it under Torres Strait and into northern
Queensland.
That really highlights the fact that inter-basin transfers
of water are one of the most inequitable and damaging
things that can be done. We have seen it with the
Snowy River. You basically create a problem on each
side — a problem with a lack of water on one side and
another problem on the other side with overuse of water
and too much water.
Will we in future only be able to see Murray cod
through picture books? Will we only be able to see
healthy rivers through old photographs?
Motion agreed to.

COMMONWEALTH GAMES
ARRANGEMENTS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 20 March; motion of
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Environment).

Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — I am pleased to be
able to contribute to debate on the Commonwealth
Games Arrangements (Amendment) Bill. As I have
said before, the commonwealth is a precious institution
and at a time like this we should be valuing it even
more, and the Commonwealth Games is a
demonstration of that institution. It is an important
event in itself.
Members of the opposition support the Commonwealth
Games without hesitation. There is no greater sight in
my view than to see a young Australian performing at
the Commonwealth Games or the Olympic Games. As
I have said in this chamber before, I will have
everlasting memories of Raylene Boyle punching the
air at the Brisbane Commonwealth Games. I look
forward to the great Victorian swimmer, Matt Welsh,
achieving something similar in future games. It is every
kid’s dream to participate in such an event. I certainly
congratulate the previous government on winning the
bid to stage the Commonwealth Games.
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When it came to establishing the Commonwealth
Games Arrangements Act, the principal act on which
this bill focuses, the opposition supported it. The act
provides special planning powers to the Minister for
Commonwealth Games in the other place. It provides
massive exemptions from the normal planning process.
Those special powers are a recognition of the special
event concerned. The granting of those powers is an
exceptional freedom given to a government in special
circumstances. It was never intended to have been a
permanent granting, and to the best of my knowledge
that has never occurred, but those powers have to be
used responsibly. Under the Commonwealth Games
Arrangements Act all the fundamental powers
necessary to achieve the games have been established,
which is evidenced in much of the correspondence that
is already emanating from the government. I will return
to that shortly.
Essentially the Commonwealth Games Arrangements
Act said to the government, ‘You can do whatever you
want and whatever is necessary until the games are
concluded in 2006’. Now the government has
introduced the Commonwealth Games Arrangements
(Amendment) Bill, the bill now before the house, which
seeks to insert into the principal act a number of new
and technical amendments, but among those new
provisions is a dramatic extension of the powers of the
principal act.
The extension is for nearly six years beyond the
conclusion of the games, and there is a significant
expansion in the scope of those powers. There is a
continuation of the exemptions in the arrangements
under the principal act. This is fundamentally a huge
gift to the selected tenderer for the land to be used for
the proposed games village. That has been done after
the event. Essentially the government is now asking
Parliament to say to it, ‘Okay, now you can do what
you like not only until the games are concluded but for
some five or six years thereafter’.
This bill is more about the post-games period than the
pre-games period. It is not about the games village in
any material way, but it is about the development that
occurs afterwards. In considering that fact we have to
exercise our judgment as to whether those provisions
are necessary and fair and whether the Victorian
taxpayers and the wider Victorian public are getting a
good deal.
I understand the National Party intends to move a
reasoned amendment to the second-reading motion
requiring that there should be full exposure of the deal
involved here and the budgeting associated with it and
other matters. We will support that reasoned

1001

amendment, but our concerns with the bill go further.
So far as I am able in the brief time allocated to us in
these debates I intend to set out some of those concerns.
Our fundamental position is that we believe it would
not be responsible to support the material provisions in
the bill, and we will not be supporting the bill. It is
designed to facilitate a massive residential development
on prime public land by a private developer with
minimum scrutiny, with material exemptions from
normal planning laws and with next to no public
accountability. As I said earlier, the proposal, which is
essentially a post-games proposal, uses the cover of the
Commonwealth Games, and the reality is that up to
90 per cent of the games village development — the
Royal Park land, which is how I think I would rather
describe it — will occur after the games.
This represents in reality a sale of public land without a
disclosed price, the licensing of a private development
without the due checks and balances and a questionable
investment of public assets. It provides exceptional,
exclusive and advantageous planning controls over
development of the land for some 10 years. In reality, if
the bill passes it will add substantial value to the deal
for the developer. Whether there will be any added
value to the state is questionable. The bottom line is that
the principal components of the bill relate to a real
estate deal.
It may well be the ultimate real estate deal. It involves
approval for 1000 dwellings on the land involved —
20 hectares of prime public land gifted to a private
developer — and with no valuation of that land
exposed or publicised. This bill is part of a deal which
the opposition and the public know very little about. In
fact this bill is some sort of sweetener to that deal, but
you have to ask on what basis and on what value.
The reality of this was conceded on Radio 3AW this
week, when the Premier was asked at some length
about the bill and the proposals involved, and he
effectively conceded all the points I have already made.
This is, as the Premier said, just a financial package; it
is a real estate deal.
In the absence of an open, transparent, equitable
process and full disclosure the Liberal Party cannot
support this bill. As representatives of Victorian
taxpayers we believe it would be irresponsible to
support the bill in its current state. The government is
saying to us, ‘Trust us. We will do it right, and not only
will we do it right until 2006 but the sports minister will
do it right for this land development until the end of
2011’. Now that is a ‘trust us’ from a government that
has already demonstrated its capacity in these sorts of
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matters with Seal Rocks, the Melbourne Cricket
Ground, the film studios and the synchrotron, and I do
not think it is appropriate.
The shame of the sessional orders now operating is that
the lead speaker for the opposition has only 30 minutes
to respond to the second-reading speech, so I may have
a chance to focus on only a few aspects. I want to focus
on the development itself, as the games village it is
purported to be and as it would be post-games; what we
do not know about the development; the planning
provisions and the extensions involved in this bill; the
changes to the scope of the provisions; and the
revocation provisions in the bill.
It is interesting that the land involved here — and
fundamentally the bill focuses on the Royal Park land
and its use initially as a games village and subsequently
as a residential development — was suggested in the
bid by the previous government. It was suggested, but it
was not a fixed outcome. The land was consciously
selected by the Bracks government after it initiated a
tender and called for expressions of interest for a games
village development. So this use of Royal Park land is a
conscious selection by the Bracks government.
To focus briefly on the games village, the bid
document, undertaken in a bipartisan way by the
previous government, provided that there would be at
the games village for the purposes of the games
434 dwellings housing 4500 athletes at an average of
10 per dwelling. The games bid stated specifically that
there would be no more than three athletes per room
and there would be no bunks — that is the standard
expected at Commonwealth Games — and there would
be a maximum of 12 in any dwelling. It stated further
that there would be some 1500 athletes in temporary
accommodation on the site.
Now the games village proposal, at games village time,
is that instead of 434 units there will be 214 units, not
with fewer athletes but with more — 214 dwellings
with 4736 athletes accommodated. That is an average
of 22 athletes per unit, and 135 of those dwellings
would have an average of 27 athletes per dwelling. The
reality is that that means bunks. It exceeds the quota in
the bid standards, and we need to acknowledge that.
Further to that, only 1260 athletes will be in temporary
accommodation. We have gone from a bid that stated
that 434 dwellings would be built for the games down
to 214, so some 220 units are not being built for the
purposes of the games village.
But this bill is not about the games village itself, it is
about the post-games development. And the
development proposal for after the games as we
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currently know it is for 1000 dwellings, three to
nine-storey apartment blocks, some with mixed-use
facilities. Only 200 of those 1000 dwellings will be
retained from the original games village. All of the 200
will have to be refitted to the point that almost half their
construction cost will have to be expended again to turn
them into dwellings rather than what will essentially be
the bunkhouses of which I spoke before. There is to be
some social housing and an aged care facility, and other
members will speak on that. The reality is that 80 per
cent of the post-games dwellings will be new, and in
addition to that there will be a total refit of the 200
dwelling shells, so up to 90 per cent of the post-games
development that will occur from 2006 will be
greenfield, fresh-start and new.
What do we not know about this development? We do
not know the fundamental details; we do not know the
financial inputs; we do not know the valuation of the
land; we do not know the conditions of the deal. These
are fundamental things that we do not know. I invite
government backbenchers, who will no doubt be given
their spiel by the government, to actually think about
what is going on here, because once again they are
being conned, as backbenchers, and I think they need to
scrutinise this to some degree.
Some people have put the value of the 20 hectares of
prime inner metropolitan land at this location at
between $250 million and $300 million. I do not
pretend to be a valuer, but you would have imagined
that at some stage the government would have provided
at least a general valuation. In addition the government
is tossing in some $85 million at least, so the total value
to the developer could be up to $400 million at the
commencement of the post-games stage.
The developers’ apparent obligations to the
construction cost of the pre-games phase, with the
200 dwelling shells and the temporary accommodation,
are likely on some estimates to be less than 10 per cent
of that. That gives you a head start on what is
effectively a 90 per cent greenfield development on
prime real estate in Melbourne, and we are being asked
to accept that this is a ‘trust me’ arrangement and the
public does not have a right to know.
I want now to focus on the planning provisions. The
principal act provided major exemptions from the
Planning and Environment Act, the Heritage Act, the
Environmental Effects Act and the Coastal
Management Act and it made the Minister for
Commonwealth Games, effectively a sports minister,
the minister responsible for the implementation of the
games. As I said before, the powers were entirely
sufficient to facilitate the venues and the village.
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In terms of consultation it is interesting to read the letter
that has gone out from Meredith Sussex, executive
director, Office of Commonwealth Games
Coordination. At page 1 of the letter dated 1 April she
said about the planning advisory committee, so
established:
As part of the planning approval for the village, the Minister
for Commonwealth Games has established the
Commonwealth Games Planning Advisory Committee
(Games Village) under the Commonwealth Games
Arrangements Act 2001.

The powers are sufficient already. No additional
powers are needed for the creation of the village; no
additional powers are needed for the creation of the
venues and the projects. But under clause 19 the new
bill extends the exemptions to the end of 2011 —
almost six years after the Commonwealth Games. The
new bill returns the Planning and Environment Act
provisions, but only for the purpose of the village land
and, in reality, only for the purpose of facilitating a
post-games planning scheme amendment. Without
some reference to that there could not be a post-games
planning scheme amendment with an extension to
2011. There is absolutely no urgency for that planning
scheme amendment arrangement to occur now; there is
no need for it for the purposes of creating the games
village.
The bill also maintains the Minister for Commonwealth
Games, not the Minister for Planning, who happens to
be at the table. The Minister for Planning has been shut
out of a lot of things. I do not want to be ungracious and
suggest that I can understand that, but the reality is that
the minister is not involved in one of the major
residential developments in inner metropolitan
Melbourne. That is extraordinary.
The bill also provides for exemptions from Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal action — another
extraordinary exemption — and that, too, will go
through to 2011. Future planning scheme amendments
will be available for the next nine years under these
arrangements, under the auspices of the Minister for
Sport and Recreation, and that is an extraordinary thing
to contemplate. Post Commonwealth Games planning
scheme amendments are not appropriate and not
necessary; they materially add value to a private
residential development. In that context we could not
support that.
I mentioned the changes to the scope of this legislation.
There are layers of definition in the principal act and in
this bill. I would be delighted to hear backbenchers
explain their way through the various cascading
definitions in the principal act and this bill. They
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include definitions on the Commonwealth Games
projects, including venues and facilities, and the
Commonwealth Games venues themselves, which are
both permanent and temporary to the original definition
of facilities. Now we find that the definition of facilities
has in itself changed and that exemptions now also flow
to game-related facilities — and I want to note that
under the new definition of games-related facilities,
which is added to the definition of facilities in the
definitions, which is added to the definition of
Commonwealth Games projects, is the introduction of
infrastructure and services.
I am delighted to have received, along with other
members, a briefing. At that briefing we asked for a
number of things. I am sorry to say that most of the
things we asked for have not been provided to us. We
asked why it was that services were added at this stage.
It was a simple question. The ministerial adviser
volunteered at that briefing that this could run to issues
such as Basslink. If that means — volunteered by the
ministerial adviser — that planning permits for
Basslink pylons will be in the hands of the Minister for
Sport and Recreation, I think the people of Gippsland
will be interested in that. As to whether other service
issues will be involved, we will wait and see. No
evidence was provided at the briefing or subsequently
in any of the information we have received that any of
this was necessary for the purposes of establishing the
games village on the land or for providing any of the
venues.
There is one other important matter I want to deal with,
and that is the outstanding issue of the revocation of
reservations, which appears in the bill. It is a question
which has arisen many times. I refer to new part 4A,
division 2, and proposed sections 48C, 48D and 48E
under clause 11 of the bill. The question goes to the
status of the Royal Park land. I have said before in this
place and in other places that it would appear that the
opportunity afforded to realise the original
Hoddle-Russell vision of parkland ringing Melbourne is
one that this government has lost. Be that as it may,
there is a question as to the status of the Royal Park
land and as to whether that land can be used in this
process. The question has been raised on a number of
occasions, and the government’s response to that
question has been very selective, to say the least.
At the briefing the opposition made a request to be
provided with the legal advice and the report that the
government undertook on that matter. In that regard we
did not receive anything other than what has been made
publicly available and is on display by way of
consultation with the so-called advisory committee.
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I want to briefly address that issue and what the
material refers to as justification for the clearance of the
status of the land. I refer to a letter from Keith Bell, the
Surveyor-General — ironically, Keith Bell has been
forced to resign by this government. Keith Bell is a
very precise man; he gives precise answers to precise
questions. He wrote, and it has been quoted as the only
quote attached to him, in response to a question from
the Department of Natural Resources and Environment
(DNRE):
… I can confirm that the area proposed as a possible site for
the Commonwealth Games village, known as the Parkville
site (as shown on plan P/22.03.02) is not currently, and never
has been, part of the Royal Park permanent reservation of
1876.

We asked for the reservation gazettals, but did not
receive them. It is interesting that that is a precise
answer to a very precise question. The question is not
revealed in the information that is provided, and nor is
the plan about which the Surveyor-General has spoken.
Interestingly, in the same document on land status,
which appears in the public display, there is mention of
the Royal Park Melbourne — Historical Research into
Royal Park’s Land Status by C. Kellaway and
M. Summerton, February 2003, commissioned by
Major Projects Victoria. There are two quotes from that
report — the report we sought to get access to, but it
was not provided to us. One says:
In 1863 the site was gazetted for permanent reservation as an
experimental farm.

There are two quotes. The irony is that if the second
quote is correct, and I can only assume it is, then the
Surveyor-General’s precise answer to a precise
question in saying that it was not a Royal Park
permanent reservation of 1876, 13 years later, of course
is correct. But that is if the land is coincident, and we do
not know that.
The opposition has been calling on the government, as
others have, to release the report and to do away with
any of the doubt and speculation on the issue. Until it
does that, that speculation will only continue. It is an
issue which is significant.
Proposed section 48D states:
On the revocation under this Division of an Order in Council
reserving land —
(a) that land is deemed to be unalienated land of the
Crown …

That was the reason for the opposition seeking a copy
of the legal advice. Proposed paragraph (b) goes to the
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appointment of any committee of management of that
land. At the briefing we asked whether there were any
and we were advised that there were none. Proposed
paragraph (c) refers to any regulations under section 13
of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act. We also asked for
those, but the details have not been forthcoming, if
there are any.
Proposed section 48C revokes some reservations which
are quite plausible but are no longer realistic because of
their use on those reservations — namely, a state school
site, a hospital for acute mental diseases and a day
training centre for mentally retarded children, the use
for which has long since discontinued — and those
revocations certainly make sense. We asked what the
purpose is of proposed sections 48C and 48D if the land
is already unalienated and there is no doubt as to its
status. We were told that the land status may yet be in
doubt and this will ensure the revocation of any
reservations that may appear in the event that in future
searches any documents come to light. That is hardly a
convincing statement by the government as justification
for the provision of these provisions. As to its
proposition, as made out in the publicly displayed
documents, there is really only half a page of it in the
publicly displayed documents, as tome-like as the
documents are. The government needs to go to much
greater lengths on those issues.
In short, we have major reservations about the deal
being done here. There are further provisions in this bill
about the Project Development and Construction
Management Act. They effectively mirror a bill that
was introduced on what turned out to be the last sitting
day of Parliament last year, and they are technical in
nature.
There is also a social issue to do with affordable public
housing, which has been alluded to in a lot of the
rhetoric associated with the management of this
development. There are issues to do with the road
closure provisions which are being instilled into the
principal act by this bill, and other members will deal
with those.
In addition, there is a major concern about the
environment report on the development of this land at
Royal Park. The Minister for Commonwealth Games
commissioned an environmental study that he promised
would be released last year. He later promised a
number of stakeholder groups in writing that it would
be released in February this year, but it has still not
been provided. We asked for a copy at the briefing, and
once again it was not provided.
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I will leave those issues for others to explore in the
reduced time that is available. Fundamentally the
material provisions in this bill are not about the
Commonwealth Games village but about real estate
development in a prime location in metropolitan
Melbourne being undertaken on public land by a
private developer. The bill significantly adds value to
that development proposal on behalf of a private
developer. As such, we have significant reservations
about it. We do not support the bill, and we will support
the National Party’s reasoned amendment. I will leave
it to the National Party to explain the reasoned
amendment further.
Sitting suspended 12.59 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Agriculture is not here; is that correct?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — The Minister for
Agriculture is at a ministerial meeting in South
Australia, and the Treasurer will take questions for him.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Point Nepean: army land
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Environment. I refer the
minister to his answer yesterday regarding Point
Nepean, when he said that the commonwealth had
refused to give the state adequate time to conduct a due
diligence assessment and that the commonwealth had
indicated that the state could assess the site and
complete the due diligence report in one day. He also
said, ‘Well, there is no way a reputable government
could conduct its affairs in such a way — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member is not
reading from yesterday’s Daily Hansard, I trust.
Mr DOYLE — Just paraphrasing.
How does the minister justify the truth of his answer
when the commonwealth letter and other
documentation makes it clear that the due diligence had
already been completed and that the request for one
extra day was the express requirement of the Victorian
government and not the dictate of the commonwealth?
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Environment) — I
remind the Leader of the Opposition that Victoria
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sought an extension of time beyond 12 April so that
Victoria could do — —
Mr Cooper interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Mornington will desist.
Mr THWAITES — We sought an extension so that
Victoria could properly negotiate with the
commonwealth and ensure that appropriate due
diligence was done. The commonwealth government
was expecting the state to do the due diligence, to then
get the report and to then go through the process of
government and presumably then get some sort of
assessment from Treasury — and on this side of the
house we put a priority on financial responsibility. We
do not do what members do on that side, which is to
flip-flop, day by day, and get an idea and then the next
day make a promise. On the other side of the house
they have completely abandoned financial
responsibility. Have you noticed how whenever there is
an announcement about something now the opposition
says, ‘We’ll do more.’?
Mr Doyle — On a point of order on relevance,
Speaker, the minister is now not only debating a
different question to the one I asked but also avoiding
the question which I specifically asked, which was
about what he said yesterday and the truth of it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I understand the Deputy
Premier was making a comment in passing. However,
he does need to restrict his comments to Point Nepean.
Mr THWAITES — What we on this side of the
house do is act responsibly. In this case we have sought
a reasonable extension of time from the commonwealth
government. It has not been prepared to grant that, and
it has indicated that unless Victoria provides the full
market price by 12 April it will put Point Nepean on
sale for the full market price. We do not accept that. We
believe that Victoria should be treated in the same way
as New South Wales. We should not be discriminated
against, and we will not be.

Water: appliance labelling
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park) — My question is
to the Minister for Water. Will the minister advise the
house on the latest steps the government is taking to
achieve a national labelling scheme for water-efficient
appliances?
Mr THWAITES (Minister for Water) — I thank
the member for Mill Park for her question. The Bracks
government is taking a leadership role in pursuing a
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national approach to compulsory water efficiency
labelling.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr THWAITES — Are you right?
Mr Baillieu interjected.
Mr THWAITES — They are changing their
question. Quick, another instruction!
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr THWAITES — You right, Phil? You got it?
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Mr THWAITES — He got it. We have a few.
Water-efficient appliances like front-loading washing
machines and shower roses — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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This builds upon the leadership we are showing in
water in this state: the leadership we are showing by
returning flows to the Snowy River; the leadership we
are showing by improving the health of our catchments;
and the leadership we are showing with the
Wimmera–Mallee scheme, and we are still waiting to
hear from our opponents whether they are going to
support the commonwealth involvement in that scheme.
Now we are showing similar leadership in achieving a
national water efficiency labelling scheme.
Mr Ryan interjected.
Mr THWAITES — The Leader of the National
Party has interjected, but he was making the claim this
morning that when he was in government the previous
government spent over $1 billion on water — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr THWAITES — It was $1.4 billion. He was
saying what a good effort that was and how they were
working for country Victoria.

Mr THWAITES — I know the Leader of the
Opposition is not interested in water; he was not even
here for the discussion on water this morning.

Mr Ryan — I raise a point of order, Speaker, on the
question of relevance. What was said is true, it was very
effective, but I did not say it this morning.

Water-efficient appliances like front-loading washing
machines and shower roses can potentially save up to
47 000 megalitres of water a year. For example, in
Europe one of the leading washing machine
manufacturers has improved its water conservation
performance to the level that it has achieved the
equivalent of the savings of the whole water supply for
the city of Geneva. That shows what can be done. A
national appliance labelling scheme will provide
valuable information to enable consumers to choose the
right product, the right washing machine, to save water.

The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.

In October last year my predecessor, who is currently
the Minister for Community Services, led the way by
requesting the Natural Resource Management
Ministerial Council to prepare a national labelling
scheme. I am very pleased to say that the
commonwealth followed Victoria’s lead, and through
Environment Australia has now commenced
developing details of a national scheme. I am sure the
minister will be very pleased to know that the draft of
the national labelling scheme will be ready next month.
This Friday the ministerial council is again meeting,
and I will again offer Victoria’s expertise in water and
our leadership for the next step — that is, to draft model
legislation for the whole of Australia to have a
consistent appliance labelling scheme.

Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the issue rather than answering the
question. I ask you to bring him back to order.

Mr THWAITES — I withdraw that; I think it was
the shadow minister supported through interjection by
the Leader of the National Party.
There is one point that I should make — one thing that
was not stated by the shadow minister — that is, of that
amount of money $850 million was actually a debt
write-off for Melbourne Water.

The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order, and I ask the Deputy Premier to return to the
question.
Mr THWAITES — There was one reason for a
debt write-off and that was to sell off Melbourne Water
to fatten it up to ensure that it had no debt. That was
their agenda.

Commonwealth Games: athletes village
Mr RYAN (Leader of the National Party) — My
question is to the Premier. Can the Premier assure the
house that the government followed its own guidelines
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in establishing the fair market value for the public land
which comprises the Commonwealth Games village
land at Parkville, and if so, what is that value?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the National Party for his question. I know there was
some commentary, I think in today’s paper, that there
were other bids which were preferable to the Parkville
bid. That is actually incorrect. It was the best
value-for-money bid. It was clearly the best bid. It was
judged as the best bid by an independent panel which
made a recommendation to the government, and the
government accepted that recommendation. I do not
have the detail of the precise figures, but I know it was
an outstanding and clearly preferential bid. I do not
have the detail that the Leader of the National Party is
seeking, but if he submits the request in writing it will
be dealt with in due course.

National Sustainability Centre: launch
Ms GILLETT (Tarneit) — The question I have is
for the Minister for Education and Training. Will the
minister outline to the house how the government is
ensuring that the Victorian training system responds to
the government’s emphasis on sustainability?
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and
Training) — I thank the member for Tarneit for her
question and her interest in sustainability and the
environment. The opposition is obviously not at all
concerned about an issue that is critical not only to this
Parliament but to the state of Victoria — that is, the
sustainability of our environment. We need to make
sure that we have not only the broad policies and the
actions that are needed but also the people with the
proper skills and training to take up the opportunities
provided by the changes that will be made to ensure
sustainability in both industry and the farming sector.
We need those skills as the industry sectors start to
change.
Last night the National Sustainability Centre was
launched. It is a fantastic initiative which has arisen
from my statement last year on the knowledge and
skills required for an innovative economy around
refocusing the training sector. The government
provided $600 000 for this centre, which is a
cooperative venture between four institutes — the
Swinburne University of Technology, the South West
Institute of TAFE, the Sunraysia Institute of TAFE and
the University of Ballarat.
This initiative would never have happened under the
Kennett government and certainly not when the
member for Warrandyte was the minister, because his
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government focused only on competition between
TAFE institutes and never on cooperation among them.
The fantastic cooperation we have is incredibly
visionary, and that applies not only to sustainability but
also to the skills that are required. Each of the partners
brings its own strength to this project. Alternative
energy is the focus of South West Institute of TAFE;
horticulture and dry land farming are the focus of
Sunraysia; the built environment is the focus of
Ballarat; and management practices for sustainable
organisations are the focus of Swinburne. It is a
fantastic initiative that will ensure we have the skills in
place as the economy starts to change in order to focus
on providing a sustainable Victoria for everyone.
The centre will survey industry to determine new and
emerging training needs and then develop resources
and deliver the training to promote the use of
environmentally sustainable technologies and practices.
This is a whole-of-government approach to
sustainability, not one owned by one department. There
is clear leadership from the minister, but this
whole-of-government approach will ensure that each
one of our departments responds to the proper agenda
around sustainability. Victorians said, ‘Get on with it’
in relation to sustainability, and that is what we are
doing. We are making things happen, and it is a
fantastic initiative.

RMIT University: vice-chancellor
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — My question is to the
Minister for Education and Training. I refer the minister
to the Royal Melbourne Institute of Technology’s
(RMIT) budget deficit blow-out from $4.6 million to
$17 million due to its bungled computer system, the
resignation of one-third of its council and a pending
auditor’s report, and I ask: what would it take to get the
minister to ask vice-chancellor Ruth Dunkin to resign?
Ms KOSKY (Minister for Education and
Training) — I thank the backbench spokesperson for
higher education for his first question.
Mr Bracks — He’s the shadow minister, isn’t he?
Ms KOSKY — No, the backbench shadow. I think
it is an indication of how important the opposition
really thinks higher education is. I would have
encouraged the Leader of the Opposition to appoint the
member to the front bench, but he would not have
accepted the advice.
Mr Perton — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. It was a simple
question that asked the minister what she is going to do
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about Ruth Dunkin, and I ask you to bring her back to
the point or order.
The SPEAKER — Order! I will allow the point of
order, and I ask the minister to return to the question.
Ms KOSKY — I think he is disappointed that he
has not yet asked a question of the Minister for
Education and Training!
This is a disappointing position from the opposition.
Opposition members know the legislative requirements
of the government on higher education. They know that
the legislation means that we put in place — —
Mr Perton — On a point of order, Speaker, there is
no element of government administration in talking
about opposition policy, which is debating the question.
I ask the minister to return to the question that asks
what she is going to do about the vice-chancellor at
RMIT. She is clearly debating the question now, and I
ask you to bring her to order.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The minister was clearly referring to legislation
as it applies in Victoria to higher education.
Ms KOSKY — The legislation makes it very clear
that we establish universities and that we have
governance responsibilities — and that is exactly what I
have done. I must say that vice-chancellors and
chancellors, not only around Victoria but around the
country, have been very appreciative of the fact that at
least the government has operated within the legislative
framework — unlike the pathetic comments that have
come from the opposition backbench!
The information about the operating debt of the Royal
Melbourne Institute of Technology that came out in the
paper two days ago is not new. We and RMIT were
very aware that the operating debt was going to be of
the order that was published in the newspapers, so it is
not new information. The backbencher is about three
months behind the times.
I have put in place a number of measures within my
legislative responsibility. The Auditor-General is the
appropriate person under the legislation to undertake
this review.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms KOSKY — We obviously have a number of
spokespeople on education on the other side. You want
to come back? You can come back!
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The SPEAKER — Order! The minister, through
the Chair.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! There are too many
interjections from the opposition, particularly from the
front bench.
Ms KOSKY — The Auditor-General has conducted
a review of the academic management system, and that
has been tabled in Parliament. At my request the
Auditor-General is now conducting a further urgent
audit of RMIT’s current financial position and the
budgetary outlook, and I expect that audit to be reported
not only to me but to the Parliament. That is being done
at the moment.
I am not going to overturn the study that the
Auditor-General is doing at the moment. It is the
appropriate way to go, but clearly the opposition thinks
that I should pre-empt the Auditor-General.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms KOSKY — Can I also say that there is a new
chancellor of RMIT, Denis Gibson, who is an excellent
chancellor. In February I indicated to RMIT — to the
chancellor and to the vice-chancellor — that I thought it
should have its financial issues resolved within
12 months, and if not, that we would have to look at
further actions. RMIT needs the proper time to deal
with its financial difficulties. No new information has
been presented this week. The member should apply
the same rules that he wishes me to apply to the
vice-chancellor of RMIT to the Leader of the
Opposition, who presided over the worst loss in Liberal
Party history ever, but he is not applying those. I
suggest that he be given 12 months!

Melbourne 2030 strategy: sustainable
neighbourhoods
Ms LINDELL (Carrum) — Will the Minister for
Planning advise the house of the innovative solutions
the Bracks government is implementing to create
sustainable neighbourhoods in Victoria?
Ms DELAHUNTY (Minister for Planning) — I
thank the member for Carrum. I cannot tell you what a
pleasure it is to receive a question from that side of the
house. It is a great pleasure!
When it comes to sustainability this government is
leading by example. Last year we announced the first
environmentally sustainable suburb — or if you like,
the first green suburb. The government announced
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Aurora out at Epping North, a $1.8 billion sustainable,
urban design suburb. It is a new suburb of about
660 hectares with housing for 25 000 people. But the
key elements of the new suburb that relate to
sustainability include reclaimed water systems,
including treated wastewater and water-sensitive design
which will halve the amount of water used in traditional
housing developments. There will be five-star energy
homes and all will have broadband cable from the
beginning. The street design will encourage walking
and the use of public transport rather than total reliance
on the car. Full recycling facilities including for green
waste will be available to every resident of Aurora.
As one of the many corners of the Melbourne 2030
canvas, the government is also developing a sustainable
neighbourhood code. We are working with some of our
leading councils like the City of Manningham — and I
know the member for Doncaster is supportive of this —
as well as the cities of Banyule, Port Phillip and
Melbourne. We are also working with the Environment
Protection Authority, the Building Commission, the
Property Council of Australia, and the Planning
Institute Australia to create a new code for sustainable
neighbourhoods. Once it is agreed, the government will
amend the Victorian planning provisions to include
sustainability principles such as water conservation,
recycling and energy efficiency.
Through Melbourne 2030 further specific sustainability
principles will be delivered in the work the government
and councils are doing around activity centres and the
new housing design guidelines. The government will
also be releasing a sustainable development practice
note to ensure that the planning system itself, which
delivers the built form, is responsive to its leading
sustainability agenda. Victorians have told us to get on
with the job. We are implementing Melbourne 2030
and making sustainable neighbourhoods happen.

Juvenile justice: repeat offenders
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The government is making a major investment in the
juvenile justice system, and I am about to launch a new
demountable facility at Malmsbury, which will expand
its capacity. The government is also in the process of
closing a very old, archaic, Dickensian facility in
Parkville which has been left over for centuries — —
Dr Napthine — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance. The question was very specific and
related to recidivism of juvenile offenders on parole. I
ask you to bring the minister back to that specific
question.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The minister had been speaking for under
1 minute and was introducing the topic.
Ms GARBUTT — Perhaps I should also mention
the $35 million on diversion projects. There we have a
capital program, diversionary programs and restorative
justice programs.

Standing Committee of Attorneys-General:
meeting
Mr LUPTON (Prahran) — My question is to the
Attorney-General. Will the minister advise the house of
Victoria’s position on the major issues to be discussed
at the Standing Committee of Attorneys-General today
and tomorrow in Melbourne?
Mr HULLS (Attorney-General) — I thank the
honourable member for his question. I am certainly
looking forward to sitting around the table today with
my fellow attorneys-general. This important meeting is
being held here in Melbourne and I am particularly
delighted to host it. I was surprised to learn that I am
actually the elder statesperson of attorneys.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — My question is to
the Minister for Community Services. I refer to the fact
that the number of juvenile offenders who have had
their parole cancelled because of repeat offences and
reconviction has increased by 155 per cent in the past
two years and I ask: what action is the government
taking to address this problem and prevent this
increased level of reoffending?

Mr HULLS — The grand-daddy of state attorneys!
I share one thing in common with the federal
Attorney-General, and that is longevity! But that is as
far as it goes because he has done absolutely nothing to
improve Australia’s justice system. In fact he has gone
about slaughtering some of our most fundamental legal
principles, such as the provision of legal aid, the
independence of the legal profession and the
independence of the Human Rights and Equal
Opportunity Commission.

Ms GARBUTT (Minister for Community
Services) — I thank the member for her very first
question on community services. We have come a long
way into the sitting and the shadow minister had not
asked a single question!

I have long argued for legal aid funding, and I have
lobbied against the commonwealth Attorney-General’s
plan to return to the old system, where federal funding
could only be allocated to areas where the
commonwealth deemed fit. That is an inappropriate
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system and this government believes that we should
return to the previous system where the money goes
into a pool and is allocated at the discretion of legal aid
bodies, and I will be arguing very strongly for the return
of that system.
The commonwealth Attorney-General has also
proposed changes to commonwealth legal aid
guidelines that will require security clearances for legal
aid lawyers in national security matters. We all know
that national security matters can often be highly
charged, sometimes with political overtones. What
better way to destroy a defence case than for the
Attorney-General’s department to prevent a defendant’s
lawyer from appearing?
I believe it is a ridiculous proposition that undermines
the rule of law and the very independence of our legal
profession. The next step of course will be requiring
judges and jurors to undergo similar security checks
before they can deal with such matters.
The current undertakings that are given to courts and
the severe penalties for breaches of those
undertakings — —
Mr Perton — I raise a point of order, Speaker, on
the question of relevance. The question asked the
Attorney-General to lay out the matters that would be
of interest and concern at the meeting of the federal and
state attorneys-general today and tomorrow. I think you
have been quite tolerant of the minister’s unprovoked
attack on the federal attorney, but I ask you to ask him
to return to answering the question, which asked him
specifically what are the issues that affect the Standing
Committee of Attorneys-General tomorrow.
Mr HULLS — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question was what issues will be raised at the Standing
Committee of Attorneys-General meeting and what is
Victoria’s position on these issues. I do not know if the
honourable member’s ears are painted on or not, but the
fact is that I was clearly answering the question and
pointing out what issues will be discussed and what
Victoria’s response to some of these issues will be.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order. I understood the Attorney-General to be
putting forward items he will be raising at the Standing
Committee of Attorneys-General meeting.
Mr HULLS — In relation to this matter we believe
the current undertakings that are given to the court and
the severe penalties that attach if those undertakings are
breached are appropriate, and the federal government’s
plan, we believe, is gross interference with the
democratic workings of our justice system.
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But the other issue that will be on the agenda is the role
of the Human Rights and Equal Opportunity
Commission. The federal government’s proposal is that
this independent Australian watchdog will need the
federal Attorney-General’s permission before
intervening in human rights cases. Since the HREOC
was established in 1986 it has intervened in over 35
human rights cases and has never been refused leave to
appear. We believe the federal government’s plan is a
clear assault on our national human rights body —
indeed it is another Tampa tantrum that is opposed by
Victoria.
The other item that will be of interest I am sure to
members of the house is the issue of double jeopardy.
Whilst I am certainly prepared to listen and contribute
to this important debate, it has long been a cornerstone
of our legal system that no person acquitted of an
offence should be required to stand trial again for the
same offence. I am concerned by any hasty move to
erode such a fundamental principle. It acts as a
safeguard against the oppressive nature of criminal
proceedings and ensures that any person accused of a
crime is not perpetually considered a suspect. I certainly
believe it will be a very interesting meeting.

Commonwealth Games: athletes village
Mr RYAN (Leader of the National Party) — My
question is to the Premier. I refer the Premier to his
answer to my previous question, and I ask whether the
value of the public land comprising the Commonwealth
Games village site is the same amount as the sale price
which appears in the heads of agreement that have been
signed with the developer of that site?
Mr BRACKS (Premier) — As I indicated to the
National Party leader previously regarding the details
on the value of the land, if he writes to me I will
undertake to get back to him on that. I make the
point — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRACKS — It is a very important point,
Victor! You should just worry about your seat — you
should worry about that.
Could I say this to the National Party leader: the
process that was undergone for the selection of the
Commonwealth Games village was a rigorous,
independent one, and value for money was a clear
target we had all the way along. We had clear
indications as a government that this was the best
value-for-money site and that it was the one that was
best on price, quality and on delivery.
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Rural and regional Victoria: growth
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — My question is to the
Minister for State and Regional Development. Will the
minister inform the house of any recent evidence that
proves that the Bracks government is revitalising
regional Victoria?
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is very
broad and I ask the minister to refer only to recent
evidence.
Mr BRUMBY (Minister for State and Regional
Development) — I will provide my normal succinct
answer, Speaker.
I can provide that evidence, and I have been made
aware today of more evidence which shows the success
of the Bracks government in revitalising country
Victoria. The fact is we are turning around country
Victoria. We are getting on with it and making it
happen. This compares, of course, with the seven dark
years under the Kennett government. Seven dark years
of closing schools, closing hospitals and closing
railways, and the references of the former Premier to
the toenails of country Victoria.
I am delighted to inform the house today that the latest
Australian Bureau of Statistics population figures at the
end of 30 June 2002 show that the population in
country Victoria grew by 1.2 per cent. I have to say that
1.2 per cent is the highest rate of population growth in
country Victoria for more than 12 years. It is double the
average of the rate of population growth that occurred
right through the 1990s. These are the sorts of
population growth figures that would be the envy of a
coalition government and the envy of a National Party,
and they have been delivered in just under four years of
the Bracks government.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BRUMBY — The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition interjects, ‘They can’t get jobs there’. There
have been 50 000 new jobs generated in country
Victoria since the election of the Bracks government.
The unemployment rate is 5.3 per cent, the lowest
unemployment rate in country Victoria for 15 years.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Mr BRUMBY — If I can I will go to the question
of the population growth rates. The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition made a dill of himself yesterday and is
doing it again today. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition says, ‘Define country Victoria’.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for State
and Regional Development, through the Chair.
Mr BRUMBY — If he turns up tomorrow — just
head north, straight up the Calder Highway or the
Hume Freeway. I refer to some of the growth numbers.
In Greater Bendigo City Council — sensational
members of Parliament in Bendigo — the growth rate
is 1.5 per cent; Mildura Rural City Council — again a
sensational member of Parliament — growth rate,
1.7 per cent; Greater Geelong City Council —
sensational members of Parliament — 1.9 per cent;
Wodonga Rural City Council, 2.3 per cent; Ballarat
City Council — sensational members of Parliament —
1.5 per cent; Greater Shepparton City Council — a very
good member of Parliament — 1.5 per cent; and
Warrnambool City Council — a good member of
Parliament — 1.6 per cent.
The fact is we are seeing new investment right across
country Victoria and, on a serious note, we can all be
proud of this. I mentioned Wodonga before, where
Visy Industries has invested $60 million with 140 new
jobs; Castle Bacon in Castlemaine, with $11 million
and up to 230 new jobs; IBM Australia in Ballarat, with
$7.4 million and 300 new jobs; Keppel Prince in
Portland, with $2.5 million and 70 new jobs; Pacific
Hydro, with $76 million investment in Ararat; and
Rosita Australia, with 70 new jobs in Maryborough.
The list goes on and on. We can all celebrate this great
recovery in country Victoria, with 1.2 per cent
population growth, a great number.
We have a big job ahead of us to meet the 1.25 per cent
target, but this is a great recovery from the 1990s, the
best in 12 years — double the rate — and it just shows
the strength of the recovery and the renaissance
occurring in country Victoria under the Bracks
government.

COMMONWEALTH GAMES
ARRANGEMENTS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.

Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — Prior to the
suspension of the sitting I set out the opposition’s
reasons for not supporting the bill. I reiterate that it
would not be responsible to support the material
provisions of the bill, because it is designed to facilitate
a massive residential development on prime public land
by a private developer with minimum scrutiny and with
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material exemptions from the usual planning laws now
stretched out to the end of 2011 and with next to no
public accountability.
In question time we have just witnessed the Premier
twice being given an opportunity to advise the house
and Victorians, and as I pointed out prior to the
suspension of the sitting, his own backbench of the
valuation processes that have been undertaken in what
amounts to a real estate deal. The Premier chose not to
advise Victorians or his backbench and he suggested if
people wanted to know they should put the question in
writing. I will leave the Leader of the National Party to
explore that in further detail. I make the point, as I
made earlier, that the bill, if it passes through
Parliament, will add material value to the arrangements
which the selected developer will enjoy. The agreement
the developer has with the government will be
materially affected by the bill to the advantage of the
developer. That is another reason for the
Valuer-General to be involved in this exercise and for
the material to be released. The reality is the
government benches do not even know, because this is
being done in secret and the Premier does not want his
backbench to know. This is a fundamental issue.
Mr Nardella — We trust our Premier.
Mr BAILLIEU — The member says, ‘We trust our
Premier’, thereby acknowledging that the government
benches do not know. This is 20 hectares of public land
being passed as a gift to a developer, a private interest
and the government backbench expresses no interest in
knowing what market value it is being passed at. This
proposal uses the cover of the commonwealth games,
but the reality is that up to 90 per cent of the
development will occur after the games.
Prior to the suspension of the sitting I set out a number
of other concerns that we have and they go beyond the
reasoned amendment that I understand the National
Party will be moving. They go to the planning
exemptions, the structure of the planning provisions
that will apply and to the environment report that is
missing and to the revocation procedures which are
undertaken by the bill if it passes.
This is, by the Premier’s own admission on 3AW this
week, a real estate deal, and an extraordinary real estate
deal, being done to the benefit of a private developer
beyond the date of the Commonwealth Games. We
have serious concerns about it, and we will not be
supporting the bill. We will be supporting the reasoned
amendment.
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Mr RYAN (Leader of the National Party) — It is
my pleasure to join the debate on the Commonwealth
Games Arrangements (Amendment) Bill. I do so in
circumstances where we are all looking forward to the
conduct of the games. It will be a great event for
Victoria.
One of many achievements of the former government
was to enable the games to be brought to Melbourne,
and one of the tasks that now falls to the current
government is to ensure that these games are conducted
in the appropriate way and that this great state of
Victoria is able to host people from around the
commonwealth in a manner which befits us and the
reputation that has been so well earned for this state and
for this city of Melbourne.
I put into the mix also, very importantly, that country
Victorians are very much looking forward to the
conduct of these games. I think there are absolutely
endless opportunities for training facilities around
country areas to be used for various sporting pursuits in
the lead-up to the games. Indeed, many of the activities
associated with the games, the sports events
themselves, can and should be conducted in country
Victoria. We are certainly looking forward to the games
taking place.
These are sentiments I expressed in 2001 when I spoke
in the debate on the original legislation, the
Commonwealth Games Arrangements Bill, and I take
the opportunity to reiterate them now. But the end does
not justify the means. We in the National Party have a
problem with the content of the bill that is now before
the house. There are fundamental issues in relation to it
that I want to bring to the attention of the house.
National Party amendment circulated by Mr RYAN
(Leader of the National Party) pursuant to sessional
orders.

Mr RYAN — Acting Speaker, the principal act is
now being amended substantially, and of course the
amendments start with the purposes provision. The
purposes provision is being changed, and that is
reflective of what is going to happen throughout this
whole process.
I said back in 2001 at the time of the original debate
that we would have an ongoing problem with structure
because of the way it has been set up, completely unlike
what happened in the Sydney Olympics. We are now
seeing the first instance of this emerge. By the time we
are finished — because the second-reading speech says
there are going to be further amendments — the
principal act of 2001 will bear little resemblance to the
bill that was originally debated and passed.
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The purposes of the original bill are now being
changed — and I will not read them out again because
time is against me — in such a fashion as to
fundamentally allow for what is to happen after the
games conclude. What is happening is that the purposes
of the principal act are being changed so that work can
be undertaken on the games village site after the games
have packed up and left town. It is a substantial change
to the purposes of the legislation, and it highlights the
fundamental concern the National Party has about what
we are now debating.
We have three absolutely fundamental concerns. The
first is the extension of the suspension of the planning
laws which should otherwise apply to this development.
In effect, the Planning and Environment Act 1987 is
being ruled out of application in the sense of what the
minister can do to enable the games facilities to be
developed. These are similar provisions in a sense —
not the same, but similar — to those that were
employed by the former government when the grand
prix legislation was being debated. We took a fair
belting from the Labor opposition, as it then was, and
now we have essentially the same legislation to do what
it wants to do. So all the evidence is there again to show
the sheer hypocrisy of the way these people conduct
themselves. But I suppose that is old news.
The thing is, though, that the planning provisions in the
principal act that is now being amended are enough to
enable the work to be done to have the games proceed.
No amendment is necessary. What this bill is doing is
extending the operation of the planning legislation
suspension arrangements beyond the time of the games.
We have a fundamental opposition to that occurring.
We believe that on the merits there is no need for it to
happen, and that is why I have circulated an
amendment which would see clause 19 of the bill
deleted. It would mean that the effect of the original
legislation would cease as at the date stipulated in that
act — namely, 31 December 2011.
So, on the first point, the National Party does not
believe it is appropriate that the planning legislation
suspension provisions should be extended until the date
nominated in the bill before us — namely,
31 December 2011.
The second issue concerns the value of the land. Just
minutes ago we saw an absolutely extraordinary
performance by the Premier of the state. In question
time I asked the Premier whether the government had
applied its own policy guidelines for the sale of public
land to the sale of this particular parcel of public land,
and if so, what was the value attributed to this land. He
could not tell me whether the answer to the first part of
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that question was yes or no. He just simply did not
know. He does not know whether the government’s
own policy guidelines have been applied; and secondly,
he does not know, he says to us in Parliament, what is
the value of this parcel of land which comprises the
games village site.
Let us get this in context. This land, some would say, is
of the order of 20 hectares. Some would say it has the
capacity for development of a density of about
30 dwellings per hectare given its location, which adds
up to about 600 dwellings being able to be developed
there. If you allow around half a million dollars for each
of those dwellings, which in that location, given that it
is the absolute jewel in the crown, is a fair sort of rough
figure for the purposes of this exercise, you end up with
a round figure sum of about $300 million prospectively.
Certainly in other forums $250 million or $300 million
has been spoken of — whatever it may be.
But the point is: how can it conceivably be — I ask
rhetorically of course — that the Premier of the state of
Victoria cannot tell this chamber the amount of money
which is said to be the value attributed by this
government to this particular parcel of land? How is
that conceivably possible? This is not some block of
land out the back of Berwick. This is an absolutely
magnificent piece of real estate in the heart of
Melbourne, and yet the Premier, who must have a clear
focus upon the games and the way in which they are
being set up, cannot tell us, one, whether the
government’s own policy guidelines were followed for
the sale of this parcel of land, and two, what the value
attributed to it was.
And bear in mind what those policy guidelines are.
There is a very glossy document which was produced
by the government and which talks about its policy and
instructions for the purchase, compulsory acquisition
and sale of land. It has a glowing photograph of the
Minister for Planning in the front of it, accompanied by
a few words about the obligation, in effect, of all
ministers and departments to comply with these policy
guidelines. As you go through the document you find
that in paragraph 2.5 it describes transactions that
require the approval of the Government Land Monitor,
who is supposed to oversee this whole process. It sets
out the fact that any agency or minister wanting to
engage in the sale of a parcel of public land has to
comply with these guidelines.
It says over in paragraph 4.4, under the heading ‘Private
treaty sales’ — and that is what this is; it is a private
treaty sale, it is not an auction, because this land has
been sold off to this developer in a way that we do not
yet know about:
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Where exceptional circumstances can be demonstrated and
the sale of land is proposed to be conducted by means other
than public auction —

are there exceptional circumstances; have the Premier
and the ministers responsible collectively satisfied that
requirement? —
tender or other public process, the specific approval of the
minister is required irrespective of the value of the land.

I ask the rhetorical question: has the Minister for
Environment actually given ministerial approval for
this sale? The next paragraph reads:
This approval is not required where a decision to sell by
private treaty has been approved by cabinet or where land is
to be sold under the provisions of the Land Act 1958.

We know it is not being sold under the Land Act 1958,
so the issue is whether cabinet has approved this sale.
Has that process been followed? If so, the public ought
to know about it. It says in paragraph 3:
Private treaty sales which are subject to the minister’s
approval are to be negotiated for a sum not less than the
market value assessed by the Valuer-General, unless the
minister approves otherwise.

Has the Valuer-General gone through the process of
establishing a value? Has the minister approved some
other form; if so, what other form of valuation
mechanism has been used? These and many other
things arise in relation to this issue. The following
question stands: what is the value, and how has it been
fixed? Has the government done it pursuant to its own
guidelines?
The next question is of equal interest. We have a
concept whereby a parcel of highly valuable public land
has been sold or in some way had its ownership
conveyed under heads of agreement — which we do
not know about — to the consortium which is going to
do this development. The key point is whether the
prices match up. Has the government in those heads of
agreement put in the same figure which is reflected in
the fair market value of the land, which should have
been affixed under this government’s own guidelines? I
think the public is entitled to know that those two
figures match up.
If they do not match up, then I believe the government
has an obligation to tell the public to what extent they
do not, and why. A cynic would say that there is a
mechanism here whereby the government can diminish
its own contribution to the development of the site, and
it can do it simply.
As a general principle it can say, ‘Yes, we know the
value of the land is $300 million, but we will pass it
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over to the developer at $200 million’, and the
developer knows that it will be able to back
$100 million out at the end of the deal and give a quid
pro quo to the government at the time the project is
front loaded. It will enable the government to depress
the amount of money it has to put in, because in the end
the developer can afford to do it at a cheaper price
knowing that it will get a benefit if those two figures do
not match up. Do the figures match up? Is the figure for
the value the same as the figure in the contract price
contemplated by those heads of agreement?
The next area of concern has to do with compensation.
That appears in clause 10, which deals with general
powers relating to roads. This presented a problem to
the Labor Party when it came to constituting this bill,
because it remembered that back in the early grand prix
days the former government took the bull by the horns
and inserted a section 85 statement in the legislation
then before the house.
We basically said, ‘It is a major project, we will be as
careful as we can on the way through’ but we ruled out
the prospect of compensation under the law. As an
aside, we compensated some people in the immediate
area whose houses were damaged, but we bit the bullet
and inserted the section 85 provision. For that we took a
flogging from the Labor Party — a bit like being hit
with a wet lettuce! — which tried to work us over in
relation to section 85 statements.
The problem for this government is that now it is its
turn! It is funny how the worm turns! Its problem was
whether it should or should not use section 85
provisions. It knew that if it put a section 85 statement
into this bill to stop people getting compensation it
would be a political disaster. So what it had to do was
put in a compensation provision. But if it made the
compensation open-ended and provided it in the way it
likes to claim it does, then who would know how it
would go in the sense of the work that was necessary to
get the games under way? What the government did
was give us a Claytons compensation clause. This is
akin to the principle government members tried to ram
down our throats about returning common-law rights to
Victorians injured in the workplace. As we know, it is
an absolute fiction: it has not happened at all, because
the government raised the bar to the point where
nobody could satisfy the requirements. Very few will
be able to meet it, but the government was able to run
to the last election on the basis of supposedly having
done it.
We have another version of that in the bill. It is
pertinent to this discussion, and it is referred to in
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proposed section 44A, which deals with general powers
relating to roads. It says:
(1) For the purpose of … a Commonwealth Games project,
the minister —

is able to —
(a) construct, realign, relocate, open or close any road;
and
(b) carry out or operate works or facilities associated
with the powers under paragraph (a).

He can do all that of his own volition. Under
subsection (2) the only person he has to talk to is the
Minister for Transport. Why he would want to talk to
the transport minister is beyond me; anyway, I suppose
on a good day you might! For some reason the Minister
for Planning has been removed so far as planning
matters are concerned, but the transport minister has
been kept and consultation is deemed necessary. Apart
from that person, the Minister for Commonwealth
Games does not have to consult anybody.
Proposed section 44A(3) talks about other things the
minister has to do before he goes about changing the
roads in the way I have described. Under subsection (4)
he has to make provision for the payment of
compensation if he does decide to close, realign or
relocate a road. The categories of those entitled to
compensation also bear careful consideration.
The first is shown in proposed section 44A(4) as:
(a) any person in whom the land comprised in the road
or part of the road is vested …

In other words, if you own the land over which the road
is now or is going to go, then you are entitled to
compensation. The second category is:
(b) any owner of property …

What about the lessee of a property? What happens to
the people who run their businesses on properties that
are owned by other people? The answer is that they
have no right to compensation under this provision. The
second category continues:
… which in the opinion of the minister —

so the minister has the say as to whether the person has
a right to make a claim anyway —
is likely to be —

so the minister can decide whether the person is ‘likely
to be’ —
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substantially affected by that closure, realignment or
relocation.

Then that person can complain. The minister has to be
satisfied about all those things before the second
category of persons, limited as they are, can make a
claim.
Proposed subsection (5) is the clinker. I will not go
through the provision as I do not have the time, but the
minister is able to certify that in his opinion the
maximum amount payable for compensation shall
be $400.
Mr Delahunty — How much?
Mr RYAN — The minister, of his own volition, can
say, ‘I don’t give a damn about the extent of your
compensation claim. I can certify it to be not more than
$400’. Proposed subsection (6) says that if he issues the
certificate, that’s it — it’s all over, Red Rover!
Proposed subsection (7) talks about absentee owners of
land, but I do not have the time to talk about it.
Proposed subsection (8) says that if agreement has not
been reached and a certificate has not been issued, the
minister can have discussions with the claimant. If the
minister agrees with the claimant about the amount of
compensation, that is the amount payable.
Alternatively, if there is no agreement, the provisions of
the Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986 are
to apply.
The government knows that those provisions are
notoriously miserable. They will have no application to
what will be the raft of additional people who should be
able to claim compensation. If the government is going
to have those provisions, it should have the guts to say,
‘We do not want people to be getting compensation’. If
that is its plan, it should tell the public of Victoria that is
the case and not come in here with half-baked
arrangements that are intended to carry a message of
compensation when in practical terms it is an absolute
fiction.
It is because of the latter two matters — the evaluation
of the land and the compensation provisions — that the
National Party wishes to move a reasoned amendment.
Therefore 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 the government discloses full
financial details regarding the fair market value and the
agreed price of the games village land, and consideration is
given to providing proper compensation for persons adversely
affected by the implementation of the general powers relating
to roads’.
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I finish on the basis of making clear that the National
Party strongly supports the conduct of the
Commonwealth Games in Victoria, in the City of
Melbourne and across country Victoria. We are looking
forward to its being a great event, but that does not
excuse this government bringing into this Parliament
legislation which is based on arrangements which, on
the face of the responses given today by the Premier to
me in question time, carry with it a very genuine
concern on the part of all that we are not being told the
specifics: first, of the value of this land; second,
whether that value has been carried over into this deal
with the developer, and third, what is going to happen
about proper compensation.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.
Ms GILLETT (Tarneit) — It is with much sorrow
rather than in anger that I hear that the opposition
parties are not prepared to support the Commonwealth
Games and the very fine work of this government to
deliver for all Victorians the best Commonwealth
Games ever.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member is clearly misleading the house. She is
absolutely misrepresenting the position of both the
National Party and the Liberal Party.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
That is not a point of order. The member will have to
make that point in a substantive motion.
Ms GILLETT — It is pretty terrific to talk about
misleading the house if members of the opposition do
not apply the same rules to themselves. They have
spent 50 minutes together trying to frighten Victorians
about what they take as two tiny, weeny matters.
Mr Baillieu — Twenty hectares of public land — —
Ms GILLETT — We lived through the Kennett
government and the grand prix. I am absolutely
flabbergasted that the Leader of the National Party, a
much-respected colleague of mine, whom I have
worked with for seven years and who was chair of the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee prior to
me being appointed to that position — could say that
we should have bitten the bullet and done a section 85.
When the member for Doncaster was chair of SARC
prior to the Leader of the National Party he wrote the
most scathing remarks about that section 85 prohibiting
anybody who was adversely affected by the
Commonwealth Games receiving anything. But quite
rightly, under massive amounts of pressure by the then
Labor Party opposition, which was just a little larger
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than the coalition opposition at the moment, the
government was forced to make those changes.
What the Labor government has done in terms of
providing compensation is bucketloads ahead of the
demonstrated actions of the Kennett government when
it was put to the test with the grand prix. We were at
pains, as rightly said, not to invoke a section 85
exclusion from compensation for this piece of
legislation. We believe if people are adversely affected
in a trivial way the minister, having regard to the likely
impact on persons affected by a road decision, can
certify that an amount of compensation of $400 is
payable. It mirrors similar provisions in other acts, such
as the Project Development and Construction
Management Act, and this clause contemplates the
giving of compensation for trivial impacts. This avoids
the need to go through a long process under the Land
Acquisition and Compensation Act.
However, if truth be told, for more significant impacts,
if proposed section 44A(6) or (7) do not apply, the
amount of compensation payable is to be the amount
agreed between the parties or an amount determined
under the Land Acquisition and Compensation Act.
These compensation provisions mirror those that
normally apply to roads under the Transport Act.
Further it provides that the minister must consult with
the minister administering the Transport Act before
exercising the powers under the new sections. The
provisions also operate alongside section 34 provisions
which relate to compensation for surrendered or
divested land.
The last 50 minutes of debate in this house have been a
fiction. It is with great sorrow that I observe that
perhaps the motive of the opposition parties could be
that they run two lines, one line being, ‘We
wholeheartedly support the Commonwealth Games.
However, we reserve our rights to nitpick at every tiny
detail and overrun — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms GILLETT — The Premier was at pains twice in
question time to point out that rather than the sale being
by private treaty — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms GILLETT — It was not by private treaty, as the
honourable member said; it was an independent tender
process that was followed through. The entire package
that will deliver the Commonwealth Games village was
of the best value in terms of quality and delivery. It is a
global package.
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Mr Baillieu — What’s the value?
Ms GILLETT — It is the best value overall. It is
with great sadness that we find again that the opposition
stands for nothing and runs two separate arguments.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Ms GILLETT — There was absolutely no special
deal done on the village at all. The government issued a
request for a proposal, and it contemplated that that
proposal would include post-games development. In
fact every proposal received by the government
included varying degrees of post-games development.
No matter which company got the contract there would
have been a need to facilitate post-games
developments. Anyone with any common business
sense would understand that. Either way the state would
have been facilitating the planning approval. The
government made no special arrangement that was not
available to every other development proposal. The
proposal that was successful was the best value in terms
of quality and delivery.
Mr Honeywood interjected.
Ms GILLETT — That only happens on your side
of politics. The process was independently conducted
through a tender process and not, as asserted by my
respected colleague the Leader of the National Party,
through a private treaty sale.
Without wishing to be rude or critical, the Leader of the
National Party could have availed himself of a briefing
on the bill, but for a variety of reasons he found it could
not be done in time. However, the same excuse cannot
be made by the Liberal Party, whose three shadow
spokespersons were briefed on the bill over a specific
period of time. When advisers were asked for additional
information, that information was supplied to them.
Three shadow spokespersons — —
Mr Honeywood — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the honourable member is completely
misleading the house. I have a list of eight documents
that have not been provided from that briefing — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member for Warrandyte knows that
that is not a point of order.
Ms GILLETT — It is important to point out, given
the experience the Leader of the National Party and I
have had in chairing the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee, that the committee did not make
any adverse comments on the Commonwealth Games
Arrangements (Amendment) Bill. Normally — —
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An Honourable Member — It’s tame.
Ms GILLETT — Interjections are unruly, but that
one is irresistible. The Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee has a long history of being nothing other
than vigilant. The chair of the committee is following in
the footsteps of a number of great chairs from both
sides of this house. The Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee in Victoria will never be tame.
However, it has made absolutely no adverse comments
on this bill, and that in itself is telling. If an adverse
comment needed to be made about compensation, the
scrutiny committee would have done just that.
If the government had adopted the arrogant, thoughtless
and non-inclusive approach that was so often adopted
by the Kennett government, it would have included a
section 85 statement in this piece of legislation. In no
way, shape or form will this government say that where
sensible compensation arrangements can be established
you should attempt to avoid them.
Two levels of compensation are provided under this
fine piece of legislation. It is with such sorrow that we
find that when it comes to being tested on whether it is
capable of providing support for the state of Victoria,
the opposition is found wanting. I hope this is the last
time such an awkward political stunt is pulled, because
we do not want the Commonwealth Games damaged in
any way, shape or form. We want all Victorians to
enjoy this absolutely fabulous event.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Savage) — Order!
The honourable member’s time has expired.
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — In the three
and a half years that Victoria has suffered this Labor
government there has been no better example of spin
over substance than what is contained in this bill. I want
to put on the record my response to a couple of
complete misnomers that have come from government
speakers, including the total misrepresentation made by
the honourable member for Tarneit a moment ago.
For example, her informants told her that three shadow
ministers from this side of the house had attended the
briefing and had been given everything they requested.
While she is still in the chamber — unlike the member
for Melbourne, who is the local member for the area but
who has only featured in the chamber for a few
minutes — let me read out for the honourable member
for Tarneit the 8 items the opposition is still waiting for
of the 10 it requested. They are the confirmation of
ministerial powers post 2006 about the capacity to
declare; a copy of the legal advice and the investigation
report on the status of the land; an environment
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framework report; the project budget details pre and
post games; details of current gazettals under the
Project Development and Construction Management
Act for maintenance; details of any committees of
management whose appointment would be revoked;
details of any regulations that would be revoked under
48D; and the gazettals of 1876 and 1877.
The opposition is still waiting for eight documents that
the honourable member for Tarneit would have the
Parliament believe were provided. The honourable
member should not attempt to misrepresent the true
situation, and she should not attempt to put it around
among the wider public that the three shadow ministers
at the briefing were totally satisfied with the situation.
At least one of the bureaucrats sitting in this chamber
today would have to say that they went through an
absolutely torrid inquisition from the opposition about
some of the issues in the bill that are of genuine
concern. But opposition members are not the only ones
who have been deceived about the misrepresentations
that have been made.
I refer to a letter from the all-powerful Minister for
Commonwealth Games, the Honourable Justin Madden
in another place, who will take complete planning
powers from the Minister for Planning, because, as we
know, she cannot deal with complex legislation. The
letter, dated 29 January, is from the Minister for
Commonwealth Games to Ms Julianne Bell, the
convenor of the Royal Park Protection Group, which is
a group of genuine residents who are trying to stand up
for their park. After the usual thankyous, et cetera, the
letter states:
As you will be aware, the Commonwealth Games advisory
committee (environment) provided a report to government on
September 2001 considering a broad range of environmental
issues in response to the government’s 2006 Commonwealth
Games environment framework.
I am pleased to advise you that the government has been
undertaking a comprehensive evaluation of the advisory
committee’s recommendations and will release its response,
along with an overview of the finalised Commonwealth
Games environment program, in February this year.

We are still waiting for it — two months down the
track. The minister is content for the legislation to come
before the house when we do not even know about the
environmental report that goes with the land.
Some of us have been around this place long enough to
remember Labor Party members in opposition harping
and carrying on about every single environmental issue.
‘Where is the environment effects statement (EES)?’,
they would constantly harp on about. Do we have an
EES on this project? No, we do not. Why not? Because
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the government does not want an objective
environmental assessment. The minister is keeping it
in-house. Privately done environmental information
goes to an advisory committee; so it does not have the
status of EES and does not have the objectivity of EES.
Even then the minister will not release that diluted,
subjective and very small component of a full EES. The
minister will not release that detail to the residents
group or to anybody else.
Let us look at some of the environmental aspects that
we know the minister is trying to hide, which is why he
will not give us the full EES. Given the government’s
so-called $15 million contribution to this project, it
should also detail the breakdown of that promise. If it is
to contribute $5 million of that amount to the wetlands
project that apparently now lies outside the Crown land
area designated for the athletes village, at the very least
the state government needs to produce a further detailed
report on the impact of the design and development of
the integrated wetlands precinct. Unfortunately in the
official briefing on this legislation provided to the
opposition the minister’s advisor made it clear that the
wetlands area is now regarded as totally a Melbourne
City Council project, with some input from the
Melbourne zoo, of all things; but the government has
washed its hands of that wetlands project.
This passing of the buck to the third tier of government
brings us to the design changes to the village. Let this
chamber be reacquainted with the original bid and
design for the village by the consortium, and let that be
contrasted with — excuse the pun — the watered down
new village design which the consortium submitted on
17 March this year.
The design elements which have been significantly
changed from the original bid include the following. On
the originally submitted glossy colour plans and
diagrams there was a wonderful water body that
followed the natural watercourse of the creek. There
was a landscape feature and central focal point for both
the athletes village and the subsequent real estate
development.
What do we find on the new plans? There is no such
water body at all. Instead we have increased privately
owned allotments, where once we had a communal
water feature, and a so-called village green where
football and cricket can allegedly be played. The village
green will now be reconsidered and constructed on top
of the natural water course of the Maribyrnong Creek.
Even worse, a Melbourne City Council planning
committee report dated 3 April has noted that the
village green will now not be large enough any more to
enable casual, social and junior sport such as cricket.
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The residents will lose their communal water feature
and integration of the wetlands into the development to
outside the development. Melbourne City Council is
being told, ‘You look after the wetlands now. We are
not interested’. Equally, the village green will be built
over a natural water course and will no longer be big
enough for kids to play a game of cricket.

wonderful real estate development up to 2015. What a
gift; what a wonderful real estate deal.

What an outrage! What an attempt by this Labor
government to ride roughshod over genuine
communities wanting some glimmer of hope that this
land, gifted to the development consortium, will
actually be used by local families rather than the elite
enclave that will maximise the profit for friends of the
government who, coincidentally, pay for television ads
for the government during election campaigns.

First of all, the member for Warrandyte suggested that
$5 million for the wetlands for a council project
somehow means that the state government is not
committed to it. It is a council project. Melbourne City
Council has had the wetlands project on its books for
many years and the government is putting a
considerable amount of money into that project which
will be of benefit not only to this village but also to
people in Royal Park, Parkville and the inner northern
suburbs.

A second change to the original design is that many of
the proposed internal village roads and footpath widths
are inadequate. In recent years some horrific examples
of narrow roadways have been approved. As one such
example, I invite honourable members to inspect the
Kensington Banks development, and in my own
electorate the recent development off Plymouth Road in
Croydon Hills.
You would have thought that a Labor government,
supposedly committed to the needs of the disabled,
would have required footpath widths of the 1.8 metres
required for wheelchair access, but that is not the case
with this development. You would have thought that a
Labor government, supposedly committed to cycling as
an alternative mode of transport to the car, would have
dedicated bicycle paths or at least shared pedestrian
pathways, but that is not the case with this
development.
Somebody has to ask these questions on behalf of the
wider community of Victoria and the local residents of
Parkville because government members are mute when
it comes to asking these types of questions. Why? It is
because they know that this is a special deal that has
been done for a consortium that enjoys the favour of
this government. That is why one minister has been
invested with unprecedented powers to override normal
local government planning arrangements which this
government, when in opposition, cried for time and
again. Those powers will be overridden by this bill. We
have a mute backbench which will not question what is
going on behind closed doors and we have a situation in
which there is a five-year lag time, to 2011, before the
successful consortium even has to apply for planning
permits which will last a further four years — as we
have been told today by Melbourne City Council — so
we can still have construction occurring on this

Mr CARLI (Brunswick) — I rise in support of this
bill and I also want to make a few remarks about the
environmental concerns of the previous speaker, the
member for Warrandyte.

The member also suggests that the village green is too
small. There has been a village green — an area that
has been used for cricket and other sports — for many
years. Recently it has not been used because the area
has not been used by the hospital — it has been
abandoned — but it is there and it is being rehabilitated.
We are rehabilitating land that is already there.
Further, I suggest — and it is obviously an error but
indicates that the member is not very aware of the
area — that it is not the Maribyrnong Creek; it is the
Moonee Ponds Creek. If I recall it was the Liberal
government that changed the alignment and turned it
into a concrete canal. We are the ones restoring the
Moonee Ponds Creek. In terms of our environmental
performance it is to the credit of this government. As
far as this project is concerned there is certainly no
mute backbench or Labor group. There has been active
participation by local members, various backbenchers
and ministers in this project. It is of considerable
importance to the state.
It was the previous Kennett government which came to
the then Labor opposition and said it wanted a
bipartisan position on the Commonwealth Games. It
was our leader at the time, now the Treasurer, who gave
that commitment to support the then government in this
project. I would have thought that commitment should
continue and yet we have a situation where the member
for Hawthorn, expressing extraordinary hypocrisy, says
he does not support the bill and principally because it
involves private developers building residences on
public land.
It was the previous Kennett government that identified
this land for development. Not only was it going to give
over 19 hectares of this land to private developers, but it
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was also going to give land currently used by the Early
Psychosis Prevention and Intervention Centre and the
Victorian Foundation for the Survivors of Torture in
Parkville. It was going to give that land to the
developers to partly compensate for the cost of the
Commonwealth Games village. It was not only going
to give 19 hectares, it was going to add a few more
hectares!
It is amazing hypocrisy to come in today and say, ‘We
are against private developers on public land’. I would
welcome the member for Hawthorn in my electorate to
see how many private developments have gone on to
public land — land that was sold by the previous
government, particularly government school sites that
were sold to private developers. There are many sites.
How could the opposition possibly come here today
and suggest that private developers building on public
land is a reason to object to this legislation? That is not
a reason to object to this legislation. That is complete
and total nonsense. There has been a lot of nonsense
talked about this project.
There have been suggestions that this is parkland, but it
has never been parkland, and it was never envisaged as
being parkland. In the 1850s when land was first put
aside for Princes Park and Royal Park it did not include
this area, because it was an experimental farm. That is
why over time we have had the Commonwealth Serum
Laboratories, Turana, the Royal Park Psychiatric
Hospital and other developments there. The only land
that was parkland that was privatised in the
19th century was land along Royal Parade in what is
now West Parkville and Parkville. Those areas certainly
were parkland; they were privatised, and they were part
of land speculation. This was never parkland, and it was
never part of land speculation. It was an experimental
farm, and it was kept aside because of the nature of the
soil — because of the Moonee Ponds Creek soil it was
used for agriculture.
It is important to dismiss that sort of nonsense. It is also
important to emphasise the public housing
component — 20 per cent of it will become public
housing: 100 units of government-owned public
housing and 100 residences for aged people. As anyone
knows, in inner Melbourne there is an extraordinary
need for housing for older people, particularly given
federal government policy on aged services, especially
nursing homes. We are getting 200 dwellings for social
housing and public housing, but there has not been one
word from members of the opposition to say that is
good, that it is a great thing. And why should they? It is
typical of them. They were not supportive in
government of public housing in inner Melbourne, and
they are certainly not supportive of public housing in

Thursday, 10 April 2003

inner Melbourne now. There has certainly been no
attempt to recognise that component.
The member for Hawthorn may march around the
streets of West Brunswick and Parkville and suggest
that this government is not committed to public housing
or the Commonwealth Games, but it certainly is.
Mr Baillieu — On a point of order, Speaker, the
misrepresentation just continues. I specifically referred
to the public housing issue, and I said that other
members would be speaking about it because of the
shortage of time. The misrepresentations here are
extraordinary.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Lindell) — Order!
There is no point of order.
Mr CARLI — I am not sure whether that suggests
you support public housing, but it would be a great shift
in opposition thinking for you to support public housing
in inner Melbourne.
It is important to understand that the previous
government wanted to give away not only this site but
also another site in Parkville. It is hypocrisy for the
opposition parties to come in here and suggest that
somehow they are now against private development on
public land.
We have tendered for this project, and this is the best
value project. There are certainly many costs associated
with providing housing for the Commonwealth Games.
It is a complex issue, but this was by far the best site.
This is the site that will deliver public housing
outcomes. That has been one of the positions that I have
consistently argued for as a local member — that is,
that inner city public housing, particularly for the aged,
is of crucial importance. I know what the problems are
in the inner areas, I know there is a need for public
housing, and I have argued for that from day one. I
commend the government for accepting the arguments
put forward by me, by the member for Melbourne and
by the upper house members, who have also
consistently argued for public housing in inner
Melbourne, and that is what we will get from this
development. We would not have got it from
Docklands, and the provisions for Jolimont had more
than their fair share of faults.
We have managed to provide an enormously important
social outcome. We have provided the environmental
outcome of open space and preserved the heritage
buildings. Some of those buildings will come back to
having community use. The wetlands will be of
importance to the entire area. We have the
Commonwealth Games Advisory Committee operating
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at this very moment, so there is a consultation process
whereby the community can make suggestions and be
involved in the final design for the site. It is an
important process, and we take it very seriously. We
have engaged the local community, because we believe
it is important to involve it. We will continue to do that
right through the time leading up to the Commonwealth
Games and afterwards. To make this project possible
and make it stack up economically there has to be a
development over time, and that will include time after
the games. This legislation allows that to happen: it
allows the whole project to stack up, to work
economically, and it allows it to actually function.
What we are trying to do with this legislation is broaden
the previous legislation passed in this house to give the
Minister for Commonwealth Games planning powers
and certain other powers to go beyond not only the
period of the Commonwealth Games but also after
them. That is for the simple reason that to make the
development stack up it is important to allow that
development to continue after the Commonwealth
Games.
There are numerous safeguards in this legislation in
terms of issues of compensation, and there are
numerous safeguards in terms of a whole lot of things,
but the most important thing of all is that this legislation
allows it to happen. The member for Warrandyte would
have us go away now and do an environment effects
statement (EES), which would mean that we would not
have this project ready for the Commonwealth Games.
All that the members of the opposition are doing — the
same as the National Party — is stalling and trying to
prevent this project from happening. They are trying to
undermine the Commonwealth Games. The
commitment we gave in opposition was that there
would be a bipartisan position on the Commonwealth
Games, but the opposition will not do that — its
members are out there trying to destroy the
Commonwealth Games; they are trying to undermine
the Commonwealth Games. And none more so than the
member for Warrandyte, who is actually trying to set
up an EES process at the moment to ensure the project
never happens.
Mr SAVAGE (Mildura) — I rise to speak on this
bill with some reservations and trepidation. I was not
part of any discussions and gave no commitments when
the proposal for the Commonwealth Games was first
brought into the state of Victoria, so I will not breach
any agreements on bipartisanship.
My reservations are based on the fact that we have just
had the worst drought on record; we have had
tremendous bushfires that have devastated certain parts
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of the state; and we have the Hume Weir at 5 per cent
and the Dartmouth Weir at 8 per cent capacity, which
means we will be faced with some significant problems
in this coming couple of years, so the cost of $1 billion
for the Commonwealth Games is a very high price. The
state will be liable, as I understand it, for nearly
$600 million of that, and the federal government will, I
presume, be liable for the rest.
We have to look at what we can afford on issues like
this. The Commonwealth Games last for about
14 days — that is, about $75 million a day. The
Commonwealth Games were in Brisbane some years
ago, and theirs is a very fleeting status. I am not
suggesting that we do not put on a good show, but we
have to be very careful about the way we approach this.
The consequences of an open-slather approach without
care and regard for the cost of these games will be
borne by Victorians through commonwealth and state
taxation revenue.
I am not suggesting that we scrap the Commonwealth
Games. I am just putting forward the point that we have
to be a very careful about how we plan this particular
event. I know it is important, and I know 2006 is some
distance away. I acknowledge the competence of the
Minister for Commonwealth Games in another place,
and I have full confidence in his ability. However, I am
in this place as a state member, which is why I put the
point of view that we should be mindful of the cost and
bear it in mind when we make decisions about whether
we can afford the games. If we cannot, we will have to
cut our coat accordingly.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I will make a couple of
comments about why the Liberal Party opposes this
bill, notwithstanding our strong support and our
initiation of the bid for the Commonwealth Games. I
thank the then Labor opposition for its support for
Melbourne’s bid for the games. The basis on which we
are opposing this bill is not the special provisions that
have been introduced to facilitate the games but that
this amendment bill will give an extraordinary
post-games advantage to the developer which has been
fortunate enough to secure the contract with the Bracks
Labor government.
It is particularly odd to notice the difference between
the second-reading speech and the terminology in the
bill. Honourable members would be aware that the
purpose of the bill is to facilitate the development and
redevelopment of the Commonwealth Games village
after the Commonwealth Games — and ‘after’ is the
critical word.
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The Liberal Party has no problem with the bill’s
facilitating the development of the Commonwealth
Games village. In fact it supported that principal
legislation that came before this house some time ago.
However, our objection is to the new purpose which
will be inserted by way of this bill. The new purpose is:
… the development, redevelopment and use of the Games
Village land after the Commonwealth Games …
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legislation to facilitate major events. Likewise the
Liberal Party did so, the foremost example of which
involved the Australian Formula One Grand Prix. We
have no problem with that, and we have no problem
with giving ministers special powers for special events,
be they planning powers, road construction powers or
road closures. Where we do have a problem is when
these powers are removed to apply after the events.

So this has nothing to do with our support for the
Commonwealth Games, which we support. This has
nothing to do with our support for exceptional
legislation that allows for the undertaking of
environment effects statements, allows the Minister for
Transport to have more powers than usual and allows
planning provisions to be overridden. We support those
special powers for the Commonwealth Games, but we
do not support extending those very special and delicate
powers to apply after the Commonwealth Games and to
one particular developer who happens to have won the
contract.

I note with interest that while the Labor Party now
supports special powers for events and post-events, in
1994 it did not. I refer in particular to comments made
by the then member for Albert Park, now the Deputy
Premier, who said in debate on 7 October 1994 on the
Australian grand prix bill that it:

I note that the second-reading speech states:

The member for Footscray had similar views about
environment effects statements not being required for
major events.

It is with pleasure that I introduce this bill, which will further
assist the state in preparing for the 2006 Commonwealth
Games in Melbourne.

The speech goes on to refer to the state’s preparation
for the 2006 Commonwealth Games in Melbourne.
However, the bill before the house is not about the
preparation for the games; it is about what happens
after the games, including the facilitation of a housing
development on the games site.
Again I mention that the Liberal Party supports the
Commonwealth Games. One of the elements of our
tourism strategy was that because Melbourne was not
like Queensland, with its Great Barrier Reef, or like
Sydney, with its opera house and harbour, we needed to
get major events for the city. It was obviously a
city-based strategy with a longer term view of moving
tourism out to the regions. So we marketed Melbourne
by way of major events, and I notice the current
government has embraced that strategy. The
Commonwealth Games is one of the events we pitched
for. Again I note and acknowledge the support of the
Labor Party in pitching for that event.
I also acknowledge that this house has seen restrictive
legislation on major events on many occasions.
Environment effects statements were revoked under the
previous Labor government. There was deemed to be
no need for an environment effects statement for the
Melbourne Cricket Ground Great Southern Stand, the
Phillip Island grand prix and, indeed, the Docklands. So
Labor has been in the habit of introducing special

… sets up the Australian Grand Prix Corporation … and puts
them above the laws which apply to ordinary citizens. It
creates, in effect, a state within a state — a state where there
are laws that you would not expect in a democracy. They are
the sorts of laws that a tin pot dictator would be proud of, yet
it appears the Parliament will pass them in the next couple of
weeks.

As I said, we support the provision of special powers
under the principal legislation, the Commonwealth
Games Arrangements Act 2001. However, we are
objecting to these special powers, because in the words
of the member of Albert Park, ‘They are the sorts of
powers that a tin pot dictator would be proud of’. These
powers will now be applied to a post-games
development.
I want to briefly articulate why this legislation is
offensive. First of all, the scale of the development is
inappropriate. Two hundred dwellings plus temporary
accommodation are required for the Commonwealth
Games for the 6000 athletes and officials. However,
Australand’s winning proposal is for a 1000-dwelling
development, which indicates the scale of the
application of these special powers.
Secondly, and most significantly, this legislation gives
unparalleled advantage to Australand. The other two
tenderers, Grocon for the Jolimont site and Lend Lease
for the Docklands site, did not know at the time they
put in the tenders that these special powers would be
applied to post-games development. The other
tenderers clearly would have known that special powers
would be introduced for the preparation, if I can again
refer to the terminology of the second-reading speech,
or the run-up to the Commonwealth Games, but they
did not know that special powers would be available
post-Commonwealth Games. It is that element, which
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is the entire purpose of the amending bill, that is the
most offensive.
The other element that has induced the opposition of
the Liberal Party is the duration provision, which
extends the principal act up to 2011. So this one
developer of post-games housing will now have all
these special conditions and enjoy all these advantages
up to 2011. Again I remind the Australian Labor Party
of its objections to the grand prix bill, even though in
government it has invoked the suspension of
environment effects statements for a raft of special
events, as it should. But this bill specifically relates to a
post-games commercial development where one
developer has been given a significant advantage over
others.
In conclusion I reiterate that the Commonwealth Games
will be a terrific thing for Melbourne. It fits into the
events strategy that both the previous Liberal
government and this Labor government have embraced
as a way to expose Melbourne internationally and to
attract tourists to the city. All of that is desirable. Not
everyone agrees with it, but as a former tourism
minister I am strongly in favour of the events strategy
that both major parties have embraced —
notwithstanding the contribution of the Independents.
The problem with this bill is not that it gives special
powers for the running of the games. That is fine and
both major parties have done that for the motorcycle
grand prix, the formula one grand prix and the
Melbourne Cricket Ground Great Southern Stand.
Special powers are a norm in trying to get up major
projects and major events. The problem with this bill is
that it gives special powers post-Commonwealth
Games to one developer and special powers post-tender
of which the other tenderers for the Commonwealth
Games village were not aware.
This is a particularly dangerous bill. I urge people not to
confuse it with the opposition’s support for the
Commonwealth Games. I am particularly disappointed
that the member for Melbourne, in whose electorate this
outrage is occurring, is not present in the house.
Ms MARSHALL (Forest Hill) — I find it amazing
that opposition members say they are not opposed to
the Commonwealth Games when everything they are
saying would prevent the games from being the huge
success that they will be. The building developments
for the Commonwealth Games and the benefits
received afterwards are intrinsically linked.
I was very fortunate to represent Australia at a number
of wonderful Olympic Games, the first being the 1992
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winter games in France. The developments we saw
there highlighted the absolute benefits that would be
gained later on. I also had the honour of witnessing and
participating in the 1994 winter Olympic Games in
Lillehammer, which was a regional area where there
was virtually no development prior to the
announcement of the games. The legacy left and the
social and economic benefits to that area as a direct
result of having been granted the Olympic Games were
phenomenal. I was also fortunate to go to the 1998
winter Olympic Games in Japan where they made an
incredible effort to create facilities for the short-term
benefit of the athletes and the long-term benefit of the
community. It was a very congested area and the
pooling of resources was astounding.
This bill is about the long-term benefits to an area. It is
not just about the short-term gains for athletes or the
short-term benefits of having a respectable event such
as the Commonwealth Games in Victoria.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
Ms MARSHALL — I am sorry the honourable
member was never able to represent Australia, but we
have standards. It is a shame!
I stress that the bill is about providing long-term
benefits for Victorians: it is not about the immediate
results that we are going to get. The bill is about
broadening the definition of — —
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Lindell) — Order!
The honourable member for Bulleen is interjecting out
of his place.
Ms MARSHALL — It is about making sure that we
not only make small gains for our athletes, but also
about the tourism benefits that Victoria will receive.
These are long-term benefits.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
Ms MARSHALL — The honourable member may
wish this to be a short term thing for him — he only
ever looks to the end of his hand!
This is about leaving Victoria better for having had the
Commonwealth Games. It is not just about the
immediate gains in terms of the facilities and housing.
It is also about the way Victorians feel — and they feel
a sense of pride.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
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Ms MARSHALL — Maybe you do not wish to
ever get up for any particular form of exercise, but the
Labor Party wants Victorians to be more active. This is
about creating a healthier state.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Lindell) — Order!
The member for Forest Hill should direct her comments
through the Chair.
Ms MARSHALL — I am sorry, Acting Speaker.
The economic and social benefits from the
Commonwealth Games will assist not only this
generation but also future generations of Victorians.
The support of this bill, and not the opposition to it,
means that is what we are ensuring.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The history of
the Commonwealth Games records great achievements
by many performers. From my point of view one of the
finest ones was Andrew Lloyd in New Zealand. Having
had a motor vehicle accident in which he lost his wife
and sustained a number of serious injuries, he had his
arm set in a particular way to help him run better after it
was seriously broken. He went on to win the gold
medal in what was a magnificent race where he was
behind in the last lap and made the ground up step by
step. I salute his achievement on that occasion.
I am pleased to follow the member for Forest Hill
because she is an aerial acrobat of great renown and has
done a wonderful job in representing Australia
overseas. I suggest if there was an acrobatic team in the
Commonwealth Games, she could be joined by her
colleagues who would not display the same level of
finesse and skill: their speciality would be more
backflips and back somersaults.
In supporting that particular proposition, I point out the
hypocrisy of the Labor Party in contrasting this
legislation with certain powers given to the government
and the approach it took in opposition to the Albert
Park legislation a number of years ago. The current
Premier, when that particular bill was debated, took
great delight in quoting an editorial that appeared in the
Age of 17 September 1994 which talked about the
‘sweeping legislation to exempt the race and track
construction from environmental and planning laws’.
And yet his own government is implementing
legislation to facilitate the Commonwealth Games
establishment in Melbourne. Which way is he jumping?
Is he doing backflips on his position in 1994 or is he
doing a very effective forward roll?
The Minister for Environment, as the member for
Albert Park, said in the Australian Grand Prix Bill
debate in 1994:
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The legislation cuts across ordinary rights which we as
citizens have come to respect. It removes safeguards which
normally ensure that the environment and our health are
protected and that government financial dealings are
conducted with probity.

I wonder what the members of the concerned residents
group have to say about the approach of the member for
Albert Park, when as I understand it 8 of the
10 documents that were to be forwarded to the
concerned residents have not as yet been provided.
The shadow Minister for Planning gave a good outline
of the disparity between the accommodation
projections. Initially some 430 dwellings were to be
provided, but now only 214 units will be built to
accommodate some 4700 athletes. In terms of the
post-games development, there will be an aggregate
quantum of some 1000 dwellings that will be part of the
precinct comprising three to nine-storey multi-unit
development blocks. What planning controls will apply
to these developments? What input will residents have
regarding amenity issues in their locality? What input
will they have in relation to traffic planning and other
matters in the area?
These are serious issues that the government is not
prepared to respond to or address. It is important that
legislation of this nature be conducted and developed
on a bipartisan basis and involve consultation.
Bipartisanship can only take place in the context of
there being effective, open, accountable and transparent
consultation, but in this case there has been an absence
of that.
The opposition shares the concerns of the residents
association about the lack of information provided on
this matter. The government members who were in this
chamber in the early 1990s stand condemned for their
backflips on their approach to the grand prix legislation
and their approach to this bill.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

The SPEAKER — Order! Pursuant to the
resolution of the house on Tuesday, 8 April, in relation
to the government business program, the time has come
for me to interrupt business.
House divided on omission (members in favour vote no):

Ayes, 58
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Batchelor, Mr
Beard, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Bracks, Mr

Langdon, Mr (Teller)
Languiller, Mr
Leighton, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lindell, Ms
Lobato, Ms
Lockwood, Mr
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Brumby, Mr
Buchanan, Ms
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Delahunty, Ms
Duncan, Ms
Eckstein, Ms
Garbutt, Ms
Gillett, Ms
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Mr
Helper, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
Kosky, Ms
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Loney, Mr
Lupton, Mr
McTaggart, Ms
Marshall, Ms
Maxfield, Mr (Teller)
Merlino, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Morand, Ms
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Overington, Ms
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Robinson, Mr
Seitz, Mr (Teller)
Stensholt, Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Trezise, Mr
Wilson, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 25
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Clark, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Dixon, Mr (Teller)
Doyle, Mr
Honeywood, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
Maughan, Mr (Teller)
Mulder, Mr

Napthine, Dr
Perton, Mr
Plowman, Mr
Powell, Mrs
Ryan, Mr
Savage, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr (Teller)
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Wells, Mr

Herbert, Mr
Holding, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hudson, Mr
Ingram, Mr
Jenkins, Mr
Kosky, Ms

Savage, Mr
Seitz, Mr (Teller)
Stensholt, Mr
Thwaites, Mr
Trezise, Mr
Wilson, Mr
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 23
Asher, Ms
Baillieu, Mr
Clark, Mr
Delahunty, Mr
Dixon, Mr (Teller)
Doyle, Mr
Honeywood, Mr
Jasper, Mr
Kotsiras, Mr
McIntosh, Mr
Maughan, Mr (Teller)
Mulder, Mr

Napthine, Dr
Perton, Mr
Plowman, Mr
Powell, Mrs
Ryan, Mr
Shardey, Mrs
Smith, Mr (Teller)
Sykes, Dr
Thompson, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Wells, Mr

Question agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

MELBOURNE CRICKET GROUND
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 9 April; motion of Mr THWAITES
(Minister for Environment).

Amendment negatived.
House divided on question:

Ayes, 60
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Barker, Ms
Batchelor, Mr
Beard, Ms
Beattie, Ms
Bracks, Mr
Brumby, Mr
Buchanan, Ms
Campbell, Ms
Carli, Mr
Crutchfield, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Delahunty, Ms
Duncan, Ms
Eckstein, Ms
Garbutt, Ms
Gillett, Ms
Green, Ms
Haermeyer, Mr
Hardman, Mr
Harkness, Mr
Helper, Mr
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Langdon, Mr (Teller)
Languiller, Mr
Leighton, Mr
Lim, Mr
Lindell, Ms
Lobato, Ms
Lockwood, Mr
Loney, Mr
Lupton, Mr
McTaggart, Ms
Marshall, Ms
Maxfield, Mr (Teller)
Merlino, Mr
Mildenhall, Mr
Morand, Ms
Munt, Ms
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Overington, Ms
Pandazopoulos, Mr
Perera, Mr
Pike, Ms
Robinson, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

MAJOR EVENTS (CROWD
MANAGEMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 9 April; motion of Mr THWAITES
(Minister for Victorian Communities).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
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SOUTHERN AND EASTERN INTEGRATED
TRANSPORT AUTHORITY BILL
Committee
Resumed from 8 April.

The SPEAKER — Order! The question is that
clauses 1 to 26 and circulated government
amendments 1 and 2 be agreed to, that the bill be read a
third time and that it be transmitted to the
Legislative Council and their concurrence desired
therein.
Clauses 1 to 26 agreed to.

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

2.

Clause 1, page 2, lines 1 to 4 omit “project for an
integrated transport corridor connecting the Eastern
Freeway at Mitcham to the Frankston Freeway at
Seaford” and insert “Southern and Eastern Integrated
Transport Project”.
Clause 4, lines 23 and 24 omit “at Mitcham to the
Frankston Freeway at Seaford” and insert “to the
Frankston Freeway including tunnels under the Mullum
Mullum Creek and a link with the Ringwood By-Pass”.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

SHOP TRADING REFORM (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Introduction
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — I desire
to move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill to amend the Shop Trading
Reform Act 1996 to make clear that for 2003 exempt shops,
irrespective of the number of employees, may trade on Good
Friday, Easter Sunday, Anzac Day and Christmas Day.

Leave refused.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — On Tuesday
evening of this week on the adjournment debate I raised
the issue of inaccurate figures being recorded in the
tables and graphs of the Children’s Court annual report
2001–02. The inaccurate figures particularly relate to
the status of child protection applications in Victoria.
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The Attorney-General in his response to my request
that he investigate this issue as the responsible minister
accused me of attempting to undermine the
independence of the judiciary and the work done by the
Children’s Court.
In my role as the shadow Minister for Community
Services it is my duty to scrutinise the reporting of the
number of child protection cases initiated and finalised
as a measure of the resources needed within the
community services portfolio. I was in no way seeking
to, nor indeed was I, undermining the independence of
the judiciary or undermining the work of the Children’s
Court, which I believe has a most important role to play
in relation to Victorian children and families.
The SPEAKER — Order! Thank you.
Mrs SHARDEY — The Attorney’s accusation was
outrageous.
The SPEAKER — Order! The final comment was
out of order and was not an approved part of the
statement.

LEGAL PRACTICE (VALIDATIONS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Council.
Read first time on motion of Mr HULLS
(Attorney-General).

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from 27 March; motion of Ms LOBATO
(Gembrook) for adoption of address-in-reply.

Mr KOTSIRAS (Bulleen) — Before I was
interrupted a fortnight ago I was outlining how this
lazy, inept and hypocritical Labor government was
ignoring the needs of my electorate. The Labor
government has also used the multicultural
communities as political footballs. I give the house two
examples. During the last election campaign this
government offered $50 000 to the Greek community
of Frankston if they voted for the ALP. The $50 000
was only going to go to them if they voted for the ALP.
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr KOTSIRAS — The member for Richmond
does not like that. A fake cheque with photos of the
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Premier and the candidate for Frankston was given to
them. It has on it ‘Pay Greek Orthodox Community of
Frankston the sum of $50 000 [for] a re-elected Bracks
government’. While I understand that during an
election you are able to put forward policies, in this
case there was no program. It was simply a cash
donation of $50 000 if they voted for the ALP. I was
disappointed that the Frankston community actually
accepted the cheque.
The second matter is in the area of languages other than
English (LOTE). I understand that the member for
Ferntree Gully was part of this. This government is full
of rhetoric, but when it comes to LOTE it fails. It seems
that LOTE is no longer considered a key learning area.
Some minutes regarding LOTE were sent to me from
staff. I will read the first paragraph:
What the vision for LOTE, given that schools, teachers and
the broader community perceive that LOTE is being
marginalised, that it is no longer one of the eight key learning
areas, and that it can be relegated to an optional extra within
the curriculum.

Under the previous government all students from prep
to year 10 had to study LOTE. Under this government
it is an optional extra. Only schools that have the funds
can offer LOTE in their curricula.
I have never seen two units like the Victorian Office of
Multicultural Affairs and the Victorian Multicultural
Commission in one department that are unable to work
together. The director of VOMA is unable to work with
the number two in the office and the director of VOMA
is unable to work with the chairperson of the VMC,
George Lekakis. The two never speak to each other and
communicate only through emails.
I quickly turn to information technology. The
government claims it is world leaders in IT.
Unfortunately, it has failed. I looked up the Victorian
Government Directory and was amazed to see that I am
still listed as a ministerial adviser. The directory has
‘Nicholas Kotsiras’ as a ‘ministerial adviser’ at
‘Level 1, 2 Treasury Place, East Melbourne’. The
entries were last modified on 8 March 2002. I assure
the house I am not getting paid to be a ministerial
adviser. I would have thought the Minister for
Information and Communication Technology would
ensure the department alters the entries.
A number of other projects that will be disasters include
Victrack, the Telecommunications Purchasing and
Management Strategy and, of course, synchrotron.
Over the coming months they will become disasters. I
have spoken to a number of individuals who tell me
that both ministers are happy to go along, cut ribbons
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and jump on the bandwagon when programs are
successful, but they will run the other way when
projects fail. This is typical of this government. It has
achieved nothing in information and communications
technology — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired.
Mr LONEY (Lara) — It gives me great pleasure to
enter the address-in-reply debate as the first-ever
member for the new seat of Lara, which was created
prior to the last election from several seats, particularly
Geelong North — for which I was fortunate enough to
have been only one of two members ever to hold that
seat, along with the legendary Neil Trezise, who was a
great member for the area; I am proud to share with him
the honour of being one of the only two members to
have held that seat.
The new seat of Lara, created from the former seat of
Geelong North, takes in part of the former seat of
Werribee, which was previously held by the current
member for Tarneit. It also takes in a small part of the
area previously covered by the electorate of Ballarat
East.
Lara is a wonderful seat to represent. It is quite a mixed
and diverse seat that includes the industrial heartland of
Geelong, with its huge manufacturing industries
including Ford, Shell, Hendersons, the automotive
industry. It is an industrial area of very high-skilled,
technologically advanced companies and one that is of
immense importance to the Geelong region. It
contributes something of the order of 40 per cent of
local manufacturing employment as well as about
40 per cent of the gross revenue of the area.
The seat extends up into the new areas south of
Werribee, including Wyndham Vale and Westleigh
Gardens, which are huge growth areas. Recently I was
fortunate enough to look at some of the new growth
areas at Manor Lakes. It is interesting to see what has
been done in that area in light of today’s ministerial
statement. There you have a major growth centre where
the aim is eventually to have about 20 000 people living
in that development. The planners are already
proposing to lay pipes for recycled water into the area.
They intend to install the plumbing and have it ready
when the subdivision goes ahead. That was done after a
great deal of consulting with people who might buy
blocks in the area on their requirements and needs, and
their attitude towards using recycled water. It is a great
thing that property developers in Victoria are now
starting to take those initiatives themselves and to look
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at the sustainability of what is being done and at better
ways in which we can use our precious resources.
That also brings up a whole range of infrastructure
issues in that area, like all growth areas, including the
need to connect to transport, other community service,
schools, maternal and child health centres, aged care
facilities and a whole range of things. The planning is
taking place for them. That will certainly be a major
issue that will have to be addressed. As the member for
that area I will be certainly concentrating on that issue.
In the new seat of Lara there is a very large rural area
which takes in traditional farming areas through Anakie
and Balliang as well as being a wonderful wine-making
district. Some of the great Victorian wine labels come
from part of my electorate. I look forward to visiting
those particular areas and ensuring that the superb
quality of those local products is kept up into the future.
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr LONEY — The Mount Anakie winery and the
Idyll winery — and there are a great deal more in the
area.
At its centre the new seat of Lara has the township of
Lara after which the seat has been named. It sits in the
shadows of the You Yangs which are roughly at its
geographic centre. The Lara township is one of the
fastest growing areas in the Geelong area. It also has
particular infrastructure needs. During the period of the
first Bracks government many of those were being
addressed, including the long-awaited secondary school
that opened this year with 105 students in year 7. That
was something great for that community. We look
forward to more building.
In the northern suburbs of Geelong among the major
issues to be addressed are some of the health needs of
that community. I will be particularly interested in
pursuing the physical refurbishment of the Corio
Community Health Centre as one thing that needs to be
addressed.
As I said at the outset, Lara is a wonderful seat. I am
privileged to be the first member representing that seat.
I look forward to working within the electorate and
representing the people there, and ensuring that the
community and infrastructure required in areas such as
that is provided. I am sure that over the term of this
Bracks government a great deal of progress will be
made on providing the necessary infrastructure for my
new seat.
Mr HONEYWOOD (Warrandyte) — In rising to
join the address-in-reply debate at this late hour I would
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like to highlight a truism that has come to the fore in the
portfolios of industry, employment and major projects,
which is that Labor governments cannot manage
construction projects.
Those of us who were members of Parliament when
Labor was last in power well recall the World Congress
Centre, which according to the Auditor-General the
taxpayers of Victoria paid for twice over, based on
pathetic government-negotiated sale and lease-back
conditions. They are not my words, they are from the
then Auditor-General’s report to the Parliament. Who
can forget the way in which the unions dictated terms
when it came to building the light towers at the
Melbourne Cricket Ground? That was in the old days of
Labor, and nothing has changed.
Just look at what the Bracks government has achieved
when it comes to managing major construction projects
in particular over the last three and a half years. Take
Federation Square, for example.
Mr Nardella — Your project!
Mr HONEYWOOD — Isn’t it interesting that they
say that it was a Liberal project!
Labor accepted all the accolades it could for this
project, having of course presided over a threefold
blow-out in costs because it insisted on design changes
so the minister could put his imprimatur on the square.
Labor insisted on construction delays, and union
workers were being paid ridiculous site allowances and
the like because of the design changes and the site
agreements made at the time. Then we found in
legislation that came before the house earlier today
evidence of another project it has got wrong — the
Commonwealth Games village.
This is a particularly difficult one for the government
because it involves it shafting its natural constituents.
The government has railroaded the local community
over the Commonwealth Games village, and it has
given the Minister for Commonwealth Games
unprecedented planning powers, having sidelined the
Minister for Planning. The government has ensured that
the consortium that has been given exclusive rights to
develop this site not only will be given a five-year
extension past the time the games are over but will be
given the best real estate deal ever.
Of course the details will come out. The house has
heard that the opposition is yet to be provided with 8 of
the 10 documents it was promised in the official
briefing given by the government. We will have to take
the government kicking and screaming to the Victorian
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Civil and Administrative Tribunal. Labor promised
open and transparent government, and a 45-day
maximum for responses to applications under the
freedom of information process, yet on average it takes
nine months to get a reply along the lines of ‘Bad luck,
it is commercial in confidence’, or ‘Bad luck, you have
not worded the FOI application correctly’. We know
what is going to happen with the Commonwealth
Games bill and the information we have requested
about it. We will get the same old excuses and the same
old procrastinations.

government already has an appalling record even after
three and a half years.

This whole area of major projects is interesting in itself.
The government was so worried that it might not have
enough major projects — given that the previous
Liberal government constructed the Melbourne
Museum, the wonderful convention facilities and any
number of other major projects throughout Victoria —
that it had to change the definition of ‘major project’.
Labor has turned railways and freeways into major
projects, but even then it has not got it right.

Mr HONEYWOOD — The Minister for Gaming
says he is proud of the industrial relations record at
Saizeriya! We have seen the factory construction stage
blow out to over double the time it was meant to take
and the cost escalate to more than double the original
cost. That and the number of union demarcation issues,
rostered days off and the like mean that Victoria has an
absolutely disgraceful industrial relations record when
it comes to Japanese investors.

Labor has had to change the name of the Eastern
Freeway project, which it promised to build three and a
half years ago. We are still waiting for it and we will be
waiting for it for years to come under this mob.
Because it is embarrassed by not having the money or
the wherewithal to proceed with the project, Labor has
renamed it the Mitcham to Frankston freeway. For the
Minister for Major Projects to come into this chamber
yesterday wearing his other hat as Minister for
Transport and in the debate on the Southern and Eastern
Integrated Transport Authority Bill use a memorandum
of understanding between the federal government and
the state government as the excuse for not proceeding
with the environment effects statement and other issues
was an absolute outrage. That memorandum of
understanding only ever related to the original Scoresby
project, from Ringwood down to Frankston. It had
nothing to do with the Eastern Freeway section that
included the tunnel under the sensitive Mullum Mullum
Creek.
My constituents are going to be fascinated in the next
few weeks to observe the government camouflaging,
prevaricating and putting off doing something about a
project that it has talked so much about. Again we find
it dishing up another excuse, but on this occasion the
community will find out why, I assure you of that. The
community will see that the attempt to again push it all
onto the federal government will fail, because the
memorandum of understanding had nothing whatsoever
to do with that section of the freeway. As I have
indicated, in its management of projects, be they
management projects or other government projects, the

When we look at the government’s arrangements under
the industry portfolio which I now shadow we find that
even in the private sector it cannot get it right. What
about Saizeriya? Who on the other side of the house
can stand up and say they are proud of the industrial
relations record?
Mr Pandazopoulos interjected.

Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr HONEYWOOD — Just you wait until you get
the translations of the Japanese newspaper articles. I tell
you there will be egg all over your faces!
Your industrial relations record with one Japanese
construction site has damned Victoria in the eyes of
foreign investors for years to come — and it is all
because the minister at the table, the Minister for
Gaming, is proud of the union contribution in this area.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr HONEYWOOD — So when it comes to
private sector investment — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The honourable member for Warrandyte will speak
through the Chair, and the honourable member for
Melton should not interject.
Mr HONEYWOOD — When it comes to private
sector investment they cannot get it right. Only last
week a well-established family business in Victoria,
Kennards Self Storage, which is so disgusted by the
fact that Victoria has the highest land tax rate, coupled
with the highest stamp duty, of any state in Australia,
said that it is thinking of packing up and going
elsewhere. Why do business in Victoria, when
aggregation rates for land tax, when property values,
and when every other issue is piled up against you?
You are paying a 5 per cent top rate in Victoria
compared to 1.7 per cent in New South Wales and
1.8 per cent in Queensland. No wonder the Property
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Council of Australia and the Victorian Chamber of
Commerce and Industry has come out publicly and
said, ‘Enough is enough’.
The drip-feed this government relies upon to pay for the
extra bureaucrats and to pay for all the new office
developments in Melbourne to house the extra
bureaucrats, to constantly ratchet up the outputs instead
of looking at revenue-raising measures so they come
down instead of going up all the time, is a major
indictment of its management of industry in the private
sector, let alone the government projects that I referred
to a moment ago.
I come to employment. This government would have us
believe — —
Mr Pandazopoulos interjected.
Mr HONEYWOOD — Is it not interesting? Again
the Minister for Gaming has got it wrong. Today the
Australian Bureau of Statistics figures came out. What
did they show? Victoria does not have the lowest
unemployment rate in the country.
Mr Nardella — And you are happy about that? You
have a smile on your face!
Mr HONEYWOOD — You are absolutely wrong!
Mr Pandazopoulos interjected.
Mr HONEYWOOD — Check your figures and
you will find that Victoria does not have the lowest
unemployment rate in Australia. In fact in the last
month Victoria lost 18 500 full-time jobs. What makes
it even worse is that that was over one month! Of
course the government has pulled the usual stunts when
Parliament is sitting. Today it pulled out the water
initiative, and yesterday it tabled the report on the
chairlift incident. It tries any stunt it can and any spin it
can come up with to turn the media away from any
embarrassment.
There were 18 500 full-time jobs lost in Victoria in the
last month. Even worse, in the last month alone in
Victoria a further 2500 15 to 19-year-olds — whom I
know you are very concerned about, Acting Speaker,
coming as you do from a regional area like East
Gippsland — have not found full-time employment.
Nobody is happy about that, nor should they be.
The government cannot have it both ways. It cannot on
the one hand claim to have the best employment record
ever, but on the other hand do absolutely nothing when
it comes to generating job programs for young people
and do absolutely nothing when it comes to ensuring
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that industry invests in this state rather than fleeing, like
Kennards has to because it is being taxed out of
existence. The government’s record on employment is
absolutely appalling. All it has done is rebadge the
employment programs that it inherited from the
previous Liberal government.
It even still calls the community business employment
(CBE) program, which operated for seven years under
the previous Liberal government, the CBE program. It
identified multicultural unemployed, young
unemployed and middle-aged unemployed as specific
target groups. It did a very great job in providing
genuine employment opportunities. When it comes to
employment we know where this government sits. You
only have to look at what has happened with the
Broadmeadows Employment Project. An amount of
$200 000 — —
Mr Nardella — In the gutter!
Mr HONEYWOOD — You know a lot about the
gutter, don’t you! The government gave $200 000 of
taxpayers’ money to its Labor mates, who could not
even stack the numbers at the annual general meeting
last Friday night because — would you believe — the
hardworking staff at the Broadmeadows Employment
Project outdid them. They got 428 members to come
along and vote out the 350-odd union lackeys so that
finally there will not be that little closed shop going on
in that one employment program alone — where
money is recycled from the employment program to
pay for soccer club guernseys for the little ethnic group
it is favouring as part of its closed-shop arrangement in
running that western suburbs employment program.
The money is meant to go to jobs for young people, not
to the Upfield soccer club. It is recycled money from
the taxpayers of Victoria.
Of course the government would argue that it is looking
after young people. But today we have seen the youth
unemployment rate go up. Some 2500
15 to 19-year-olds are on the street looking for full-time
jobs. All this government does is recycle funny money
to Labor mates to look as though it is doing something.
Whether it be in the industry portfolio, the employment
portfolio, or the major projects portfolio, this
government’s record after three and a half years is
nothing to be proud of.
When it comes to local issues in my electorate of
Warrandyte, let me just say this. The bottom line is that,
having lived there for nine years, which is longer than
most of the cabinet have lived in their electorates, I
know the electorate. As I recall, about two-thirds of the
cabinet do not live in their electorates. Why do we not
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ask the Treasurer whether he lives in his electorate, or
ask the Minister for Transport where he lives? We
could go right around the cabinet.
Having said that, at the end of the day the Warrandyte
electorate is a wonderful electorate to represent. The
Warrandyte electorate was not conned by the
green-camouflaged preference vote to the Labor Party,
because the green vote in the Warrandyte electorate
was very low indeed. That is because for 14 years my
community and I have been able to work together to
ensure that Warrandyte remains a special place and that
the area is protected from the Minister for Planning,
who pushes her Melbourne 2030 program to ensure that
we have nine-storey apartment buildings in Ringwood,
which we have never had before. That is absolutely
ridiculous. My electorate is protected by the fact that
there is a community of interest and it works together to
ensure that we retain our unique bushland character, our
green wedge and our wonderful environmental
ambience.
Ms BARKER (Oakleigh) — During the debate on
sessional orders a few weeks ago I mentioned the
appointment of the member for Essendon as Speaker of
this chamber. I would again like to record my
congratulations to her on her appointment. It is an
excellent appointment and I look forward to working
under her guidance. I would also like to record the
historic appointment of a woman to the position of
President in the other chamber. I take this opportunity
to thank the Honourable Alex Andrianopoulos for the
work he carried out in the previous Parliament as
Speaker. He encouraged me to take on the position of
Acting Speaker, and I am glad he did. I wish Alex and
his family all the very best for the future.
I thank very much the people of Oakleigh for the
privilege of once again representing them here in this
Parliament. I can assure them that I will continue to
work hard and rebuild the community that we all live
in, a rebuilding that I commenced as part of the Bracks
Labor government in 1999. I stress the words
‘rebuilding’ and ‘commenced’ because that is what we
have done. We have started the job and we will
continue to do it.
The residents of Oakleigh recognise that we need to
plan and coordinate things in a financially responsible
and efficient way to ensure they go on into the future.
That is what I will do.
I must say that my work, and I think everybody’s work
here in this chamber, as a member of Parliament is very
interesting. It is varied, it is sometimes very complex, it
is demanding, and it can be frustrating, but it is always
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interesting. I still marvel at the things you can achieve
in just a week. I had an opportunity to look in my diary
and see what I did last week. It was an interesting and
challenging week where I met with constituents, talked
to local politics students at a TAFE college, visited
community groups and discussed their needs and how
they can be achieved, visited schools, attended the
150th anniversary of the naming of Oakleigh, and
attended the first soccer game of the season for the
Oakleigh Cannons, for which I am pleased to be the
no. 1 ticket holder, and watched them win their first
game.
I participated in the recent Street Beat youth festival;
and in a health forum organised by Monash City
Council to look at ways of providing services in a
planned and coordinated manner. However, I would
have to say that the highlight of my week was on Friday
visiting all of the preschools, playgroups and many
child-care centres in the electorate to catch up with the
staff, the parents and, of course, the children. I had a
great time in the sandpit with the children of the
Murrumbeena playgroup.
Mr Robinson — You would be very good at it.
Ms BARKER — I am very good at it, yes.
As I said it was a very interesting, enjoyable and
challenging week and there will be many more.
It is, however, a very different electorate to the one I
took over in 1999. It was then a community that was
fragmented. There was concern about health services,
local schools and kindergartens and community safety
and a great concern about which direction we were
heading in. There was a lack of confidence. We have
started to rebuild confidence and provide a clear
direction for the future. In the first term of the Bracks
government we achieved a great deal and, as I said, we
have further work to do and that is what I intend to do.
Education is my no. 1 priority and it is the no. 1 priority
for the Bracks government. In our first term we put a
considerable amount of money back into the Victorian
education system. We will continue to rebuild the
education system and ensure that Victoria has a
world-class public education system.
In the Oakleigh electorate we recognise that schools
will always have issues of maintenance and building
requirements. They will always have issues of teacher
numbers because these are reviewed on an ongoing
basis. In past years we have seen a change in
demographics and a reduction in our student numbers.
This year in some schools there is a lack of intake for
preppies, but that will grow in coming years because of

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
1032

ASSEMBLY

further changes in demographics with many young
families moving into the area. Regrettably, I hold the
dubious honour of being the only member of
Parliament who has not one government secondary
college in their electorate. I regret that very much.
Mr Baillieu interjected.
Ms BARKER — The Kennett government closed
them all. I would not mind having one, thank you!
With the change of boundaries I welcomed into the
Oakleigh electorate the Carnegie Primary School and I
look forward to working with members of the school
community as I have met with them on a number of
occasions. Carnegie Primary School is like all the other
primary schools in my electorate — they are wonderful
schools with caring and dedicated teachers and
principals who provide the best possible education for
the children of the area. I am proud to stand up for those
schools and support them, and I will not talk them
down.
Election campaigns are funny things and I have
experienced many in my life, but in the last election
campaign I experienced something which I have not
experienced before — which is unusual. I am aware of
the way in which campaigns are fought — claim and
counterclaim — and I am aware of pamphlets which
criticise you as a candidate. I accept that; it is the way
of politics. However, I do not believe in placing schools
and other community facilities in jeopardy. My Liberal
opponent, however, did not share that view and put out
a pamphlet which I consider deplorable — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms BARKER — It is disgraceful. In this pamphlet
Peter Goudge listed a number of schools, and I quote:
Massive backlog in local school maintenance
Many local schools are crumbling due to a massive backlog
in necessary maintenance.

With a big black word ‘failure’ stamped over the top. I
understand that the figures he used were from the 2000
physical resources management system (PRMS) audit.
However, he neglected to check what had been spent in
the electorate of Oakleigh since 2000. He claimed that
Amsleigh Park Primary School needed $267 578 when
the government spent $511 544 — much more than
was quoted as necessary in the PRMS audit of 2000. He
names other schools that needed money. We have
already committed and spent the money in those
schools and I think it is disgraceful that pamphlet was
put out at the time when schools were encouraging
enrolments. Schools thought they might not get their
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enrolments because of that disgraceful behaviour. As I
said I will continue to stand up for schools in my area
and work with them.
In conclusion I would like to thank some very special
people: my staff who have worked with me over the
past three years, Felicity Childs, Nick Gordon and now
Megan Berry who has been with me for some time. I
particularly thank Damian Mahoney who started with
me in 1999 and has recently left to travel overseas. I
could not have achieved what I did for the electorate
without his thorough work and support. I wish him a
very safe and enjoyable trip.
I thank the many branch members and supporters who
volunteered a great deal of time and effort to assist, not
only during the campaign period but during the entire
last term. I thank them all very much.
Last but not least I thank my family. To the Barker clan
who are always willing to help in whatever way they
can — I thank them very much for all their work. To
my son, Michael, my daughter-in-law, Jacquie, and my
daughter, Kirsty, I cannot begin to indicate how much
their unconditional support means to me and I consider
myself very blessed to have such a wonderful family.
Last year was a difficult year in the lead-up to the
campaign. My mother-in-law became very ill in
January and passed away on 22 August. She was a
great lady, a great mother and grandmother and it was a
very difficult time. We got through last year largely
because of my husband’s strength and care. Jim is a
very special person, and his caring and strong support
has always been there for me. As I said, I consider him
a very special person, and I am very lucky both to have
him and to be in this place to represent Oakleigh.
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — In following the
honourable member who was originally elected in the
same year that I was, I also wish to take the opportunity
to use the address-in-reply debate to thank those people
without whose assistance and trust in my ability to
represent them in their expectations and their values I
would not be able to claim the privilege of being here.
I wish to thank the people of Doncaster for re-electing
me as their member, and in noting the result of my poll,
which was very close, I rededicate myself to
representing them to the best of my ability as local
member and in pursuing their priorities in education,
health, economic growth and a strong social
environment and community.
I wish to thank my Liberal campaign team led by my
tireless chairman, Brenton Rodrigues, secretary,
Warwick Leeson, and campaign manager, John Hassed.
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The team also included Geoff Phillips, John and John,
Mary Jo, Jenny, Robert, Shaun, Malcolm, Geoff and
Geoff, and many, many others.
I also wish to thank my dear wife, Jane, who worked
tirelessly in her first campaign; my mother, Lilia, and
my sister, Regina, who have worked on many
campaigns; and the other members of my family who
participated. And special thanks to my electorate staff,
Eleanor Brooker and Linda Scoular, who are
hardworking, intelligent, patient and wonderful people.
It was a very strong team effort with my colleagues in
the Liberal Party, including those who lost their seats
and those candidates who did not win. It is our intention
over the next three and a half years to build ourselves
into a team that will win the next election.
In pursuing that aim I wish to talk about education. The
leader of the Victorian Liberal Party, the honourable
member for Malvern, himself an accomplished teacher
in state and independent schools, has described
education as an unassailable top priority for the
Victorian Liberal Party as we renew and rebuild our
community of supporters. In his speech to state council
last weekend he stated:
My vision of Victoria is as a community dedicated to
high-quality learning. That is the direction our public
investment should go. This is where a rewarding and secure
future will be. I want Victoria to have the very best schools in
which individual students come first.
Too often the education debate centres on retention rates and
success at year 12 and entry points to university …
Well … education is not about getting into university; it is
getting into life. Education opens pathways for young people
to lead meaningful, useful and full lives.
The most meaningful objective in education is that it should
aim to give young people the tools to make the most of their
lives; become the best person they can be, irrespective of the
path they can take in life.

This is a direction I wholeheartedly support.
The Liberal Party has done me the honour of
appointing me as shadow Minister for Education.
Education will be the no. 1 political issue in this state.
Our policies will be based on the premise that the
resources we devote to education represent an
investment, not an expenditure. We will work with the
community to campaign for better education standards,
working to give every student what they need to know
and understand to succeed in the knowledge economy
of this millennium. Our intention is to build the best
schools in Australia — schools of world standing so
that ultimately we can rightfully claim to have the best
education community in the world.
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At present people know we have a problem with
literacy, numeracy, education on values, history and
discipline in schools. I am determined to collaborate
with the wider circle of Victorians to identify the right
way forward, to seek an education system based on
equity, excellence and choice — one that embraces a
clear and rigorous curriculum benchmarked against
world’s best education systems; strong accountability at
the systems, school and classroom level; explicit
rewards and sanctions for performance; an emphasis on
parental and student choice; and a recognition that
students exhibit a range of abilities, interests and
post-school choices.
We will stress the ethical, social and cultural
dimensions of education. We, as members of
Parliament, all too often find when visiting schools and
other groups that there is a paucity of knowledge of
some of the cultural and civic values that constitute our
society. The Labor, Liberal and National parties would
all have that commitment.
We intend to work hard to re-establish discipline in the
classroom. All members of Parliament when they talk
to teachers find that they do not hear them talking about
wanting more salary or better working conditions, save
for one very important working condition — that is, a
sense of discipline amongst the students. That is, of
course, something the schools cannot achieve on their
own. This is a societal problem, and it requires the
interaction of community services and health services,
the support of families and cooperation with the
charitable sector, including organisations like the Smith
Family and Oz Child, which have active programs in
this field.
We as a Liberal Party will continue a modern and
progressive approach to education that breaks old
assumptions about blackboards, books and
schoolhouses and understands that bandwidth is an
important component of modern school infrastructure
and that computing is very much the norm in our
workplace and ought to be the norm in the schoolroom.
It does not mean 24 hours by seven days at the
keyboard; what it means is that, when a child needs
access to a computer, the Internet and the like, they are
there and available in their classroom and, as far as
possible, at home.
Literacy is an area where the Liberal Party achieved a
lot in the last government. That approach to literacy
was recently vindicated in two ways: the first is by its
continuation by the Labor Party in government, and the
second is by the assessment of the Auditor-General,
who indicated that 15-year-olds in the year 2000 in
Victoria who had received their early literacy education
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under the Kirner government were the worst in
Australia, but the children in primary schools who had
undertaken their early literacy education under the
reforms of the last Liberal government were the best in
Australia. So in literacy there have been great
achievements.
In my work as a shadow minister and from talking to
the primary principals association and the secondary
principals association I have found there are significant
problems in other areas of education, such as numeracy.
Their great disappointment is that the government,
contrary to the commitment it made before the 1999
election that it would give greater resources in the area
of numeracy, has failed to match literacy programs with
similar numeracy programs. Numeracy and
mathematics in Victorian schools are not at a suitable
level. Results from the program for international
student assessment depict 15-year-old Victorian
secondary students as having one of the lowest
proportions of students receiving at or above the OECD
average in mathematics and literacy of all Australian
states. Those students were brought down by an
outdated curriculum in the Early Years of Schooling
program set in place by the past Cain and Kirner
governments.
However, the effect of this failure is becoming even
more apparent as students reach tertiary education or
the work force. A lack of mathematical skills has
serious implications on the lives of these children and
the future of Australia. Many students leave school
without adequate numeracy skills. This invariably
causes disadvantage in a range of life situations,
including the handling of money, the competent
understanding of loans and interest rates and the
acquisition of shares and other investments.
Furthermore, of grave concern to Victorian and
Australian society is the dramatic decline of
mathematicians and statisticians advancing out of our
tertiary system. In the past seven years the number of
mathematicians in Australian universities has fallen by
30 per cent. For Australia to reach its potential as a
knowledge-based economy and to survive in a
technologically competitive world the education system
must encourage the mathematics skills of the future
work force. New technology and innovation can go
nowhere without mathematics. However, students’
enthusiasm for mathematics cannot be improved
without a review of teaching standards. As the Leader
of the Opposition said in his speech at the state council,
it is the enthusiasm as well as the competence of
teachers that is so important.
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There is a massive shortage of enthusiastic and
qualified mathematics teachers at both the primary and
secondary levels. The Australian Mathematical Society
recently indicated to us that approximately 40 per cent
of junior secondary students have been taught by
teachers with little or no mathematics backgrounds,
while 30 per cent of those teaching year 12 do not have
a maths degree. No wonder there is an evacuation of
students from the state system to the independent
system in the last two years of secondary school.
This is not acceptable in a society like ours. No matter
where the students come from, whether from a school
that has the lowest standards or from schools in my
electorate, for instance, to which the Labor Party often
refers as a leafy suburb, each and every one deserves a
competent and qualified teacher in every subject they
undertake. It has been clearly demonstrated in this state
that that is not the case at present.
The only person who is in denial about this is the
Minister for Education Services, who in January this
year claimed that there was no shortage of qualified
teachers in Victoria.
Mr Kotsiras — She does not know.
Mr PERTON — As the member for Bulleen rightly
says, she does not know. The Australian Education
Union, led by its president, Mary Bluett — —
Mr Kotsiras interjected.
Mr PERTON — She would not know because she
has not been to the schools and has not asked the
question. But Mary Bluett, the head of the education
union, has clearly indicated that there is a shortage of
qualified and competent teachers in a range of areas.
The Victorian School Principals Association and the
Primary Principals Association both point to the same
shortage.
That indicates the myopia of this government. It is a bit
like the brave new world of Nineteen Eighty-Four. The
Ministry of Truth is there to deliver propaganda and
untruths to this community. In its three and a half years
in office the Bracks government has done little to
address the problems facing our children. It has failed
to properly fund the early years numeracy program, it
has failed to invest in the professional development of
our teachers in numeracy and mathematics, and it has
failed to take proper advantage of technology in
delivering numeracy outcomes for our children.
Given the needs of the house I shall conclude my
speech at this point. The debate on education will be the
no. 1 political debate in this state, and it is the most
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important issue to my party. The Labor Party has
indicated that it too regards education as an important
political issue, and at the next election there will be a
clear choice between the two parties. I believe that in
education our party will be able to demonstrate that it
has superior ideas that accord with what the community
demands and expects of its education system.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr STENSHOLT
(Burwood).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

SHOP TRADING REFORM (ESSENTIAL
GOODS AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Council.
Read first time on motion of Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer).

Second reading
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — By leave, I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of the bill is to ensure that shops selling
goods of an essential nature are exempt from the
general requirement for shops to close on non-trading
days.
Victoria’s current shop trading laws were introduced by
the Kennett government in 1996. The Shop Trading
Reform Act 1996 provides that shops are generally
required to close on three and a half days per year,
except those shops that are of an exempt type and
employ fewer than 20 employees. Exempt shops listed
in the act include businesses such as chemists, petrol
stations, bread shops, grocery shops, hairdressers,
florists and drycleaners.
However, it has been brought to the government’s
attention that the act may prevent some businesses that
provide essential goods, such as petrol stations and
chemists, from opening on non-trading days.
The government is committed to ensuring that
businesses selling goods of an essential nature, such as
petrol stations and chemists, are able to open every day
of the year.
This amendment is unrelated to the recently passed
Public Holidays and Shop Trading Reform Acts
(Amendment) Act 2003.
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The bill amends section 4 of the Shop Trading Reform
Act 1996 by introducing a new provision that makes
petrol stations and chemists exempt shops and therefore
able to open throughout the year, regardless of their
number of employees.
The bill also provides that regulations may be made to
prescribe a business as an exempt shop if its
predominant business is selling goods of a type that the
minister considers to be essential goods.
In conclusion, the government is fixing the problem
created by the former Kennett government when it
changed Victoria’s shop trading laws in 1996 without
giving proper consideration to ensuring that businesses
selling essential goods are able to open.
I commend the bill to the house.
Mr DOYLE (Leader of the Opposition) — I really
hope I live long enough to hear the Australian Labor
Party and the lefties on that side say just once, ‘We got
this a bit wrong’. I do not think I am going to be
granted that longevity, but I wish I could last long
enough to hear them say it just once!
Since the passing of the recent amendment, shop
trading hours, particularly over the Easter period, have
been characterised by confusion and chaos. There has
been confusion about ‘trading’ and ‘non-trading’, and
what is exempt and what is not, and even the Premier,
memorably on radio, has been confused about what is a
public holiday and what is a non-trading day.
Let us get it straight. Out there in the Victorian
economy there is confusion and chaos about one of the
most important trading periods in our financial year.
Yet when we suggested that these changes should be
made and then this morning sought to move by leave a
mechanism which we believed would be more
appropriate than the one the government has proposed,
which I will explain in a moment, the government ran
away and instead gave us a copy of this at 1.15 p.m.
In trying to get something done before those holidays
that is how fine the government cut it. What was its
alternative and was it going to take responsibility for it?
My understanding is that it was discovered because for
a long time the minister would not meet with the oil
companies, and then when she did she said through her
chief of staff, ‘This is really your problem’. Then the
government discovered that there was a problem and
that service stations, for instance, were not going to be
open — a patently ridiculous conclusion. The
minister’s reaction is reported in this morning’s Age:
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Small business minister Marsha Thomson said the
amendment, to be introduced into Parliament after Easter,
would be retrospective so that petrol stations and pharmacies
with more than 20 employees could open on Good Friday and
Easter Sunday.

For a start that gives the lie to the ridiculous line that
this bill is unrelated to the recently passed Public
Holidays and Shop Trading Reform Acts (Amendment)
Bill, given that the minister mentions Easter Sunday, so
let us get rid of that.
The government’s first response was to say to
Victorians, ‘Break the law, and don’t worry about it,
because we will come back later and fix it up’. There
were real problems with that, and not just because the
government was sending a message of an unacceptable
nature. What if there had been legal, insurance,
Workcover or other concerns in the intervening period?
What if legal action had been lodged before this place
resumed and before any such legislation was in place?
It was simply not acceptable. So the government’s first
reaction was to attempt to ignore it and pretend it was
not there, and its second reaction was to tell people to
break the law and it would retrospectively fix it.
When the opposition brought in its solution this
morning the government would not accept that either.
Despite the fact that the government had not done any
work on this bill and only got it done by lunchtime
today it thinks it has a better solution, and I will say in a
few moments why that is not so.
I want to reassure the Treasurer in one way. The
second-reading speech, quite incredibly, attempts to
sheet home blame to the Kennett government and to the
previous Premier. I have a message for the Treasurer —
Jeff Kennett has left the building. The government has
been in power for three and a half years, and it was its
amendment.
Mr Brumby interjected.
Mr DOYLE — Can I assure you that there are more
sightings of the former Premier than of Elvis!
The opposition is pleased to cooperate because it thinks
this is important for the Victorian economy, but the
government has still got it wrong. This bill was not
printed until lunchtime today. Members saw how
hopeless the government’s attention to detail was when
we were looking at the constitution bill and the
ridiculous situation where we may have had to come
back for a referendum to change a typographical error
because the government could not get its amendments
to the amendment right. How are we to know that the
government has got it right in this case? Once again
there has been haste and an arrogance and an attitude
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that the government knows what it is doing, which is
then shown to be completely unfounded.
What was the opposition’s legislative proposal and why
did it put it forward? Talk to anyone, whether it be the
Victorian Automobile Chamber of Commerce, the
Royal Automobile Club of Victoria or the Retail
Traders Association of Australia and they will say that
at the moment chaos and confusion reigns in the
community. We need clarity, simplicity and certainty.
The opposition suggested that the legislation already
contains a list of exempt businesses. Parliament has
already decided that those businesses provide essential
goods, otherwise they would not be exempt. Therefore
why not simply say that for the purposes of this year all
exempt businesses can trade on Good Friday, Easter
Sunday, Anzac Day and Christmas Day, then the
government could bring in legislation in the spring if it
wanted to. At least the opposition’s suggestion would
bring some certainty because at the moment there is
none. The government rejected that proposal.
In passing I say that opposition members strongly
disagree with the imposition of a prohibition on trading
on Easter Sunday. We did not agree with it when it was
brought to the Parliament, and we still do not. In the
strongest terms we suggest that it is bad for Victoria’s
economy. It was not well thought through, and there
was no consultation with business. It is bad law — and
we still absolutely hold to that view.
However, there is a mess to fix up and we brought in
our proposal because we wanted to bring certainty and
clarity to the argument. There is enough confusion out
there already, so we needed a simple answer. The
Labor Party rejected the proposal and instead has
brought in an amendment which says that it is okay to
sell petrol or pharmacy products but nothing else unless
something else is defined by the minister as an essential
good — the act provides a mechanism for further
exemptions. The problem is that that creates further
confusion.
I have no doubt that every other business on the exempt
list will now apply for an exemption because it provides
essential goods and services. The obvious example is
undertaking services, which we all accept are essential
services. Apparently if you die on Easter Sunday it is
okay to be cared for by an undertaking firm with fewer
than 20 employees but it is not okay to be cared for by
one of the big ones, with whom by the way you may
have familial contact. So it is okay to be cared for by a
small funeral-director company but not apparently by
business such as John Allison/Monkhouse or Tobin
Brothers. It does not make sense! The problem is
inherent in the government’s illogical solution because
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it has not overcome the problem of the 20 employees.
The bill already contains a definition of essential
services, and that was why the opposition thought that
its was a simple and clear solution. All of those
businesses will be asking whether or not they are
essential.
It is okay to get a hamburger at a milk bar on the corner
but it is not okay to get a hamburger from McDonald’s.
It is okay to buy hardware from a small hardware store
but it is not okay to get it from Bunnings — and yet it
might be exactly the same product. It is an entirely
artificial definition based around the number of
employees.
I will dispel the myth that in some way this could have
been foreseen in 1996. The oil companies themselves
will tell you that because from about 1996 onwards
Shell, followed by the other oil companies, developed
multiple-site franchising agreements, and those
companies were then brought under the act.
Incrementally they were caught by their own practices,
and obviously that needs to be fixed. We should not
forget that that was not the fault of the legislation, nor
was it intended to catch the companies in 1996 — it
was caused by a change in their operations.
I spoke before about logic. It is apparently okay for
someone to trade depending on the size of their
operation but not on their type of business. That is
nonsensical, as can be shown by the undertaking
example. What we have now are exemptions on
exemptions, and even the second-reading speech is
unclear on this. It says:
… except those shops that are of an exempt type and employ
fewer than 20 employees. Exempt shops listed in the act
include businesses such as chemists, petrol stations, bread
shops, grocery shops, hairdressers, florists and drycleaners.

Even by its own categorisation in the second-reading
speech the government mentions the two exemptions it
wants to put in and then goes on to mention a number
of others as well without distinguishing between them.
Apparently chemist shops and petrol outlets will be
exempt but the others that are mentioned in the
second-reading speech are not! The reason it does not
make sense is that it is just around the size or the
number of employees — the services are still essential
goods. I argue that even by the second-reading speech
there is a prima facie argument that the other exempt
businesses are truly exempt, just as is being done here.
By opening up the Pandora’s box and by saying, ‘Trust
me, we got it completely wrong before’, and the
minister being able to make judgments about what
should or should not be exempt can scarcely offer
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comfort or certainty to Victorian business. Between
now and Good Friday, each one of those, quite
properly, will be asking for an exemption. Overlaying
all of that we have this patchwork quilt of local
government exemptions that do not seem to make any
sense either.
Mr Dixon interjected.
Mr DOYLE — The Mornington Peninsula is a
good example, as the member for Nepean says, because
apparently it is okay for the Surf Coast to be exempt but
not the Mornington Peninsula. We would say that Port
Fairy, the Surf Coast and the Mornington Peninsula
should be exempt.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DOYLE — I thank my colleagues for their
assistance, but I think the weight of examples are
sufficient. The important thing is that that is why this
bill is illogical. It already defines essential goods, but
then seeks to make an artificial definition on the
number of employees and seeks to exempt further
petrol stations and pharmacies. That is illogical because
the predominant business of many of those exempt
businesses, it can be argued, are essential goods.
I do not intend to go on and on about this. All I can say
is that we on this side of the house believe this bill will
create further confusion. It is a direct result of the
incompetence of the Minister for Small Business in the
other place — the direct result of the arrogance and
incompetence of the minister who would not even
acknowledge the problem until the last moment.
We are happy to offer some support for this measure
because, of course, service stations have to be open.
This is not the solution. Just once I wish the
government would take responsibility for its mistakes
and say, ‘Let’s work together to fix this for the
Victorian public’. The government does not even have
the grace and courtesy to do that! No, instead ministers
come in here and seek to apportion blame elsewhere. At
the same time we are taking the extraordinary step in
one afternoon before the first of these days falls to pass
through a piece of hurried legislation that does not go
far enough to do the right thing by Victorian businesses.
The opposition offered leave so the bill will pass both
houses. It is important for Victorian businesses, but I
hope it is a lesson for the Labor Party in its arrogance.
Just as it got the constitution bill wrong, it got this
wrong, and it would damage the fabric of our
community. What is worse, when the mistake was
discovered did the government immediately respond in
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a way that would put it right? No, it sought to duck and
weave and encourage Victorians to break the law.
When the opportunity was offered by the opposition to
help the government fix up its mistakes, did it come in
here with courtesy and grace and say, ‘We have made
an error, this is a way to fix it — let’s proceed’. I think
it is regrettable that we have to make legislation on the
run. This is the law of Victoria we are making. Time
after time the government expects us to accept that it
gets it right, and time after time it gets it wrong. This
cannot go on. The government must do the work, get its
legislation right, understand the ramifications, and by
the time it is brought to this place it should be right so
that what we are looking at is an appropriate step
forward for Victorian businesses. This is not it.
The only way the Labor Party can escape further
embarrassment on this is through the good grace of the
other side of the house — certainly the Liberal Party
and I hope the National Party — in allowing this
legislation to proceed through the house. I hope this is a
lesson for the Labor Party, but we are here to stand up
and champion the Victorian businesses that would have
suffered through the government’s ignorance and
arrogance.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — What a shambles;
what an absolute shambles we have in the Victorian
Parliament with the chaos and the confusion over this
legislation! I actually feel sorry for the Treasurer,
because I think he tries hard in what he does. He gets
things wrong occasionally, but he tries to get things
right and I think he was embarrassed with this
legislation, as was the Minister for Transport. They are
people for whom I have great respect and who have
visited my electorate on many occasions. When I see
the incompetence of the Minister for Small Business I
can understand why they are embarrassed.
This is a total abuse of the Parliament. In all the years I
have been in Parliament I have never seen this situation
occur before. We had legislation brought into the house
and a minister who circulated municipalities throughout
country Victoria in February saying, ‘If you want an
exemption for shops to open in your municipalities or
particular towns you can apply before 28 February and
that will be okay’. Parliament had not even debated the
legislation. It had not been before the ultimate forum
for debate! That is an absolute abuse. If the government
wants to act that way it should tell us that we need not
bother meeting; that it will put the legislation through
and we can come back later so it can tell us about it.
That is the situation we have now.
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We in the National Party highlighted the concerns with
this legislation. We highlighted the difficulties it would
create for country people and the confusion surrounding
it. We encouraged the government to withdraw it, get it
right and introduce it in time for the next Easter period
in 2004. What we said in debate in this place and in the
other place has been proved to be absolutely correct.
The government has got it wrong. It said it had sought
consultation, but it did not have absolute consultation
with organisations and individuals to get a true
understanding of the legislation except to force it
through.
The ultimate irony is the report in the Age today where
it reports the Minister for Small Business as saying:
… the amendment, to be introduced into Parliament after
Easter, would be retrospective so that petrol stations and
pharmacies with more than 20 employees could open on
Good Friday and Easter Sunday.

The minister is saying, ‘Don’t worry about the
Parliament; we will just put it through with
retrospective legislation later on because we got it
wrong’. It is important that we try to get it right on this
occasion. What the government sought to do was blame
the previous government and the legislation back in
1996. I ask the Treasurer, the Minister for Transport
and other ministers: how long has the Labor Party been
in government? Since 1999. If it was so bad, surely the
government would have picked it up before this!
Legislation was put through, but now the government
says, ‘We haven’t got it right, we will change it again!’.
I would like to think the Treasurer will be coming to
north-eastern Victoria over the Easter weekend. In fact
a minister said to me that they were coming up into the
area, but they will be driving up along the Hume
Freeway — what a magnificent road — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr JASPER — That is the point. They said they
will fix it for petrol.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr JASPER — That is right, the honourable
member has hit the nail right on the head. They will
drive up the highway and come to Glenrowan and use it
as a rest spot. They will go into the rest spot and buy
petrol, but will they be able to buy a Big Mac? No way!
The Treasurer will take a cut lunch with him. That is
what he will do. We will send a message to him to take
a cut lunch. The minister said to me they are coming up
to the area, so I will make sure they have a cut lunch.
The irony, highlighted by the Leader of the Opposition,
is apparent when you read what is involved with the
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legislation with chemist shops and petrol stations being
open. New section 4(4)(c) states:
a shop in which a business of a kind prescribed for the
purposes of sub-section (1A) is carried on.

New subsection (1A) states:
A shop is also an exempt shop if the predominant business
carried on in the shop is of a prescribed kind.

What is a prescribed kind? Will it be a Big Mac? We
need to get an understanding of this. What it says to me
is that the government has got it wrong. It will move
ahead and exempt everyone. Why do we not just let all
the shops open and not worry about it at all? That is the
situation. I ask the Treasurer to not leave the chamber
because there is more to come!
Mr Ryan interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ingram) — Order!
The member for Murray Valley, without assistance.
Mr JASPER — But, Acting Speaker, this is the
critical point. He has gone out to buy the Big Mac, put
it into the freezer and have it when he comes up into
north-eastern Victoria. That is the issue. The
government has got it wrong. It has to try to get these
things right. What government members have said in
this legislation is, ‘It does not matter if we have got it
wrong. We will correct it anyway by regulation, and we
will exempt those shops’. The difficulty we have at
present, and what I want to highlight, is the problems in
country Victoria.
Here we have a situation where the minister was
writing to these municipalities before the legislation
was even debated saying, ‘If you want to exempt your
municipality or particular towns, what you can do is
apply’. So we find that in north-eastern Victoria some
municipalities that are pretty smart applied. Indigo shire
applied, and it is exempt; Moira shire decided that
shops in Yarrawonga and Cobram should be able to be
open, so those two towns have been exempted. The
Rural City of Wangaratta did not apply at all, so we
have the situation where Safeway stores in Yarrawonga
and Cobram will be able to open, but when you come
back to Wangaratta you find that Safeway and Coles
will have to be closed. This is an absolutely stupid
situation. We have continuing confusion in this, and the
legislation will probably need to be reviewed again in
the future.
As I see it, anyhow, the way the legislation is being
debated is not acceptable. I think we need to go back to
square 1, analyse the legislation and get it right. It may
be covered over this Easter period, and the National

1039

Party is reluctantly supporting this legislation, but as far
as the government is concerned it has been a shambles.
There is total confusion right throughout Victoria,
particularly in country Victoria, where we still have
situations where some shops will be able to be open and
some will not be able to be open. And the sting in the
tail needs to be remembered: those who operate on the
Saturday will be paying higher salaries and wages to
the people they have to employ on that day, and of
course right across the whole Easter period.
In closing, I want to say that despite our problems,
north-eastern Victoria will be a great place to visit over
Easter.
Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — The Shop Trading
Reform (Essential Goods Amendment) Bill is
straightforward and simple. It fixes up the problem — a
problem from the 1996 Shop Trading Reform Act. I am
quite happy to use the words of the Leader of the
Opposition, because this bill provides clarity, simplicity
and certainty. It is a very simple bill. If you cannot
understand it, you want to read it properly.
The origin is actually a deficiency in the 1996 bill that
has meant that organisations with over 20 employees
that sell essential services, such as petrol stations and
pharmacies, could not trade legally. This was
something done in 1996 by the Liberal Party and the
National Party in coalition. It was their nonsensical
approach. And who put the limit in? The limit of 20
employees was put in that bill by the former
government. It set the limit. It is actually a Liberal Party
sort of limit, and it is a Liberal Party stuff-up. So get it
right.
The Leader of the Opposition, trying to obfuscate as
usual, got it wrong. He criticised the Minister for Small
Business. He is picking the wrong target there. He
should be picking the Minister for Small Business in a
previous government, who is now the member for
Brighton, as I understand it. It is a matter of getting it
right.
The Leader of the Opposition also talked about this
response being a bit slow and fiddle-faddled, et cetera.
In fact it was a very prompt response to a problem
which was brought to notice because the minister was
trying to do the right thing by businesses in Victoria.
The Leader of the Opposition asked, ‘Did the minister
immediately respond?’. The answer is yes. I will just
quote some supportive comments the government has
had. There is a letter from BP, which of course has a
number of petrol stations — a couple in my electorate.
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In fact, some of the best petrol prices in Victoria can be
obtained at a local service station in my electorate.
Mr Crutchfield interjected.
Mr STENSHOLT — I have to use Shell, but my
family uses BP. The letter, which is dated 10 April,
says:
As you know, we and other industry players met with your
staff yesterday.

‘Yesterday’. This is a quick response we are talking
about.
We discussed the issue, and you produced a solution on the
same day.
I think this is an example where the government and industry
worked well together —

this is the industry reply; the shadow minister for
industry is not here, but he was talking about the
industry earlier —
quickly to remove what would have been a difficult situation
for the public …

And what did the Royal Automobile Club of Victoria
say?
We’re pleased the government moved quickly on this
problem once we alerted them …

‘Quickly’ is the word used.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr STENSHOLT — A problem caused by the
Liberal Party in the 1996 act. Get it right.
… to the fact that the recent restructuring of the oil industry
made them ineligible to trade over Easter.

The Bracks Labor government has such a good
relationship with industry it comes and talks to us about
its problems. We work them out together, and here we
have a quick response.
What did the Australian Institute of Petroleum say to
the minister on 10 April?
I am writing to you on behalf of the members of the
Australian Institute of Petroleum to thank you for your
prompt action in finding a solution to the dilemma the
industry had between closing petrol stations over Easter to
comply with the …

An honourable member interjected.
Mr STENSHOLT — To comply with what? To
comply with the Shop Trading Reform Act of 1996.
The former Minister for Small Business, the member
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for Brighton — somebody got it wrong. And who got it
wrong? The Liberal Party got it wrong. It got it wrong
in 1996. Get it right. This is very simple, as I said
before.
The previous speaker quoted the Age, and there is also
another quote from the Age. The Shell spokesman said:
It clearly wasn’t the intention to close service stations.

The Liberal Party, I am sure, did not really intend to
close them in 1996, but it got it wrong.
It was an unintended consequence, so this —

the solution we are talking about —
is a great outcome for customers and industry.

We are fixing up the mess that was created in 1996. We
are responding to industry in this simple and
straightforward bill, which fixes the stuff-up of the
Liberal Party. It provides clarity, it provides simplicity,
it provides certainty, and I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — A bit of recent history. I
am very pleased the member for Burwood seems to
suggest that this government is the saviour of petrol
stations and retail trading around this state. Quite the
opposite is true. Utter confusion reigns out there in
Victoria. As the Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Murray Valley have said, there is utter
confusion out there in regional and rural Victoria.
Which municipalities are exempt? Which
municipalities are not exempt? I spoke to a journalist
from the Courier in Ballarat. Ballarat is not exempt, but
Bendigo is exempt. So why is there all this confusion?
Simply because these were the demands of the shop
trading unions. The Shop, Distributive and Allied
Employees Association (SDA) wanted this to happen.
Retailers did not want it to happen. Employees did not
want it to happen
Mr Stensholt — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member for Kew should speak on the bill
and not on another bill which has already passed this
house.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Nardella) —
Order! I do not uphold the point of order at this time.
Mr McINTOSH — As I was saying, the fact is that
the whole problem with Easter trading was created by
this government, and it was doing the bidding of the
SDA — not the retailers, not the employees and
certainly not consumers around Victoria.
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Victorians love to travel. They love to travel over
Easter. They travel the length and the breadth of this
state. What will they get? They will get closed service
stations because of the confusion the government has
created with its bill that passed this house earlier this
year. Victorians love to travel, and they are being
deprived.
The most important thing about this bill is that it may
address a problem. Let us deal with recent history. As
of last night, the Minister for Small Business in another
place released a press release in which she said she was
going to introduce retrospective legislation to deal with
this problem — the problem that arose this year
following the passage of the Easter trading laws. Petrol
stations were not closed last year, the previous year, the
year before that or in 1999. The problem was created by
this government.
I do apologise, because I probably caused the problem
and am the reason we are all here tonight. I was so
outraged by the suggestion that this problem with petrol
stations was going to be cured retrospectively after
Easter that I spoke to the Age, saying, ‘This is sheer
lunacy. The minister is going out there and inviting
Victorians to break the law, saying, “Don’t worry, we
will fix it up later. Don’t worry about whether you are
trading illegally and creating problems with
Workcover, insurance cover or other sorts of civil
action, we will cure it all” ’.
If I were an insurance company seeking to avoid
liability I might lodge an application in the Supreme
Court for a declaration the day after it happened, just to
ensure my rights would be preserved in the traditional
response when retrospective legislation was introduced.
Unfortunately, though, I provided a solution. I said,
‘The solution is to pass special legislation to rectify the
problem today’. That is not what the minister said. She
said, ‘Let’s do it by way of retrospective legislation
after Easter’. But I again apologise, because I said,
‘Let’s do it today’ — and that is what has happened.
Last night we went around preparing a draft bill to
introduce into the house that would have cured the
problem — but it was never read because the
government refused leave this afternoon. That is the
most despicable thing I have seen, because it would
have cured the problem with the difference between
exempt and non-exempt, it would have cured the
problem with the difference between petrol stations and
florists, and it would have cured the problem with the
difference between hairdressers and chemist shops.
There would have been no anomalies in anything to do
with essential goods and none of the further
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complications or problems with definitions that I can
see arising from this legislation.
What will the minister exempt or not exempt next
week? I imagine that next week she will be flooded
with a series of applications for exemptions, and maybe
she will treat them a little more expeditiously than she
did the applications she received under the general
rules. The most important thing is that our bill would
have cured the problem and given the government a
breather for this year. It would have reduced the
confusion by allowing shops to open if they were
exempt under the act because Parliament considered
them to be appropriately exempt from the application of
the ordinary shop closing hours in relation to Good
Friday, Anzac Day, Christmas Day and, now, Easter
Sunday.
It would have been a simple application of the law; but
no, that was not to be. As a result of my invitation to
put our bill through the house we have this crummy bill
here. Its effect, I reckon, will be to create even more
problems, because the government has exempted a
particular class. Now we will have not only exempt
shops but exempt exempt shops.
Dr Napthine — And potentially more.
Mr McINTOSH — And potentially more exempt
exempt shops. The government refuses to acknowledge
that there is utter confusion out there. Shops will be
closed in metropolitan Melbourne but will be open on
the Surf Coast — and you need not go down to the
Mornington Peninsula. It is only because we are in here
that we can understand these things. Imagine the
ordinary consumers of Victoria trying to understand
this!
Even the Premier does not understand the trading laws.
He cannot tell the difference between a non-trading day
and a public holiday. If the Premier does not understand
the legislation that goes through this place, how can you
expect the ordinary punters of Victoria to understand
the operation of this law? It must be a role of
government to provide some certainty in the application
of the law.
It has to be a role of government to provide a
reasonably equitable response to the law and not to
differentiate between Ballarat and Geelong or the shires
of Mornington Peninsula and Surf Coast, or not to
exempt Port Fairy. The most important thing is that it is
a role of government to provide certainty in the law and
to have it easily understood.
We were providing the government with an opportunity
to have a pause, or a breather, and to get this thing right.
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Do not blame it on the seven dark years! The problem
did not arise then; it arose this year. Petrol stations were
open last year, they were open the year before, and they
were open the year before that. The government created
this problem, and now it has provided a solution that is
more complicated. It has created exempt shops, and the
worst part about it is that confusion will still reign out
there. There will still be uncertainty, and there will still
be inequitable responses as to what is exempt.
What will happen when a grocery store owner comes
along and says, ‘I provide bread, milk and food. Why
am I not an essential service?’ What will happen when
other shopkeepers come along and define themselves as
essential, as the Leader of the Opposition said in talking
about undertakers’ services? It will be an arbitrary
decision at the sole behest of the minister. It will not
provide for certainty or for equitable responses. It
maintains the state of utter confusion in Victoria, and
the government should stand condemned for it.
Mr JENKINS (Morwell) — It gives me a lot of
pleasure to speak on this important amendment. For a
lot of years, Acting Speaker, I have been hoping to get
into this house to help do what this amendment
attempts to do, and that is to fix up some of the
stuff-ups that occurred in the seven dark years of the
Kennett government. This amendment does not fix a
problem that was created last week when I was in the
house, or the week before; it fixes up a problem that
was created in 1996, as some have already indicated,
under a Liberal-National Party government. Nobody on
that side of the house can get away from the fact that
they put in the provision for 20 employees. It was not
pulled out of the air. They put in the provision for
20 employees, which was, as the Leader of the
Opposition said, an artificial definition.
Mr Smith interjected.
Mr JENKINS — It was not my definition or this
government’s definition, it was your definition. It was a
definition put in place by the Kennett Liberal-National
Party government in 1996. Now we have to fix it up.
That is exactly why I am here in this house, because the
people of Victoria wanted me and a number of my
colleagues to come here and fix the mess that members
opposite created over seven dark years.
The Liberal government created the list of exemptions,
and as I said, in 1996 it came up with the provision for
20 employees. The Bracks Labor government, which I
am proud to be representing and which the people of
Victoria put in overwhelmingly to do the job, is fixing
up another of the Kennett stuff-ups. I have to concede
that on that occasion there was probably an inadvertent
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stuff-up. How were the opposition parties to know in
1996 that the oil and petroleum industry would move
on and that therefore changes would have to be made?
But it is still their stuff-up!
This government is doing what it said it did at the
election: we listen and then we act. Who did we listen
to? We did not listen to those people on the other side,
Acting Speaker. We listened to people in the industry.
We listened to BP; we listened to the Royal
Automobile Club of Victoria, we listened to the
Australian Institute of Petroleum and we listened to the
people at Shell.
We listened to those people. Why? Because they had
legitimate concerns, because they explained them
rationally, because they worked with this government
to make sure it could resolve simply and effectively an
issue not of its creation by working with industry —
just like we work with industry right across Victoria
and just like we work with other key stakeholders such
as the trade union movement. I am proud to work with
the trade union movement any chance I get.
The Bracks Labor government is going to fix this
problem. It is not going to create any more
confusion — it is going to solve the confusion. The
only place where there seems to be confusion is on the
other side of the house. We are solving problems over
here and we are acting to clarify problems. We are not
acting to increase the confusion, as the opposition is
doing today. The opposition is going out there
attempting to scare the community by saying that
Easter trading is unworkable and that these essential
services are unworkable. They are workable, they are
simple, and there is no confusion.
While I can understand the fixation of those on the
opposite benches with undertakers, I do not believe
they should be all that cautious or worried about them
at the moment. I am certain that none of them will have
a call for one this Easter, but if there is a problem, and if
there are further problems from 1996 caused by the
opposition, then the government will get in there and
fix them. I commend this bill to the house.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I will put
one simple rhetorical question to the member for
Burwood, the member for Morwell and the other
members of the Labor government. Over the past seven
years have petrol stations been open on Easter Sunday
and have chemists been open on Easter Sunday? The
answer is yes, they have been operating.
This problem is a problem of the Bracks Labor
government. This is quite clearly and distinctly an issue
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that has been brought about by the complete and utter
mismanagement of this issue of Easter Sunday trading
by the Bracks Labor government — pure and simple. It
is a Bracks Labor government snafu. For those who
want to know what that anachronism stands for, it is
‘situation normal: all fouled up’.
This is a Bracks Labor government snafu that is causing
confusion and chaos throughout the length and breadth
of Victoria in regional communities, in the Melbourne
metropolitan area and in tourist areas right across the
state. There is a real dilemma for people in Victoria —
whether they be business operators, tourism operators
or local municipalities — because they simply do not
know under this government what is and what is not
allowed to open on Easter Sunday. Is it any wonder,
given the detail of what has happened here? When we
look closely at that detail — which we will do in a few
minutes — it will be clear why confusion reigns
supreme.
I go back to why all this has come about. It has come
about because of the absolute rush of this government
to force through legislation for Easter 2003 because of a
deal it did with its union mates in the Shop, Distributive
and Allied Employees Union, who have given the
government $1 million over the last five years. That
$1 million has bought this government. The
government has sold out Victoria, it has sold out
tourism in country areas, it has sold out small
businesses, it has sold out large businesses and it has
sold out the economy of Victoria to its union mates on
this very issue.
The government has rushed in this legislation and it has
simply got it wrong, wrong, wrong. It is an absolutely
retrograde step to go down this path at all. Shops should
be allowed to open on Easter Sunday and trade on
Easter Sunday of their own free will so that business
owners can decide when they are going to open and so
that customers can decide whether they will shop at
those shops. That is what our democratic state and
country should be about.
Let me look at some of the specifics of this issue.
Firstly, I refer to a letter I received in email form today
from Colin Cleary, the owner-operator of the Port Fairy
IGA. The letter is addressed to the Premier, and states:
This letter is to express my feelings of not being allowed to
open my supermarket, Port Fairy IGA Everyday on Easter
Sunday. The reasons for this being —
(a) The Port Fairy community has expressed their desire for
me to be open.
(b) In the last five years I have spent many thousands of
dollars supporting the tourist industry in Port Fairy.
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(c) This year with school holidays and Easter combined as
always, there will be many thousands of tourists in town
for their yearly ritual of spending Easter in Port Fairy.
Where do they get their groceries? More importantly,
their baby, sanitary, and other needs from, as many —

other shops —
do not pack these goods.
(d) Apart from spending money on tourism I have also been
a great sponsor of the local community. I have
documented evidence of giving in excess of $10 000 to
the local community in the last year. I will say that the
local community is very good to me. What do I say next
year if I open and pay a $10 000 fine? ‘Speak to the
government, they have the money’.
(e) Where was the consultation with business bodies?
(f)

Why the sudden capitulation to the service stations?

(g) Why are gambling establishments allowed to be open as
a necessity (for who)? Excuse my cynicism.
(h) My staff are more than happy to work, as in this day and
age they need the money.
(i)

In the last 10 years Port Fairy has become a tourist
mecca, due to shopkeepers modernising shops,
becoming more tourist orientated to cater for their needs.
Why go back to the dark ages.

From the tone of this letter you will see I feel strongly on this
issue and am looking forward to your rapid —

response.
That is just one shopkeeper in Port Fairy. People right
across Port Fairy and the south-west coast are
absolutely outraged and irate that they are not allowed
to open on Easter Sunday. Whether they be in
Warrnambool, Port Fairy, Koroit, Heywood, Portland
or Nelson they will not be allowed to open because of
this government’s deal with the shop trades union. That
is why they are not allowed open. This government has
sold them out to the union, and the south-west will
suffer through its businesses and through its local
economy.
At the same time Labor members, who have stood up,
supported and will vote for the legislation, have acted
absolutely hypocritically by making sure that their own
backyards are exempt from the legislation. I include in
that the two members for Bendigo, the member for
Ballarat East, the member for South Barwon, the
member for Seymour and the member for Ripon,
whose hypocritical behaviour will not be forgotten by
the people of south-west coast and by the people of
Victoria.
We now have a situation where this legislation is
adding to the confusion and chaos. We now have
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exempt shops, exempt towns and shires and exempt
districts. We now have exempt shops with less than
20 employees, and clause 3 of the bill provides the
potential for more shops to be exempt. An absolutely
chaotic situation has been allowed to operate. Under
clause 3 the minister will be allowed to make more
exemptions where there is the supply of essential
goods. I ask, in a rhetorical way: what are exempt
goods? Does McDonald’s have exempt goods? Does
Brumby’s have exempt goods? Does Subway or
Bunnings have exempt goods? What are exempt
goods? We will have the situation where some
McDonald’s, where there are less than 20 employees,
will be allowed to open, but if you have two or three
McDonald’s, or a larger McDonald’s, you will not be
allowed to open. One Subway might be allowed to
open, but where you have two or three Subways you
will not be allowed to open. People travelling around
the state and people in their own local communities will
not know what is open and what is not open.
Then there is the exemption for petrol shops. What is a
petrol shop? Where a shop selling petrol has attached to
it a Hungry Jacks, as one has in Flemington, or a
7-Eleven, a Kentucky Fried Chicken, a Welcome Mart
or a mini mart, will it be allowed to sell products out of
that part of the operation or only be allowed to sell the
petrol? Will you be allowed to buy an ice-cream if you
also buy $5 worth of petrol but not be allowed to buy
an ice-cream off the street? That is the sort of confusion
this legislation is causing in the community. That
comes on top of the reason we are here debating this
legislation at 6 o’clock on Thursday night — that the
government discovered it made an absolute balls-up of
this legislation. The government’s response was, ‘Well
don’t you worry about that, you just go on and trade
illegally, because we will retrospectively fix it up’.
We want you to break the law and do not worry
because we will fix it up. The implications of that for
insurance, for Workcover and for employee relations
matters are horrific. But that is what the government
wanted to do. It is an absolute disgrace that this
government has rushed through this legislation on
Easter Sunday trading. It is a wrong law, a stupid and
retrograde law that is hurting business, tourism and
everybody in Victoria. It denies free choice and
opportunities for the growth and development of this
state.
At the same time the headlong rush into this legislation
that the government has been party to has led it to make
some terrible mistakes. Is it any wonder we are here
tonight trying to rectify the situation? I am not even
sure this will be achieved, but I am absolutely sure that
what we have done is to create more confusion and
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chaos and more problems for business operators,
tourists and the people of Victoria. This is an
indictment of the government. It is a Bracks Labor
government snafu.
Mr BRUMBY (Treasurer) — In closing the debate
tonight I thank the Liberal and the National parties for
providing leave to bring this debate on. It is an
important piece of legislation. I thank the members for
Burwood and Morwell who contributed today and, of
course, the Leader of the Opposition. I also thank the
members for Murray Valley, Kew and South-West
Coast.
We have had a lively debate tonight about this
legislation, but despite that this amending legislation
will be supported. I thank members again for their
contributions and look forward to the vote.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) for adoption of
address-in-reply.

Mr STENSHOLT (Burwood) — I am pleased to
respond to the Governor’s speech in this
address-in-reply debate, having been given the honour
once again of representing the people of Burwood. I
thank them for their support and I assure them that I
will do my utmost to represent them in the fullest
possible way. I also thank my campaign team, led by
Lisa Carey, and the several hundred volunteers and
workers who helped on the campaign. It was hard
work, but we kept at it and we were elected again.
I was determined, as I was last time I was elected, to
make a difference to the people in my community and I
continue with that determination to make a difference
to the community. When I was at my mobile office last
Saturday at Jordanville with my colleague Anna Burke,
the federal member for Chisholm, we had a busy
morning talking to people and listening to their
concerns. Someone came up to me and said that four
years ago people did not trust their politicians — I think
their federal member was Michael Wooldridge and, of
course, the state member was Jeff Kennett.
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‘Now’, he said, ‘people are beginning to trust
politicians in the area’. It is very important that local
politicians actually represent their communities and
work hard for their interests as well as for the interests
of the state of Victoria.

much concerned with it over many years. I totally
support the approach being taken by the government.
We have some great parks in our area — for example,
at Wattle Park — and I will continue to support and
preserve those areas.

The priorities of the Bracks Labor government are set
out by the Governor in his address, and they are
priorities which we are determined to meet and
implement. In order to refresh members’ memories
they are: to improve community safety; restore the
environment and make water a top priority; strengthen
the economy and provide good financial management;
and improve our services and community facilities —
and of course that is what we will continue to do — as
well as completing the task of restoring democracy to
Victoria. It is our intention to do this. Let me give a big
tick to the last one — we have already done it.

The second area of special interest is having a strong
economy and sound financial management. I regard
these as particularly important, because we need to
build our state through innovation and infrastructure.
We are investing in infrastructure far more than the
previous government ever did. We support small
businesses with practical action and sound financial
management, and we will continue to deliver for them.

An honourable member interjected.
Mr STENSHOLT — We may get some laughs
from the other side, but it has been done already. We
actually deliver on our promises! I am very proud to be
a member of a government that reformed our
constitution and the Parliament — in particular, the
upper house.
The government will work to improve services and
community facilities. I am quite passionate about these.
Whether it is community health centres, dental services
for the community in Ashwood, Ashburton and
Chadstone or a neighbourhood renewal program for the
area, we are looking at building communities.
In the coming year I look forward to buildings being
completed at our local schools — Camberwell South
and Camberwell High — and in coming years I look
forward to new works being carried out, for example, at
Glen Iris Primary School and Solway Primary School.
Over the next few years we will be getting additional
teachers and nurses — we delivered some in the last
term and we will deliver them again — and of course
new elective surgery centres. There is a list as long as
your arm of what we have promised to do in the health
area. We have delivered, and we will deliver.
In the area of community safety we have provided more
police and more police stations, and locally works are
in progress to refurbish the Camberwell police station.
There are two areas of special concern to me as the
member for Burwood. The first is water and the
environment. Today we heard a great statement on
water by the minister. As an international water lawyer
I am very interested in this area and have been very

Burwood is a great electorate. I am proud to be its
representative, and I will continue to work for
innovative and active communities in my area. I am
privileged to represent them all.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley) — In joining the
address-in-reply debate I want to first congratulate
Mr Landy and Mrs Landy on the work they are doing. I
was pleased to welcome the Governor and his wife to
my electorate of Murray Valley last weekend. They
visited the Shire of Moira and undertook a full
inspection of a number of activities in the electorate and
in the shire. Importantly they were responding to an
initial invitation I had sent them to come up to
Yarrawonga and open the first band festival on the
Murray River. It was organised by the
Yarrawonga-Mulwala Tourist Association and in
particular Mrs Barbara McDiarmid, who was the key
organiser together with a number of others. It was the
first time this event had been held. We had a large
number of bands in attendance and an excellent parade
that started in Belmore Street, Yarrawonga, and then
went down to the JC Lowe Oval, where there were a
number of performances by the bands.
The Governor launched the Bandfest on the Murray in
Belmore Street, and certainly it was a great weekend.
When he spoke I think the Governor recognised the
importance of the north-eastern part of Victoria. Lake
Mulwala is one of those lakes which is full of water. I
will be talking about the difficulties the drought has
caused in north-eastern Victoria in a few minutes, but I
want to confirm that Lake Mulwala is maintained at a
full level given the irrigation and town supplies that
come from that lake. People who come up to
north-eastern Victoria, and in particular to Lake
Mulwala, over Easter will experience a great weekend.
We were able to achieve excellent results in Murray
Valley at the last election, and I was delighted with the
response that I again received from the voters. We have
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seen enormous development across north-eastern
Victoria, and particularly across my electorate.

believe unjust in the way he performs in the Parliament
and the actions he takes.

I take issue with members of the government when they
say that nothing happened in country Victoria during
the seven years of the coalition government. I repeat
that I was not always the white-haired boy with the
coalition. I stood up on issues which affected my
electorate, but developments took place across my
electorate right through the 1990s, and that continues to
happen.

I want to comment in particular on some of the
comments that he made. I refer to his speaking about
the change of name for the National Party. That is
something we decided we would do as a party. I
thought the comments he made about the name were
totally inappropriate and were not what I would have
thought you would be saying in an address-in-reply
debate.

I want to thank the huge team of people across my
electorate who have backed me over many years and
who have supported the type of representation which I
give to the electors. I call it grassroots representation —
that is, looking after people and organisations within
the electorate and seeking to get the best results for
them.

I also took note of the comments he made. He said :

I also take this opportunity to thank my family for their
support over a long period of time, particularly my
wife, Annette, who has provided enormous backing for
me over many years. I put on the record what I have
said on many occasions — that is, that putting up with
me is a battle in its own right. I can say that myself, but
I do not wish others to say it! I wanted to put that on the
record because of her great support for me over a long
period of time.
I have listened to a lot of address-in-reply debates over
the period that I have been in the Parliament, but I have
to say that the speech made by the honourable member
for Mildura absolutely disgusted me. I was upset with
the comments that he made, particularly relating to the
National Party. As a member of that party I took great
exception to them. Unfortunately I was not in the house
when he was speaking, but I want to make sure that I
put on the record my concern with the attitude he took.
He was vindictive in many of his comments, and I
wrote down some of them for the record.
It was an attack by an embittered member of
Parliament. He was vicious in his attacks on the
National Party, and particularly on the leader of the
party. He made inaccurate and demeaning comments
about other members of Parliament, including a former
National Party member of this Parliament. I thought his
speech was miserable.
Mr Perton — He’s a hypocrite. He wants to attack
other people.
Mr JASPER — It could be hypocritical. I will not
use the word ‘hypocrite’, because many would say that
would be unparliamentary. He certainly has an
obsession with the National Party. He is childish and I

… the National Party squandered significant amounts of
money swanning into many areas …

He related that particularly to the Leader of the National
Party. That is totally wrong. What we have is a
particular situation as far as the National Party is
concerned and what it does. We represent country
areas, and we make no excuses for that. I think in
Victoria we have got three areas now: metropolitan
Melbourne; Ballarat, Bendigo, Geelong and the Latrobe
Valley; and the rest of us, 16 or 17 seats in the rest of
the state — that is what we have sought to represent.
The huge task that the Leader of the National Party has
in seeking to move across the state at an election time is
not recognised by the member for Mildura; his criticism
was absolutely and totally unjust because it is a difficult
task. I pay tribute to the Leader of the National Party
for what he did in seeking to promote the National
Party. I believe that we had an excellent result in
country Victoria, which was a recognition of the
important part that we play.
The other issue I want to add is that the member talking
about an absolute waste of public money is the pot
calling the kettle black. As an Independent member of
Parliament he was receiving special funding support
from the Labor government, particularly in the last
Parliament, so that he and the Independents would
support the government. I believe that that was against
the interests of other members of Parliament who did
not have access to the support he was receiving.
The member also indicated that we really should not
have been up in Mildura fighting that election. As far as
I am concerned this is a democracy and anybody is
allowed to put themselves forward to stand for
Parliament. I had a Liberal Party candidate against me
on this last occasion, and somebody said that was the
first time the Liberal Party had opposed Ken Jasper in
Murray Valley. It was not the first time; I have had
Liberal Party members opposing me in the past, and
that is democracy. I accept that people want to stand
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against me. I accepted that I had a Greens candidate; I
had a Labor candidate — and that certainly affected my
vote.
The member made a particular point of indicating that
the National Party vote dropped across many of the
electorates that we hold. Of course that was going to be
the case, because in the previous election I did not have
a Liberal candidate standing against me. In fact in
Murray Valley I estimated that the Liberal Party would
collect 15 to 20 per cent of the vote, and that is about
what it collected. Then the Greens collected a few
percentage points as well. However, on a two-party
preferred basis I was able to secure about 66 or 67 per
cent of the vote across the electorate. I think it was an
excellent result. And that is democracy!
But the member for Mildura took the attitude of saying
the National Party should not have been up in Mildura
opposing him. I remind the member for Mildura — I
think it is worth while putting it on the record — that in
the period from 1927 up to this day the member for
Mildura has held the seat for 7 years, the Liberal Party
held Mildura for 8 years, the ALP held the seat for
6 years but the Country Party and later the National
Party held the seat for 55 years! We believe it is a seat
we have a just right to fight for and win — and the
National Party will fight for and win it back too!
It seems to me that the member for Mildura has got it
wrong. I was extremely disappointed with the way he
handled the issue and with his attack on the National
Party, in particular on the leader. It was totally unjust. I
have taken more time than I wished in this
address-in-reply speech to cover that, but I felt it was
important to put on the record that I was extremely
concerned and disgusted with his attitude and his attack
on the National Party. In my view he got many of the
facts and figures absolutely wrong. I will leave it there,
but I think it was worth while putting it on the record.
I indicated earlier that we have enormous problems
facing us in country Victoria, particularly in
north-eastern Victoria, not because of the government
but because of the drought. The Ovens and King rivers
are extremely low, as are the two storages that back
those rivers — the Buffalo Dam and Lake William
Hovel. The Rural City of Wangaratta has water
restrictions and those restrictions will increase. I am
disappointed about the applications for $263 000 to
support bores and water outlets in the Shire of Indigo
and the Rural City of Wangaratta. Despite my
representations to the Premier and to the Minister for
Water all we have received up to date is $75 000. We
need that money now, not a month from now, so that
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we can continue to look at the development of water
bores and outlets within those two municipalities.
I understand that $1.17 million was allocated in this
area for municipalities that were previously drought
declared, but unfortunately the money for those
municipalities has run out. Because of being declared
late — that is late last year and early this year —
funding has not been approved.
It is important that the government recognises that we
have a drastic situation facing us in north-eastern
Victoria that needs to be addressed quickly. We have
had the other issue of the fires, which is a critical issue
on which I will not dwell, but importantly at this stage
water is the critical issue and will continue to be a
major problem unless we can get continuing support.
What we drastically need is rain.
Despite those problems we are making progress in
north-eastern Victoria with tourism and the
developments that are taking place across the area.
Capital works and their funding have been supported by
the previous government and this government.
Ministers of this government have been opening events
and activities and providing funding for capital works
which were approved by the previous government.
It was interesting to listen to the comments of the
Treasurer during question time earlier today when he
talked about the important developments taking place in
country Victoria, the support that is being provided for
business and industry and also the expansion in
population in a large number of cities and towns across
country Victoria. What the Treasurer forgot to say was
that the federal government has had a major input into
developments that have taken place in country Victoria,
particularly in the north-eastern part of the state. They
include the Roads to Recovery program, specifically a
federal government program providing funding in
country Victoria for roads; Assistance for Country
Doctors is another area that the federal government has
been involved in; and small business programs are also
being developed as well as a range of other programs
where federal government funding is being provided in
country Victoria.
I acknowledge the comments made by the Treasurer,
and I give due credit to the government that is
supporting developments in country areas and is
supporting and recognising the difficulties that country
people face. I hope what the Treasurer will do in the
future is give credit where credit is due and be balanced
in his comments.
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In the time I have been in the Parliament I have sought
to be balanced in the comments I have made on all sorts
of issues. If it is something that will be of support to my
electorate and the developments that take place, I will
certainly support that and the government and give
credit where it is due. You need to be able to say, ‘Yes,
we have provided support, development and funding to
see that these activities continue to take place in country
Victoria’, but there needs to be a recognition that it is
not only one government because it may have been the
previous government that has provided support for
those developments.
I could quote many developments that the current
government has taken credit for which have been
activities approved and supported by the previous
government. The issues that need to be looked at in
country Victoria include the current difficulties being
faced with drought, and there needs to be continuing
support for that. Many capital works programs could be
brought forward to be funded. I have indicated on a
number of occasions to the Premier and other ministers,
including the Treasurer, who is also the Minister for
State and Regional Development, that funding should
be provided in country areas for capital projects.
Mr WYNNE (Richmond) — I rise to make a brief
contribution to the address-in-reply, and commence by
thanking the good people of Richmond who were kind
enough to re-elect me at the last election. It was a tough
fight, but in the end people recognised that the Bracks
Labor government had an excellent record, one that I
certainly was proud to campaign on. I was delighted
that they chose to re-elect me.
I will continue to work hard for them, as I did in the
first term of government, but I see this next term of
government, certainly for the people of my area, as a
period of consolidation and implementation of a range
of initiatives that we outlined during the first term.
I wanted specifically to talk about some initiatives such
as the $7 million, 24-hour police station complex which
is currently under construction in Church St, opposite
my electorate office. I look forward to it being opened
by the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
before the end of this year.
Perhaps one of the proudest days for me will be the
reopening of Fitzroy Secondary College. Members of
this house will recall the battle that occurred; the
community has worked hard for eight years to have this
school reopened. It was so cruelly closed by the
Kennett government and it will be reopened for
students in 2004. The Bracks government is reopening
schools in the inner city, and that will be a fantastic day.

Thursday, 10 April 2003

I want to devote significant attention in this term to
urban renewal and redevelopment programs on the
high-rise estates. The electorate of Richmond hosts the
largest proportion of public housing stock in the state,
and I see the shadow minister opposite nodding in
affirmation. We are investing significant money in
those estates. For the seven years of the Kennett
government with approximately 40 high-rise towers in
the Melbourne metropolitan area only $1 million a year
was invested in those estates. Those days have been
swept aside. This government is on about urban
renewal, about development, about saying that if you
are a low-income person you have rights to live in
decent accommodation, and I am delighted to be
representing those people.
There are some other great projects we are
implementing; none more so than the fantastic arts
complex we will be developing at the Abbotsford
Convent. It is perhaps the most historic, monastic
walled convent, certainly in Australia and possibly in
the southern hemisphere, which we have saved for the
people of Melbourne and Victoria, and that will be
progressively redeveloped over the next couple of
years. It will be linked to the Collingwood Children’s
Farm, which is so well known to the community, and it
will be a fantastic asset not only for the Melbourne and
metropolitan area but for all Victorians.
Other developments include the very well-known
House of the Gentle Bunyip, which the Minister for
Health in a former life was so instrumental in saving. It
is an historic homestead in Clifton Hill which will be
developed for community housing, and for people with
psychiatric disabilities.
The McConchie Reserve development down on the
Yarra River in Burnley will be an exceptional harbour
development. The government will be opening up a
previously disused quarry for community access and as
a wetlands development. Tenders are out at the
moment, and we will see that capital works program
put in place in the next couple of months. It is an
extensive program of investment and redevelopment in
the electorate of Richmond, and I am delighted to have
played a part in it.
The most important social challenge that confronts us at
the moment is the Timorese community. No-one has
shown more leadership than the Premier in fighting for
the cause of the Timorese people who live in Victoria.
There are 1600 of them currently on temporary
protection visas and the vast majority live in the
Richmond electorate. These people have lived in a
twilight zone now for between 7 and 10 years. Many of
them fled the terrible atrocities of East Timor and have
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tried to make a home for themselves in Melbourne.
They have brought up and are educating their children
here. We are asking for a humanitarian response by the
federal government, to reach out and say, ‘Yes, we
understand the plight of these people and we are
prepared to provide a safe haven and provide them with
permanent residency in the state of Victoria’.
This government has provided a comprehensive safety
net for the Timorese community, including health,
education and, importantly, welfare and legal support at
this most difficult time when they are under review. We
ask the federal government to show a humanitarian
response to these people and not to take the easy option
of extending the visa for a two or three-year period.
That would be a cruel decision, because those children
who are now in grades 4, 5 and 6 at Richmond West
Primary School would have moved into secondary
school and their whole lives would be disrupted
because they would be forcefully repatriated back to
East Timor.
We know President Gusmao has already indicated that
East Timor cannot cope with the population it has now.
It is in the middle of a drought, it has food shortages
and the most basic infrastructure is simply not in place
to support the population there, let alone those who are
forcibly repatriated to East Timor. We say: give these
people sanctuary here in Victoria.
In conclusion I want to thank my personal staff —
Marilyn Dawson, Glen Brandum and Justin Sterns who
are fantastic; and my branch members who fought so
hard with me during that campaign — Ray Thomas,
Sharon Da Silva, Graeme Holdsworth, John Sawyer
and Juri Ots who were the co-convenors of my
campaign committee. It was a tough campaign. A lot of
us had a really tough campaign last time around, but I
was delighted that I was successful.
At end of the day as a politician you are only as good as
the people around you and the family who support you.
Perhaps more than anybody else I want to sincerely
acknowledge my wife, Svetlana, and my two young
children who have to suffer the consequences of public
life but do it so willingly and with good grace. Thank
you very much.
Mrs SHARDEY (Caulfield) — It gives me great
pleasure to make a contribution to the address-in-reply
debate. This is the third time I have made such a
contribution since being here, and it is a great pleasure.
I first entered this place as the member for Caulfield in
1996 after enjoying a number of years working at a
federal level for the Liberal Party. After that I worked
for a couple of years in the corporate sector. For the
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most part in those positions I grappled with federal
issues of a national nature and therefore to some extent
had to adjust my thinking and approach when it came to
matters of state politics and matters that are of interest
particularly in a local state electorate. But I have to say,
after seven years as a state member, my pleasure in
serving my community and participating in state affairs
is undiminished. Much of the pleasure I derive from my
role is due to the very diverse nature of my electorate,
and the very high level of activity and organisation
within my local community.
Many of you will know that my electorate is
particularly diverse because of the very large Jewish
community living there. Most of the organisations
which service the Jewish community are based in the
electorate of Caulfield. Many other multicultural groups
are also represented in the seat of Caulfield. There are
large Polish, Greek, and Italian communities, and many
families who were born here in Australia. It makes it an
interesting seat, and every weekend there is something
different and new to look forward to.
The issues of concern in the Caulfield electorate are
wide ranging. They are often of an international nature
and certainly intellectually stimulating, to say the least.
Many of the activities I enjoy are of a cultural nature,
sometimes religious, and usually of a very traditional
nature. While many families have moved into the
Caulfield electorate the proportion of older Victorians is
very high, one of the highest in the state. Therefore
many of the issues of concern in my electorate are those
of older people.
In the last couple of years, particularly the last period,
one of the major concerns has been the issue of land
tax, which is affecting the large number of self-funded
retirees in my electorate who are living on fixed
incomes. These are not wealthy people by any measure;
they live on small incomes which they derive from a
small portfolio of property. They need this portfolio to
live on. Of course the land tax has affected them very
badly.
The other issue of concern which was raised prior to the
last election was the University of the Third Age. The
U3A property in my electorate on Glen Huntly Road is
owned by Victrack. This government announced that it
would sell that property. My party gave an undertaking
in the last election that it would not sell the property but
would hand it over for U3A use. The Labor Party,
particularly the candidate for Bentleigh at the time,
made a promise to U3A which it is yet to deliver on. I
look forward very much to hearing that it delivers on
that promise.
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The promise does require the local council to make a
significant contribution, and the one thing the current
member for Bentleigh omitted to do when he was
making his promise to the people of his electorate —
some of whom attend U3A — was to get the agreement
of the Glen Eira council to make a significant
contribution. I look forward to hearing about what is
going to happen, and I trust that the member for
Bentleigh will deliver good news, and that is an issue I
have raised in his electorate — —

Finally, with regard to thanking those who assisted me,
I would certainly like to thank my family, who have
given me enormous support. I suppose that one of the
things I enjoy the most is that two of my three children
now live in my electorate. It is a source of great comfort
to have them close by.

An Honourable Member — He already has. He got
elected!

As the shadow minister for aged care in the last
Parliament, one of the regrets I have is that the aged
care policy which offered a range of benefits to older
Victorians on pensions, seniors cards and health care
cards will now not be delivered. I truly feel we owe a
debt of gratitude to older Victorians, a debt which
unfortunately will not be repaid by this government in
the way that was promised.

Mrs SHARDEY — Getting elected is one thing;
delivering on your promises is another. I look forward
to him delivering on his promises.
One other issue of great importance is the schools in
my electorate. Certainly one of the schools in my
electorate did receive a fairly significant contribution
for its hall, but that was as a result of a promise by the
previous government. This government has yet to
deliver anything of significance to the schools in my
electorate, which are in great need. I have to say that the
primary schools in particular are really doing it hard —
their student numbers are swelling and some of the
buildings are in appalling condition. I will be discussing
that at a later period.
Naturally the 2002 election loss for my party was a
source of great disappointment, particularly the
departure of some of my colleagues who I miss very
much; their abilities and capacity added greatly to this
place. For my own part, while the swing of 5 per cent is
nothing to be enjoyed, I certainly appreciated the
support of the community of the Caulfield electorate,
and will fulfil their expectation that I will continue to
serve them.
At this time I would like to offer my sincere thanks for
the support and work of my staff, my electorate — —
Mr Nardella interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
The member for Caulfield, without interjection. The
member for Narracan will have his turn.
Mrs SHARDEY — I would like to offer my sincere
thanks for the support and work of my staff, my
electorate council, my campaign team and the many
volunteers who gave so generously of their time in
assisting me to retain my seat. I would also like to thank
those who made other contributions to the Caulfield
campaign. Success is always a team effort, and I, as a
sitting member, am just one of the team.

An honourable member interjected.
Mrs SHARDEY — And they are multiplying!

In this Parliament I continue to shadow in the housing
portfolio. Few members, and few Victorians, appreciate
the complexity of this area and the degree to which
those who are most in need really do depend upon a
good Minister for Housing and Office of Housing being
able to capably deliver a range of services and grapple
with the many cause and effect relationships which lead
to problems in this very difficult area. Throughout the
last Parliament I drew attention to the continuing rise in
waiting lists for public housing, particularly in country
areas and for those most in need on early housing
waiting lists; the lack of activity in public housing
redevelopment projects; and the cut in funding in the
last budget to homeless assistance programs.
Along with the Auditor-General I raised concerns about
the rising level of rental arrears and bad debts which
goes to the heart of the capacity of the minister and the
Office of Housing to manage the business side of the
portfolio and the delivery of services and
accommodation to struggling Victorians. The concerns
I raised over the last three years, rather than causing a
positive response, were often met with derision and a
litany of excuses, culminating in the minister and the
Office of Housing attempting to change the calculation
of the waiting list numbers and cleansing the waiting
lists of some 6000 applicants, to change the perception
of lack of performance. Fortunately the independent
umpire in the form of the Auditor-General passed
judgment in his recent report on public sector agencies.
For the sake of time I will now move to my next
portfolio area. The community services portfolio is new
to me. After only a few months I have to some degree
been shocked by the issues which have surfaced in this
area. I regard it as being enormously sensitive and a
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portfolio which should provide reliable services for
those who are most vulnerable and most in need — the
children of Victoria.
I have had a lot to do with the area of disability
services. As a child and growing up into adulthood, my
eldest brother was a polio victim and from the age of
6 years onwards I lived in a family with a person who
had a very severe disability. So it is an area about which
I have some understanding and can share with the
parents who are endeavouring to provide appropriately
for their children.
The other areas that are most sensitive are those
identified in a book called Getting Off the Roundabout
written for Uniting Care Connections. It talks about the
problems faced by children put into care. I will quote
from page 15 about children who are put into care. It
says:
The children have all been removed from their parents for
specific child protective reasons, involving the court system.
All the children have been subject to various forms of abuse
and neglect and/or failure of the parents to protect their
children from harm. Some of the children have experienced
extreme forms of abuse, including severe rejection. These are
the children most often referred to the Challenging
Behaviours Consultancy, and many of the children bear deep,
emotional, psychological and, if recent research on brain
development is valid, damage to neurological
development …

That provides us with a huge number of challenges. I
have been deeply concerned that so many stories have
emerged just this year in relation to community
services, particularly children in protective services.
I will remind the house of some of those issues which
have emerged this year. We had the stories of chroming
continuing in Department of Human Services-funded
facilities for children in care. One which I found greatly
challenging was the story of a 15-year-old girl who was
put in care and within 24 hours she was exposed to
chroming by a young man in that facility who was
known to be addicted. There have been stories of
children who have been put into care with adults who
themselves have criminal convictions and are drug
users. There have been stories about the crisis in foster
care, with some 900 carers withdrawing their services,
and this brings a focus to the huge problem in this area.
The government promised a bill to ensure that there
were police checks on those caring for children. That
bill has not yet been delivered, and I ask the
government to fulfil its promise because it is one that is
absolutely necessary.
If one cares to peruse the community visitors report it
contains a litany of problems. There has been a
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reduction in the number of community visitors who are
available to ensure that people are receiving proper
care. Nothing appears to be happening in a positive
sense with the redevelopment of Kew Residential
Services and Redlands. That is deplorable. There are
other examples where people in care are being given
medication inappropriately and so forth.
Many issues have come to my attention in the short
time I have been the shadow Minister for Community
Services. Today I raised an issue in question time in
relation to the fact that there has been a huge increase in
the reconviction of juveniles who have been released on
parole. I have to say that I was somewhat disappointed
with the minister’s response. I do not think she knew
that the figures — —
Ms Garbutt interjected.
Mrs SHARDEY — The figures came out of the
report. If the Minister for Community Services can
calculate she can assure herself that my claim was
correct.
I have raised issues to do with reporting on the
Children’s Court. The figures reported for the
Children’s Court were not correct, and departmental
officers knew that but that annual report was still tabled
in this place. The response from the Attorney-General
was absolutely appalling and insulting. There is a large
number of issues to be faced, and I look forward to
taking them on.
Ms GARBUTT (Minister for Community
Services) — First of all I would like to place on the
record my congratulations to our new Speaker, the
member for Essendon, and say how much confidence I
have in her ability to run this sometimes unruly house. I
believe she will have the strength to make a big
difference in behaviour in the house, and that she will
do it with wit and humour.
I also have to say how delighted I am that we have a
Speaker of the Legislative Assembly and a President of
the Legislative Council who are both women. It is the
first time that has happened in the state’s history.
Ms Beattie — Only Labor does that.
Ms GARBUTT — Indeed, only a Labor
government would achieve that. I think it builds very
strongly on the record of the Bracks government and its
representation of women: its record number of women
ministers, record number of women members of
Parliament and very strong representation of women
from across the state.
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I also pay tribute to the former Speaker, Alex
Andrianopoulos. I think he did an outstanding job and
was an excellent Speaker.
I want to thank the people of my electorate of Bundoora
and say how pleased and honoured I am that they have
re-elected me. I offer my commitment to continuing to
work for them and their interests over the next four
years. I believe it is important to try to know and
understand the needs of one’s constituents, and I
believe I have been able do that.
In the first term of the Bracks government I always
understood that my constituents’ priorities were health,
in particular centred around the services provided by
the Austin and Repatriation Medical Centre; education
throughout all our schools; community services;
transport; and the environment.
I want to refer to some of the great projects the Bracks
government has initiated in the Bundoora electorate. I
want to focus particularly on the enormous
redevelopment of the Austin and Repatriation Medical
Centre. It is the biggest hospital redevelopment in the
state’s history at a cost of around $325 million. It
involves a complete rebuilding of that hospital to offer
an extended range of new services, including 400 acute
beds, a new emergency department, intensive and
critical care units, two additional operating theatres,
expanded day procedures facilities, improved
psychiatric and mental health services, women’s health
and obstetrics services and 62 neonatal intensive care
cots.
As well it will involve enhancing the repatriation
campus. The master plan will be finalised shortly and
will offer a vast array of improvements to veteran
services. Indeed it was this government that stopped the
privatisation of the Austin hospital. The Kennett
government was going to sell it off to privatise and rob
the public of that hospital. The people of Bundoora
responded angrily to that proposal. We are now getting
on with the job of rebuilding a world-class hospital at
the Austin site.
Of course the people of Bundoora put a great priority
on education. The Bracks government has achieved
enormous benefits in education. Funding for capital
upgrades has gone to many schools in my electorate,
and as well — —
Mr Perton interjected.
Ms GARBUTT — I can quote the figures we are
spending in my electorate. It includes $473 000 for a
new roof at Bundoora Secondary College, $750 000 for
a multipurpose music and canteen upgrade at
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Kingsbury Primary School, and a total of $4.5 million
on upgrading the facilities at Macleod College. Our
focus has also been on what is delivered at those
schools. There has been an 18 per cent increase in
teacher numbers in the Bundoora electorate, more than
$500 000 has been spent on computers and IT
equipment, and our retention rates have lifted from
80 per cent to 84 per cent. That represents a solid
delivery of service and is a record appreciated by the
people of Bundoora.
The Bracks government also cares about the
environment. There have been grants to improve
Bundoora Park, and the Environment Protection
Authority has built new laboratories at Bundoora,
bringing 60 jobs to the area. We have not neglected
other services such as the public library at Watsonia,
which has been increased nearly threefold by a
$500 000 redevelopment.
The government has not neglected transport. It has
spent $8.3 million widening and upgrading the
Greensborough Highway, which has been important for
motorists in the Bundoora area. The duplication of
Plenty Road north of Bundoora and a new bridge over
the Plenty River on the bypass are also significant new
infrastructure developments in the electorate.
Looking to the future, we have to deliver on projects we
have already committed to and started. That includes
the Austin and Repatriation Medical Centre, of course,
which will take a long time to redevelop. But there are
also big commitments to Greensborough College,
which is undergoing a $1 million upgrade, and
Kingsbury Primary School, as I mentioned, with nearly
$1 million worth of works going on there. The Northern
Hospital, which serves the northern part of my
electorate, is also undergoing a big upgrade. We must
deliver on that as well.
You never have victories such as the Bracks
government had, and indeed which I had in Bundoora,
without a whole team approach. I would like to thank in
particular my electorate officers. I want to single out
Sue Dyet, who has worked for me for more than
10 years and who has recently retired. She provided
excellent service to the people of Bundoora. She was an
outstanding electorate officer, and I wish her well in her
plans for the future. My other electorate officers —
Colin Brookes, Helen Coleman and Ann Paul — have
also been outstanding and willing to work long hours to
serve the people of Bundoora. My branch members
have been outstanding in their support. They have been
a great team, and I thank them very much for their
service.
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I refer back to my constituents and say that I am
pleased and delighted to be able to continue to serve
them for the next four years.
Ms CAMPBELL (Pascoe Vale) — It is a pleasure
to rise today to outline to the house in this
address-in-reply debate my commitment to the Pascoe
Vale electorate and to say how proud I am to be a
member of this 55th Parliament in the second Bracks
government. This government has been re-elected
because it listened and acted. It listened to the people of
Pascoe Vale and provided considerable support and
infrastructure for them.
As a result of our first term in government there was an
increase of nearly 10 per cent in the number of people
in the Pascoe Vale electorate who voted Labor at the
last election. That was heartening. It was in fact on top
of a 3.88 per cent swing in 1999 and a 3 per cent swing
in 1996. So our collective pride in the campaign and
our collective pride in being part of a government that
listens to the Victorian community, listens to the people
in Pascoe Vale, and acts and makes people the priority
is indeed immense.
The Governor’s speech outlined that this government
will be ensuring that education, democracy and reform
of the Legislative Council, community safety and the
environment are amongst four of our top priorities.
I wish to highlight what we have delivered in education
in the first term. I believe it is one of the reasons why
we were so significantly re-elected and the margins
increased so impressively in Pascoe Vale. In our first
term the class sizes in primary schools at Coburg North,
Glenroy West, Newlands, Oak Park, Pascoe Vale,
Pascoe Vale North and Strathmore North primary
schools all recorded decreases in their average class
sizes.
We put in $1 million in funding for the new
gymnasium at Pascoe Vale Girls Secondary College,
and gave a $99 000 funding boost to that college to
assist in the reduction of drop-out rates and increased
participation in education and training. They are simple
and very important facts.
The Westbreen Primary School received funding of
$98 000 for the upgrade of student toilets. Parents could
send their children to school knowing they would be
able to use those toilets safely and that they would use
them, because many had not been doing so previously.
Some 121 new computers have been installed in
primary schools at Newlands, Pascoe Vale, Coburg
North, Oak Park, Pascoe Vale North, Glenroy West,
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Strathmore North and at Pascoe Vale Girls Secondary
College.
The safety of our children has improved thanks to
funding of more crossing supervisors. We have had an
increase of over $2.5 million in local school budgets
thanks to our commitment to education.
There have been asset and building improvements
totalling $900 000 at the primary schools at Pascoe
Vale, Coburg North, Oak Park, Pascoe Vale North,
Glenroy West and Strathmore North.
We have received $155 000 to refurbish a classroom
for teaching language other than English and to convert
a room into a multipurpose room at Corpus Christi
School. Some $270 000 has been allocated to refurbish
the ground floor of the building for years 7 to 10 at
Mercy Diocesan College. The list goes on. It includes
$100 000 for the King Khalid Islamic College for two
general learning areas and balconies and to refurbish
two schools under the needs-based capital assistance
program. That is only about half of what I could quote.
It is a very impressive list.
It is an equally positive picture when we look at
community safety. In his speech the Governor outlined
that community safety would also be a priority of this
government. I look forward to visiting the site of the
new Moreland district police station in July when we
will be doing the first sod turning for our new police
station that was high on the priority list under the
Kennett government. However, it happened to drop off
the list for each of the seven years. Now it is beginning,
and I am immensely proud of that.
The previous government speaker was the former
Minister for Environment and Conservation. In its first
term the government was able to deliver to the residents
of Glenroy Valley a very impressive piece of valuable
land which was at the rear of the Moonee Boulevard.
That has been permanently zoned as public open space
through a land transfer. We were able to do that thanks
to this government’s commitment to the environment. I
invited the then environment minister of the previous
government, Marie Tehan, to come out and look at the
site, not to flog it for residential development but to turn
it into public open space. But it was the Bracks
government that delivered.
In this 55th Parliament I commit to my electorate to
ensuring that education continues to be a high priority
and that the Oak Park and Pascoe Vale North primary
schools can look forward to better infrastructure. I will
commit to ensuring that we build on the environment
and the community, particularly around the old Coburg
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technical school site which I hope to improve into
parkland. Ideally I would love to have on that site a
playground with access for people of all abilities. In a
couple of weeks the residents and local government
representatives are to meet at the special school to work
collectively on maximising a park that would provide
harmony and encouragement for members of the local
community.
My staff, particularly Kathleen Matthews-Ward, Kerrie
Loughnan and Jenny Lobato, are sensational human
beings and are wonderful campaigners. My family is
second to none; I know each of us believes we have the
world’s best family, but I in fact know that I have. I
thank my campaign workers. We had people who came
along to my Pascoe Vale office and said they would
like to help; they were people we did not know until the
election. They came through the door, offered to help
and we gratefully accepted their support. I said to them
in my thank-you letter that it was with great humility
and pride that I would continue to represent Pascoe
Vale strongly. I commit in this house to continue to do
that, and I look forward to being a servant to the people
of Pascoe Vale, delivering for the Bracks government
and continuing to make people the priority.
Mr MAXFIELD (Narracan) — I rise this evening
firstly to say how thrilled and pleased I am that this
house has elected a female Speaker for the first time,
and that we now have a female President of the other
house. That certainly reflects well on the Bracks
government in that it is keen on ensuring it gets proper
representation. Women represent half the experience,
the skill and the talent in our community.
Ms Beattie interjected.
Mr MAXFIELD — Some ladies would say ‘more’,
but we certainly have to ensure that we utilise those
talents. It is now a bit of a contrast to the opposition
which, unfortunately, seems to be a bit light in that area.
I certainly want to say how proud I was to be a member
of the first Bracks government — a government that I
thought fundamentally performed very well because it
delivered on the key issues that matter to our
community. It delivered on health, on education, on
openness, on accountability and on supporting rural and
regional Victoria. It was a true Labor government
delivering on true Labor values. I look forward to this
next term of government with excitement, now that the
government will be able to carry legislation
appropriately through the upper house. What a
wonderful day it was in the last sitting week when we
were able to see true reforms going through the other
house.
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I certainly would not be here without the support of my
family. My parents, Colin and Iris Maxfield, have been
a constant source of inspiration and support through my
43 years. Having my parents living nearby has been of
wonderful assistance to me, as a member of Parliament,
when I have been away on electorate duties. They have
assisted with babysitting, they have collected my
children from school, and they have provided
wonderful support in many ways. I certainly thank
them very much.
My wife, Christine, is the greatest support I as a
member of Parliament could have had. She helped me
prepare speeches; she has helped me issue press
releases; and she has spent countless hours doing
voluntary work in my electorate office while assisting
me on electorate duties. I have to acknowledge that I
would not have been here without her valued support,
and when it came to the election campaign itself her
wonderful support was really there.
My three children, Ben, Luke and Kate, all supported
and helped me during my first term. As an 11 and
12-year-old my youngest child, Kate, on Saturday
morning after Saturday morning headed off with me to
the street stalls to blow up balloons to hand out to the
children. My eldest son, who during the election
campaign had finished his schooling, spent many hours
at polling booths handing out how-to-vote cards, while
Luke was always dreaming up some great scheme.
Certainly my children were a wonderful support.
I always acknowledge my staff. They are the face of
my electorate office and without them I could not do
my job as a member of Parliament. Anita Lloyd,
Leanne Smythe, Tonnia Schipper, Chris Devers, David
Wilkinson and Andrew McDonald have all worked in
my office at different stages. I acknowledge their great
support and assistance. There are too many who
supported the campaign for me to mention them all, but
I certainly acknowledge the support of Tony Flynn,
who gave up Saturday after Saturday and evening after
evening; Mark Biggs, who is one of my closest friends
and was a great source of advice and assistance, and
Len and Val Peacock, who were there to contribute in a
big way and who have been doing so for 30 or 40 years
and beyond. It has been wonderful and fantastic
support.
I also want to thank my electorate for electing me, and
obviously for re-electing me. Having come through in
1999 on a 52.5 per cent majority I saw a redistribution
take my percentage down to 49.4, but I believe I was
very fortunate because the change of boundaries meant
that I now live in my electorate — I was a couple of
hundred metres outside it prior to that — and that
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Drouin, the town I grew up in, is now in the electorate.
It was very rewarding on election day to see my home
town deliver an 11 per cent swing to me, Drouin having
the largest booth in the electorate. Now I am standing
here feeling very humble with a margin that shows that
people have not just had a vote of faith in me but that it
was a vote of faith in the Bracks government to deliver
services.
Very briefly I will touch on some key contributions to
our commitment during the campaign. There is a
$4 million commitment to build a nursing home at
Andrews House. That is something we have fought for
over the last three and a half years, and I look forward
very much to the building commencing soon. A cancer
treatment unit at the Latrobe Regional Hospital will
receive $20 million in recognition of the difficulties
with asbestos diseases in the Latrobe Valley and the
high incidence of cancer. We have made a commitment
of $6.5 million to a community health centre in
Warragul, plus $5 million for the Warragul police
station. There are many other initiatives that we will be
working on over the next three and a half years. I want
to acknowledge the support of all my caucus
colleagues, who have made my involvement in
Parliament such a rewarding and wonderful experience.
Ms BEATTIE (Yuroke) — I also wish to extend
my congratulations to the Speaker on her appointment;
and I wish to pay tribute to the former Speaker,
Mr Alex Andrianopoulos. When I came to this place as
a new member, I always found his counsel to be wise
and fair.
I am very proud to be here today as the first
representative for the new seat of Yuroke. Members
will know that redivisions can be fraught with
difficulties when you have to change your electorate
and sometimes your home, but I thank the electors of
Yuroke for the open-hearted and open-handed way in
which they supported me. Nominally on paper the seat
looked to be about a 60 per cent Labor seat, and we
came in at 73 per cent, so obviously the new electors of
Yuroke had great faith in the Bracks government.
But nobody comes here by themselves. There is a
whole team that supports each of us, and I would like to
thank individually some of the people who supported
me. Thanks to my campaign manager, Clare Campbell,
who just seems to thrive on elections — she loves
them! Thanks also to Mohamed Abbouche, Elliot
Giakalis, Marcelle Bagu, Kosmos Felekos, Justin
Mammarella and Glen Kelly. I also thank the branch
members, who always come up to the task of
letterboxing and handing out election material, and
some of whom did the pre-poll. It must be the most
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boring job on earth sitting there at a pre-poll booth, but
they did it every day — and not only did we staff one
pre-poll booth, we had to do two, including one at
Melbourne Airport.
One always has the support of one’s family, and I thank
my wonderful husband, who always stands behind me
in whatever I do. My husband and I met through the
union movement, and we have never given up striving
for decent working pay and conditions for ordinary men
and women.
Of course you have regrets as you leave an area where
you have fought a marginal seat campaign, as was the
case in Tullamarine in 1999, but I think I served
Tullamarine well. In fact I know I served Tullamarine
well, because the people of Sunbury, whom I lost out of
that area, certainly returned Joanne Duncan with a
thumping majority. It was a very personal campaign for
both Joanne and me because I slew the dragon of
Bernie Finn back in 1999, and like Hydra he rose again
just for Joanne to slay again.
The victory was a double victory, and it was fantastic. I
hope the Liberal Party will preselect Bernie for a third
time so somebody else can have a go at him, but it will
certainly not be in our area, because the electors of that
area have proven their distaste for Bernie Finn.
I also acknowledge my opponent, Robert Dunstan. He
was a fine opponent, and he fought very hard. He was a
very fair and decent man, and he got absolutely no
support from the Liberal Party. He really did it out there
on his own, and I pay tribute to him.
The third candidate was from the Citizens Electoral
Council Larouche-inspired party, and I pay tribute to
the electors of Yuroke for putting that party and its
nationalistic tendencies right where they should be —
that is, at the bottom of the pile. I also pay tribute to the
Liberal Party, which put that man third on Robert
Dunstan’s ticket too. That was a very decent stance to
take, and I hope as parties we keep on putting those
types of candidates last on our tickets.
My new electorate has the burgeoning suburbs of
Craigieburn and Roxburgh Park, and with that
development have come a great many infrastructure
issues, but the Bracks government has really provided
fine things for that electorate: $98 million for the
extension of the Broadmeadows railway line out to
Craigieburn; two terrific railway stations which will
serve the area well as it continues to grow; three new
primary schools in the Roxburgh Park area since that
estate has been developed; and the relocation of the
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Upfield Secondary College to Roxburgh Park. They are
wonderful initiatives.

David Saunderson and others who are too numerous to
mention.

I do not wish to keep country members here any longer
than necessary, but I want to go back to the first speech
I made in this Parliament in 1999 in which I quoted
John Curtin. I think that quote is as pertinent today —
or perhaps even more pertinent — as it was when I read
it out in 1999. It reads:

I also want to thank the party members and supporters
who stood on the polling booths, stayed for the
pre-polling and did all the work. I am sure I will miss
out on some, but I will not mean to do so. I thank Leo
Johnson, Graham Proctor, Jack Tighe, Terry McKane,
Wes McGuigan and Ned Johnson. Ned comes from
Footscray and is a very interesting man. He would stay
on a polling booth for weeks if you allowed him. We
had to drag him away from the pre-polling. He was just
fantastic. I really want to thank Ned, who is just a great
party member.

You can’t get from anti-Labor governments great changes in
social practice. Their main purpose is to resist innovation, to
delay reform, to prop up vested interests and maintain the
existing order.
Labor challenges all this. It challenges poverty, it challenges
the causes which lead to war. Its purpose is paramountly
humanitarian, and it seeks to promote the widest possible
scope for men and women so that they can live happily and
contentedly.

In my view that really encompasses Labor’s values. It
has very traditional values that are about making the
world a decent place for working men and women.
Finally, I again commit myself to the electors of
Yuroke. I will serve them well in this house. At all
times I will work hard for them, and at all times I will
be their representative in Parliament, not Parliament’s
representative in the electorate of Yuroke.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — I stand here to thank
the Melton electorate for their faith in me and for their
faith in the Premier and the government that we all on
this side of the house are a part of. I even thank the
35 per cent of my electorate who did not vote for me
but who one day might see the light.
The government achieved much in its first term, and
certainly in my electorate, through providing better
schools, more teachers, more police and better and
improved health services. But there is quite a bit more
to do, and we will be working to do that. I also want to
thank the people who assisted me directly during the
campaign.
I thank my wife, who has stood alongside me over a
long period of time in political life.
Mr Perton — She is a saint.
Mr NARDELLA — She is a saint, that is correct.
She will continue to do that, and I thank her very much.
I also want to thank my staff, Nib De Santis, Tim
Vainoras and Chris Papas. People at the Labor Party
head office did quite a bit of work, both with marginal
seat candidates and candidates like myself. I refer to
people like David Feeney, Karen Sherlock, Daniel
Andrews, who was the state organiser at the time,

I also thank Shirley Rowan, Coralie Rundle, Judy and
Shea Florimell, Alanna and Anna Greco, Gabby Mills
and Jack Hale — and there is a blast from the past. Jack
does a great deal of work within the party, and I really
appreciate his support. I also say thanks to Pete Morton,
Bruce and Dawn Rowan, Ashley Clayton, Marg and
Bryan Davies, Don and Judy Henderson, Louis
Karantoni, Graeme Mann, the Minutoli family and
Leigh Wood.
From Bacchus Marsh I want to thank Pat and Arthur
Clegg, who are just fantastic people — the honourable
member for Macedon knows these people, and they
were extremely supportive of her — Del Leggett,
Dianne McAuliffe, Geoff Newport, Raj Thevarajah, Ian
Hurley, who has now moved to Geelong and will
contribute a lot over there, Marion and Chris Ingram,
Chris and Donnie Mitchell, the McNaughton family,
the Baker family, Sheryl Tunnecliff, John Summers and
the many others who supported the party and me at that
time.
I also want to thank the Liberal Party candidate. Like
the previous speaker, the member for Yuroke, I can say
that my opponent, Cr Richard Gough, ran a clean and
honourable campaign, and I wish him well for that. I
also want to thank the Greens candidate, who also ran
an honourable campaign, as well as another
Independent, John Goodman.
As for the other high-profile candidate who thought he
was going to win — the ex-commissioner out at
Melton, John Hyett — he has been relegated to the
dustbin of history. The unfortunate thing is that my
community of Melton is continuing to pay for the
financial disasters, the time bombs that he has left
behind. As a Kennett government stooge he has left my
community much poorer, but he has now been
relegated to the dustbin of history, where he absolutely
belongs until the Ombudsman reports on his financial
mismanagement and that of his mates.
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I see the next three and a half years being an exciting
time for Melton and Moorabool with upgrades to the
urgent care facility at Bacchus Marsh Hospital, the
Melton super clinic, the water recycling plant and other
great opportunities for advancement of this region.
I want to conclude by commenting a little about the
opposition.
An Honourable Member — Very little!
Mr NARDELLA — Yes, very little. The opposition
is like the factionalised revolutionaries in Monty
Python’s Life of Brian. We have an opposition that is
divided, that has no policies and that stands for nothing.
It is a great contrast to the Bracks government.
In the film, in the Colosseum, we had the Judean
People’s Front; the Splitters; and the People’s Front for
Judea. Here in Victoria we have the Liberal Victorian
People’s Front; the National Front for Victorian People;
and then within those individual parties you have the
Joint Revolutionary Liberation Front of the South-West
Coast and Brighton versus the Republican People’s
Liberation Front of Malvern and Warrandyte. We have
a Splitter in the honourable member for Doncaster; he
is in there somewhere as well. We will just keep on
watching this as it develops over the next three and a
half years because in a real sense the opposition will
continue to have no policies, no direction and no
leadership.
I want to conclude by thanking sincerely all the
residents in the seat of Melton who supported me
during the last state election.
Mr LEIGHTON (Preston) — I would like to thank
the people of Preston for their support in allowing me to
return to this place, and I congratulate them for voting
for the Bracks Labor government in vastly increased
numbers. Despite the Greens polling 13 per cent in my
electorate, we held our primary vote and then polled a
thumping 75 per cent on a two-party-preferred basis.
The reason for that is that people in Preston, similar to
the rest of the state, voted for basic services in
community safety, health and education.
I congratulate the other candidates for a clean and at
times good-humoured election. I particularly
congratulate the Liberal candidate, Dr Lawrence Dean,
and the Greens candidate, Mr Chris Chaplin, for the
way they conducted themselves and for both putting the
Citizens Electoral Council last on their how-to-vote
cards. Apart from that organisation being loopy, what I
abhor about it is its anti-Semitism.
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In September 1999 a great veil of darkness was lifted
from the electorate of Preston as it was across the state.
To see examples of this one only needs to look at what
happened in Preston during the Kennett years. The
Kennett government closed PANCH, our public
hospital. At the time of the closure it promised an
integrated care centre which it later reneged on. When it
was elected it tore up the contract to build a new police
station in Preston, despite the upper house Liberal
candidate in 1992 promising that the contract would be
honoured. The Kennett government tried to close the
Northland Secondary College. It also got rid of teachers
and increased class sizes.
By comparison, when it was elected in 1999 the Labor
government promised and delivered improved services
throughout its first term and into this term. It promised
a new integrated care centre, and the PANCH Health
Service is currently being commissioned. The first
service moved in two weeks ago and it will be fully
operational by May.
In the area of education, we now have 31 more teachers
in the Preston electorate — an 11 per cent increase.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LEIGHTON — That is what we put before the
people and that is why they voted Labor in increased
numbers.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Barker) — Order!
I am sure the member for Preston will be happy to share
this with honourable members later.
Mr LEIGHTON — If opposition members could
let me know how many copies they want, they can have
hard copies or I would be pleased to send it to them by
email — whichever suits.
In the area of community safety, the $8 million Preston
police station is well under construction and will be
open by the middle of the year. One only needs to look
at the cells in the old police station to understand what
the Health Services Commissioner was on about.
In the area of road safety, there have been a number of
important black spot improvements which I do not have
time to read out, but they amount to over $2 million. In
the areas of health, education and community safety we
have been delivering in Preston.
Within the Parliament one matter I wish to mention is
the rollout of Parlynet 2, which as we are all aware has
created a lot of agitation and discussion among
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members on all sides and their electorate office staff. It
is a matter I look forward to pursuing vigorously
through the House Committee. I wish to make a couple
of comments: that technology does not exist for its own
sake; and what we have and what we can do with it
should not be determined by information technology
administrators.
Firstly, as a Parliament we should aim for a system of
excellence in setting a standard for our community.
Secondly, we should see it as a tool for the community
and the constituents we service. A lot more focus needs
to be placed on ensuring that the system meets users’
needs so that, in turn, we can serve our local
communities.
In the redistribution I was pleased to have added in to
my electorate the areas of West Preston and Keon Park.
Those two localities coming into Preston makes good
sense, and I look forward to working with those
communities in the future.
Finally I would also like to say a few thankyous to my
staff for their support generally and particularly
throughout the election campaign: Royce Keirl, Steve
Gagen and Christina Han. I also want to thank the
many party members who volunteered in the campaign
and in particular to thank Peter Stephenson, who
chaired the campaign committee and was the campaign
director. Like many other members, I would like to
express my deep thanks for their support to my family:
my wife, Judy, and my children, Sarah and Samuel. I
think the same goes for all of us — we cannot do it
without the support and tolerance of our families.
Mr LANGDON (Ivanhoe) — It is with great
pleasure that I add my contribution to the
address-in-reply debate. Before I continue I would like
to take this opportunity to congratulate the Speaker —
which I have already done — and the Deputy Speaker
on their election. I also pause to reflect on the outgoing
Speaker, Alex Andrianopoulos, who did an outstanding
job. Not many Speakers in the history of this
Parliament have had to negotiate a minority
government, but I think Alex did an outstanding job. I
would like that to go on the record.
I thank my electorate of Ivanhoe, which returned me for
the third time. It was a shock result in 1996 when I won
by about 800 votes, and now I have a majority of about
8000 votes. I thank the Ivanhoe constituents for their
efforts. Some polling booths in areas such as Viewbank
showed up to a 13 per cent swing. In other areas, such
as our heartland, the swing was perhaps slightly
smaller, but when you get about 80 per cent of a polling
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booth you really cannot do much more than that
anyway. So I thank the electorate for all their support.
I also thank my wife, Jenny, and my three children,
Kate, Nicholas and Emilie. Without their help and
understanding I could not do my job. For example, my
wife spends many nights at home alone with the three
kids when Parliament is sitting, particularly on
Thursday nights!
I thank my staff, which may be difficult because I do
not want to miss anybody out. I thank Andrew Kaighin,
who I think most of the Labor Party members know
comes into Parliament with me every day the
Parliament sits. Andrew does an outstanding job
supporting me as whip and supporting me in the
electorate. Sean Rawson basically manages the
electorate office by himself when Parliament sits. I
have a few casual or part-time employees. They are:
Scott Crawford, who was with me during the last three
years, Nick Brain, David Gould and Graeme Irwin —
and there are one or two others who have come and
gone. I thank them all.
My office has an enormous pool of volunteers. I am
particularly reluctant to name them all, because I am
sure I will forget some, but I will try to name the
primary ones: Dot Donnelly, who is in my office almost
every day cleaning up the kitchen and organising all
sorts of things around the office; Cassandra Kemp, who
is in the office on a regular basis; Reg and Betty Dodd;
and Arthur and Pauline Pickford. Then there are the
numerous party members, friends and associates who
have gone through my office since 1996. It is a credit to
them that I have managed to get where I am today. I
thank everybody for their contributions.
The Ivanhoe electorate had a surprising result in 1996,
but it has now become almost a Labor heartland.
However, I give this pledge as the member for Ivanhoe
that I will never take the electorate for granted. I will
work hard and do what needs to be done. It is the
electorate with the biggest hospital development in the
history of the state, the Austin and Repatriation Medical
Centre. A new police station is coming to completion in
August, I believe, at a cost of about $8 million.
The courthouse has been redeveloped, and the schools
in my electorate are going exceptionally well.
Viewbank Secondary College has received $1.8 million
already and will receive another $1 million. Heidelberg
Primary School, East Ivanhoe Primary School and
Bellfield Primary School are also receiving money.
Obviously there is more work to be done in all these
schools and other schools in my electorate. In the field
of education schoolteachers and school communities do
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it hard. Two of my children attend local schools, one at
Viewbank Secondary College and another at Viewbank
Primary School, and my youngest started preschool this
year. Everyone does it hard, and everyone in the field of
education is very committed. We cannot give enough
credit to them for supporting our children, and I take
this chance to do so.
I am very pleased to represent the Ivanhoe electorate.
The member for Barwon South has put me to the test to
see if I can keep my speech to less than 5 minutes. I
point out to him that I have done it in 41/2 minutes!
Motion agreed to.
Ordered that address-in-reply be presented to the
Governor by the Speaker and members of the house.

PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES AND
PARLIAMENTARY SALARIES AND
SUPERANNUATION ACTS (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Council’s amendment
Returned from Council with message relating to
following amendment:
Clause 7, lines 25 and 26, omit “on or before 1 April 2003”
and insert “before the commencement of section 7 of the
Parliamentary Committees and Parliamentary Salaries
and Superannuation Acts (Amendment) Act 2003”.

Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — I
move:
That the amendment be agreed to.

It is an amendment that will enable the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee to continue its work before
this bill is proclaimed.
Mr PERTON (Doncaster) — The opposition has no
objection to this amendment and, with the government,
trusts that the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee will scrutinise legislation appropriately up
until the passing of this bill.
Motion agreed to.
Remaining business postponed on motion of
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport).
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ADJOURNMENT
Mr BATCHELOR (Minister for Transport) — I
move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Auburn–Barkers roads–Wrixon Street, Kew:
traffic signals
Mr McINTOSH (Kew) — I have a matter for the
Minister for Transport. The issue I want to raise is the
opportunity of putting right-hand turning signals at a
controlled intersection of Wrixon Street with Auburn
and Barkers roads on the edge of my electorate between
Kew and Hawthorn.
The problem is that it is a controlled intersection which
has a set of traffic lights. I ask the minister to intervene
to ensure that a right-hand turning lane for vehicles
travelling either north or south is put in as expeditiously
as possible.

Ambulance services: Beaconsfield
Ms LOBATO (Gembrook) — I raise a matter with
the Minister for Health concerning the Beaconsfield
peak period unit ambulance service. I call on the
minister to ensure quality ambulance services are being
provided and appropriate response times are being
achieved to ensure peace of mind for constituents in the
Gembrook district.
Between 1999 and 2001 the ambulance service
implemented an emergency operations plan with the
objective of better matching resource levels with
demand for service. As part of this proposal 19 new
ambulance crews were established across metropolitan
Melbourne to meet the demand.
Beaconsfield was identified as one of the areas that
lacked the response times required and therefore a peak
period unit was established. Prior to the establishment
of this peak period unit a common theme around the
local area of Beaconsfield and its surrounds was that
ambulance response times were severely lacking and
elderly residents and people with young children were
feeling most insecure and vulnerable.
The ambulance service was therefore established, and it
operates 12 hours a day responding to medical
emergencies during the peak demand period from
9.00 a.m. to 9.00 p.m. The Beaconsfield-based
emergency ambulance service began operations from
the Berwick ambulance branch in Narre Warren in
2001. It moved to its present location in Wood Street,

ADJOURNMENT
1060

ASSEMBLY

Thursday, 10 April 2003

Beaconsfield, in July 2001. It was considered an ideal
site identified by the ambulance service operations plan.
The former Minister for Health, the current Minister for
Environment, officially opened the Beaconsfield
ambulance station in September 2001. Beaconsfield
was the 10th new station to be opened by the Bracks
government.

The issue relates to the fact that the council has sought
from the government a contribution to ameliorate the
expense the shire is now facing. The gap in funding is
about $700 000. The shire, I understand, is contributing
about $200 000 or thereabouts, and it is looking to the
government to see if it is feasible for it to contribute the
additional $500 000.

Six ambulance branches service Casey and Cardinia
shires — Pakenham, Emerald, Cranbourne, Berwick,
Hampton Park and Beaconsfield — covering a
population of 221 000. The establishment of the
Beaconsfield branch increased resources to the
municipalities of Cardinia and Casey by six additional
staff and one additional vehicle. From July 2001 until
January 2003 the Beaconsfield and Upper Beaconsfield
crews have undertaken 483 cases comprising critical,
urgent and non-emergency code 3 cases.

The council understands that at the time the
commitments in relation to the $2 million were made
by this government it made it clear that that was the
limit of the contribution it was prepared to make.
Indeed I was party to the deputation to the present
minister when that was stipulated. The council gave
undertakings to the effect that that would be the extent
of the contribution from the government — namely,
$2 million.

I call on the minister and the government to make sure
that ambulance services in the eastern suburbs and the
outer east continue to meet the demand of the local
community. Will the minister advise the house what
further action the government is taking to ensure quality
ambulance services are being provided and appropriate
response times are being achieved to provide peace of
mind for constituents in the Gembrook district?

Sale performing arts centre: funding
Mr RYAN (Leader of the National Party) — I wish
to raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for the
Arts. It concerns the Sale performance space, which is a
magnificent facility currently under construction in the
fair city of Sale. This is an initiative by the Wellington
Shire Council. It is an initiative that is supported by the
current government, which, to its credit, adopted these
proposals, which were in train under the former
government and which saw $2 billion of funding
contributed to that project. The balance of the money
required to complete it is being raised through a
combination of contributions from the shire and
resources that are being gathered from the local
community.
Late last year and during the course of construction the
builder, Royal Como Pty Ltd, unfortunately went into
liquidation, which meant that this venture, along with, I
believe, about 15 others that were under construction on
behalf of the government, was obviously in difficulty.
That in turn meant that there were a lot of people who
potentially were out of pocket, and they have been paid
because the Wellington shire has ensured that nobody
has been in the unfortunate circumstance of having
contributed to this project only to find themselves now
without the appropriate funds to remunerate them.

However, this issue has arisen in extraordinary
circumstances, certainly through no fault of the council
or any of the participants, let alone the community,
which will be well served by this magnificent facility in
the event that it is able to be completed. In all the
prevailing circumstances the council has asked the
government to see if there is a way that that additional
$500 000 could be contributed to this great initiative. I
seek advice from the minister on that issue.

Duncan McKinnon Reserve, Murrumbeena:
netball courts
Mr HUDSON (Bentleigh) — I seek action from the
Minister for Sport and Recreation in another place, the
Honourable Justin Madden, through the Minister for
Planning. It concerns the eight netball courts at the
Duncan McKinnon Reserve. The asphalt courts are
used there all year round by the Caulfield and District
Netball Association. It is a very extensive competition.
There are 16 clubs, 80 teams and around 800 players.
These teams cater for young people ranging from 9 up
to 18 years, and next year the competition will extend
to all young women up to the age of 21.
The courts have been used by the association for
10 years. They are also used by numerous local schools
and district sports associations. In addition the Bayside,
Port Phillip, Glen Eira and Stonnington councils are
running a joint project funded by Sport and Recreation
Victoria and designed to increase the participation of all
people with abilities in sport. There is also growing
interest for mature-age participants to commence teams
in the association, but they would prefer to play on a
much safer surface.
The courts have deteriorated, and the rough asphalt is
causing numerous injuries to players, including severe

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 10 April 2003

ASSEMBLY

cuts and abrasions as a result of stones emerging
through the cracks in the asphalt. Urgent action is
needed to upgrade the courts with a more cushioned
surface. An application has been made by the City of
Glen Eira to Sport and Recreation Victoria for funds to
lay a new cushioned, synthetic, rebound ace surface
over the existing asphalt courts. This new surface
would significantly reduce the risk of injury and create
new opportunities for female participation in sport in
my electorate.
The application is for $50 000, with a $79 000
contribution from the Glen Eira City Council. The
application has been endorsed by Netball Victoria and
the Caulfield and District Netball Association. I am
supported in my request for action by the member for
Oakleigh. This is a most worthwhile project, and I urge
the minister to give it strong consideration in the current
round of funding through the minor facilities grants
program.

Allansford and District Primary School:
playground
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I raise an
issue for the Minister for Education Services. I seek
action by the minister to purchase property adjoining
the Allansford and District Primary School in
south-west Victoria to provide much-needed additional
playground area. I quote from an article in the
Warrnambool Standard of 20 March this year which
says:
The frustration among the Allansford school community is
growing as plans to purchase land for expansion are
continually delayed.
The primary school has been trying to purchase three adjacent
properties in Caroline Street for the past three years, but the
wait has begun to anger the school community.
The school has 190 pupils but, under education department
guidelines, has playground area for only 60 per cent of the
current enrolment.
A school spokesman said parents feared the school would be
landlocked, with no room to expand, if the sale of the
Caroline Street properties did not go ahead.

The Allansford school was established back in 1856. In
1994 there was a very successful merger under the
previous government of the Allansford, Naringhil and
Allans Forest schools to create the Allansford and
District Primary School, and it has not looked back
since that merger.
In 1999 there were 154 students; there are now
192 students. It is a growing community and a growing
school, but it is landlocked. The Warrnambool City

1061

Council recently made a decision to close Caroline
Street on one side of the school to accommodate its
expansion, but we need government action to buy
properties on Caroline Street to provide the extra
essential playground space required for a full and
proper education. As members would understand,
physical education and adequate playground facilities
are essential parts of a full and proper education.
We need the minister to step in, because the issue has
been going backwards and forwards within the
bureaucracy for two and a half to three years, and the
school community is getting angry and frustrated. It
wants the minister to take definitive action and make a
firm decision to purchase the properties that are
required, or if necessary to go to compulsory
acquisition so that this school, its pupils and the
community can have the playground facilities that are
necessary for the present students and those who will
come to the school in the future.
The situation is that a school committee member who
owns two properties has deliberately withheld them
from sale with the intention of selling them to the
education department. In assisting the school he has
forgone an opportunity to sell them at a significant
profit. Now he has been left in the lurch by the failure
of both the department and the minister to proceed with
that project. I call on the minister to do the right thing
by the Allansford and District Primary School and by
the community and make sure those properties are
purchased so we can have a proper playground for the
students.

Consumer affairs: laser video projectors
Mr ROBINSON (Mitcham) — I raise for attention
of the minister representing the Minister for Consumer
Affairs in another place the serious matter of the safety
of audiovisual equipment for sale in retail outlets in
Melbourne. I ask the minister to direct his department
to investigate the matter that I will now outline to the
house.
The matter was raised with me last week by Mr Ted
Chappel of Nunawading. In late January Mr Chappel
visited a retail outlet in Ringwood which had a display
of laser video projectors. These I understand are similar
to DVDs but feature a lens which projects an image
onto a wall or a screen. The projectors were positioned
so that the light being emitted from the lens hit
Mr Chappel’s eye when he was passing by — and, of
course, not intending to catch it. I think he might have
been walking between the projector and the wall onto
which the image was being projected, but a walkway
had been provided for customers.
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The impact was significant. Mr Chappel’s eye was
considerably injured, to the point where he was greatly
distressed and had to be assisted by staff. To this day he
suffers some discomfort, and that is two months later.
I am not qualified to distinguish between the lights that
are emitted by laser video projectors and the lights that
are emitted by others, so I do not know whether it was a
laser beam that was being projected or a very powerful
conventional light. Nevertheless, Mr Chappel’s efforts
to get the store to put up some sort of warning sign or to
redesign its displays to avoid this happening to other
people appear to have been unsuccessful.
I ask the minister to direct his department to investigate
this serious matter and to look at the way
video-projectors are displayed in retail outlets across
Victoria and at the appropriateness of the warnings on
those devices.

South Gippsland Highway–McDonalds Track:
safety
Mr SMITH (Bass) — I am sorry that the Minister
for Transport is not in the house tonight, because I
would have liked to stress to him the seriousness of an
issue to do with the South Gippsland Highway.
The highway is an important road. It carries a lot of
traffic down to the Phillip Island–Bass Coast area. It
also carries huge numbers of sand trucks that move
through the Lang Lang area and down a road called
McDonalds Track, which comes out onto the South
Gippsland Highway near the Shell service station.
Another death has recently occurred on this particular
corner. A motorcycle rider was returning from the super
bikes at Phillip Island, called in to get some petrol and,
because of the confusion with traffic, unfortunately
rode out in front of a truck and was killed instantly. It
was extremely sad, and it has happened time and again
at that particular intersection. It is extremely dangerous.
It is a difficult intersection, inasmuch as there is a
bridge as you come to it, the road turns off to the left to
McDonalds Track, another 50 metres on there is an
entrance to the Shell service station — —
Ms Delahunty — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, as the minister at the table I still have not
heard what action the member would like to see from
the Minister for Transport, and I would ask him to
come to that.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The member
has 3 minutes in which to seek action, and as long as he
does so in that time he is in order.
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Mr SMITH — I will waste some of the minister’s
time at some stage in the future.
What I wanted to say was that this is an extremely
dangerous intersection and was registered in the
Vicroads black spot site on the web — it talks about the
number of accidents that have occurred there. What I
am asking of the minister is that he send his Vicroads
people down there to look at this intersection with a
view to doing something about the entrance to the
service station and perhaps closing off one of the
entrances. I suggest he look at the installation of a
roundabout, which would make that intersection so
much safer it is not funny.
What I am asking is serious, and I would like the
minister to take this back to the Minister for Transport.
We cannot afford to put this on a shelf somewhere and
forget about it. I will pursue the minister until
something is done down there, and if there are any
further deaths at that intersection I will be pursuing the
minister harder still.

Football: Geelong umpires
Mr CRUTCHFIELD (South Barwon) — My issue
is for the Minister for Sport and Recreation in another
place. It concerns football umpires, and I know the
member for Polwarth will be familiar with this issue.
Recently a player has had a 10-year ban for striking an
umpire. Members would have seen a number of articles
in the Geelong Advertiser. The Minister for Sport and
Recreation, like other members, needs to demonstrate
his support for umpires, and particularly for country
umpires.
I want to articulate a couple of concerns. The chairman
of the Geelong Football Umpires League, Shane
Carbines, wrote a letter to the editor of the Geelong
Advertiser on 4 April. I do not intend to read the full
letter to the editor, but I want to focus on one particular
part of it. The letter says:
However, the Geelong Football Umpires League is
disappointed at the lack of respect the Geelong Advertiser has
shown for the umpires and the judicial system in its reporting
of this incident in the lead-up to the appeal.

I wish to draw the house’s attention to a number of the
articles — all of the articles in fact — two of which are
quite factual and very balanced. The first was headed
‘10 years’, and the last was about the appeal being
denied and the player getting 10 years. The rest of the
articles headed ‘Coach considers quitting game’ and
‘Shattered’, articles saying the player is devastated and
another article headed ‘Strong support on appeal’ have
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all focused on the player, except for another article
which quotes Phil Clohesy.
Phil Clohesy, who is Football Geelong’s chief
executive, articulates the issue very succinctly, saying
of the 10-year ban on that particular player:
It’s not just to our immediate football community, but it sends
a message statewide.

My concern is that the media have a responsibility to
not just focus on the sensationalism of this particular
case. I know members from across Victoria would
agree that this type of incident is an aberration, but the
media needs to be responsible in its reporting. There
was no mention of the effects of this incident on
umpires or on recruiting. We know how difficult it is to
recruit players, let alone umpires, in country football. In
the Geelong Football League there are no umpires in
the reserves. This sort of reporting does nothing to
encourage umpires.
We, as members, and the minister in particular, need to
demonstrate support for country football and for
umpires. Certainly I hope the Geelong Advertiser in
particular focuses on the effects that this type of
incident has on umpires.

Bellarine Peninsula Asperger Syndrome
Parents Support Group: funding
Ms NEVILLE (Bellarine) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Community Services. I ask
her to consider approving much-needed resources to
assist the work of the Bellarine Peninsula Asperger
Syndrome Parents Support Group. This self-help
organisation was originally established by psychologist
Maree Stephens from the education department, who
identified a local need and established the group as a
means of supporting parents with children who have
been diagnosed with Asperger syndrome.
The syndrome is an autism spectrum disorder,
sometimes described as high functioning autism.
Children with the disorder exhibit varied behaviours but
are usually bright, intelligent young people who lack
emotional understanding and suffer from high levels of
anxiety. Many of them, including primary school-age
children, are prescribed antidepressants to help them
cope with the world.
Over 20 families living in Bellarine are affected by this
syndrome, although this is probably an underestimation
of the number of families and children living and
coping with it. For many families their children remain
undiagnosed. The Bellarine Peninsula Asperger
Syndrome Parents Support Group is an important focus
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for many families. The group has developed and now
meets regularly, alternating between the five local
primary schools. Parents share experiences, information
and coping strategies. The experienced parents are able
to encourage those who are coming to terms with the
challenges involved in having a child with this
syndrome.
As the member for Bellarine I have had the privilege of
meeting with two of the experienced parents, Linda
Williams and Lynda Shea, who have made an
enormous contribution to maintaining and developing
this admirable self-help group. The group acts to
support parents by providing practical advice and
suggestions, particularly by linking families into
necessary support and providing assistance in
supporting other children within the family. It is often
the only opportunity for parents to socialise and
develop friendships. It plays an invaluable role in
making the community and government aware of the
challenges facing families with a child suffering from
Asperger syndrome. It lobbies hard for recognition,
resources and understanding in our community.
The group is run solely by parents who volunteer their
time, but they need financial assistance to cover
administration costs and also assistance in distributing
information to communities, schools and other families.
I therefore ask the Minister for Community Services to
address this issue and consider providing a small level
of financial assistance to assist the members of the
group in their work in supporting each other and raising
awareness of Asperger syndrome.

Melbourne 2030 strategy: submissions
Mr BAILLIEU (Hawthorn) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Planning about the submissions taken
on the Melbourne 2030 plan. It is my understanding
that more than 1300 submissions have been received by
the department, and I call on the minister to release
them and to conduct a public review and hearings on
the them so that the true views of the community on
Melbourne 2030 can be aired publicly and the views of
one community can be heard by another.

Responses
Ms GARBUTT (Minister for Community
Services) — The member for Bellarine raised with me
the matter of funding for the Bellarine Peninsula
Asperger Syndrome Parents Support Group to support
the work that they do looking after children with
Asperger syndrome. I am pleased to advise the member
that the department has self-help funding for groups
that provide these sorts of services, with an emphasis on
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increasing the capacity of individuals who have a
disability to live independently in the community.
Obviously with this group the emphasis is on
supporting parents providing that assistance to their
children. That particular parents support group will
receive $800 to support the work it is doing in terms of
developing information brochures and kits, meeting the
costs of venues if they have meetings, funding their
newsletter, purchasing books and videos and so on.
Although it is a small amount, it makes a substantial
contribution to help that group.
I advise the member that several other groups in her
electorate will also be receiving funding. The Barwon
Cerebral Palsy Support Group will also receive $800.
The Barwon-Geelong Fibromyalgia Self-Help Group
will receive $350. The Bellarine Parkinson’s Support
Group will receive $500 and the Drysdale Vision Loss
Group $800. The Bellarine Alzheimer’s and Related
Disorders Carers Support Group will receive $350. This
funding is for the sorts of costly items that mount up for
parents and individuals trying to run these sorts of
groups. The work they do is crucial and vital, and the
government is very pleased to be able to support them.
Ms DELAHUNTY (Minister for Planning) — The
Leader of the National Party raised with me the sad tale
of the new performing arts centre which the
government, in cooperation with the Wellington shire,
is building in Sale. We understand that this is set to be a
showpiece for the town. It is a key part of Victoria’s
network of performing arts centres that supports a very
important touring arts program and encourages local
arts activities.
The government has had discussions with the shire, and
I can report to both the house and the member that I am
proposing a financial package to enable this project to
be completed. I understand that a Gippsland-based
builder has won the contract to complete the work.
There has been substantial fundraising by the local
community, although I note it has not quite met the
target at this stage. However, it is on track, and we
certainly want to see this performing arts space
completed. I look forward to working with the council
on a financial package to enable it to be completed.
The member for Hawthorn raised the issue of the
overwhelming number of submissions on Melbourne
2030. He is quite right that more than 1300 submissions
have been received, overwhelmingly in support of the
principles and directions of Melbourne 2030. The
member asked that those submissions be released
publicly. I have committed to releasing them on our
web site — subject of course, as the privacy laws
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dictate, to the agreement of the individuals and groups
who made the submissions. That is important; we take
people’s civil rights very seriously.
The member spoke about a public review. I will be
announcing shortly a very high level implementation
reference group which will lead the implementation of
Melbourne 2030. This group will analyse the
1300 submissions and implement Melbourne 2030 to
the acclaim it has already received.
I will refer the matters raised by the honourable
members for Kew, Gembrook, Bentleigh, South-West
Coast, Mitcham, Bass and South Barwon to the
relevant ministers.
I thank the hardy souls who have endured until past
8 o’clock tonight — the members and the staff — and
wish those who celebrate the festival a very, very happy
Easter.
Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 8.07 p.m. until Tuesday, 29 April.
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Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.
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Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board vehicle fleet
6.

MR WELLS — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Police and Emergency Services — how many
operational vehicles were deployed across metropolitan Melbourne as at 30 June 2000, 31 December 2000,
30 June 2001, 31 December 2001, 30 June 2002 and 31 December 2002.

ANSWER:
I am advised as follows:
The number of Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board operational vehicles deployed across
metropolitan Melbourne were:
Nominal Date
30 June 2000
31 Dec 2000
30 June 2001
31 Dec 2001
30 June 2002
31 Dec 2002

Report Date*
1 June 2000
8 Jan 2001
4 July 2001
20 Nov 2001
23 Oct 2002
31 Dec 2002

Quantity
Appliances
117
115
117
113
115
116

Quantity Light
Vehicles#
75
76
77
79
80
77

Total
192
191
194
192
195
193

* – MFESB reported date which is closest to the requested date
# – Light vehicles include sedans, wagons and commercial vehicles equipped with lights and sirens.

Health: chronic fatigue syndrome
30.

MR COOPER — To ask the Honourable the Minister for Health —
(1)

What funding is provided by the Government to assist the Chronic Fatigue Society of Victoria in its
work.

(2)

What is the current amount of funding provided by the Government for research in Victoria into the
incidence of chronic fatigue syndrome.

ANSWER:
(1) The ME/Chronic Fatigue Society of Victoria receives $30,000 per annum from the Department of Human
Services to support its activities. Initially the funding was provided for three years but in recognition of the
value of the work of the Society within the Victorian community, continuation of this annual funding beyond
30 June 2003 has been committed.
(2) In terms of medical research funding, the State Government provides substantial infrastructure support for
research within Victoria’s leading hospitals and medical research institutes, but does not generally issue
directions regarding the research to be conducted. The provision of government grants for medical research
projects into specific areas is primarily achieved using a competitive peer-reviewed process at a Federal level
through the National Health and Medical Research Council.
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